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News

Urban Design 
groUp

are yoU making the most of 
yoUr membership?
Keep in touch - If we don’t have your email 
address, you won’t receive the fortnightly 
Urban Update, with its news of national and 
local events, new initiatives, jobs, and latest 
research.
 
Use yoUr UrbannoUs
The majority of London UDG events are 
recorded by Fergus Carnegie and uploaded 
onto the internet. An astonishing collection 
of over 200 presentations is available to you 
to view free, anywhere anytime. 

nottingham 20th febrUary 
An invitation: Graham Allen MP, who spoke at 
the UDG Annual Dinner, invites all practition-
ers in urban design to come to Nottingham 
North on 20th February to help transform 
what has become the UK’s capital of unem-
ployment. The area comprises thousands of 
well-built suburban houses from the 1920s 

and 1930s: it is classic corporation subur-
bia, with street patterns in the municipal 
geometric style. There are also estates built 
the 1970s and 1980s enveloping what is left of 
the small market town of Bulwell, which also 
has its own tram stop. The problem is that 
the economic system, of which the housing 
was part, has largely evaporated. What is 
to be done? Details will emerge as the date 
draws nearer. Please see the UDG website for 
details. 

place alliance 
As a further follow up to the Farrell Review 
of Architecture and the Built Environment, 
Matthew Carmona and Lucy Natarajan at 
University College London have held a series 
of Big Meets inviting all comers to develop 
a partnership to focus in the way place is 
designed and cared for. It is a huge challenge, 
given that there are groups who never come 
into contact with one another, and a history 
of recrimination between the highways and 
design sectors. There will be sceptics who 
expect their attempts to fail. But few people 
would deny the benefit of getting people 
right across the built environment, and in the 
health, business and environment sectors 

view from the 
chair: katy 
neaves 

2014 saw the centenary of Gordon Cullen’s 
birth and a number of events have taken 
place to celebrate his life, work and influ-
ence on the development of urban design. 
The joy of being Chair of the Urban Design 
Group is attending such events and meet-
ing new people whilst visiting new places. In 
October I had the pleasure of attending the 
second part of the Street NW Gordon Cullen 
Centenary Sketch Event coordinated by Mark 
Foster and Rebecca Newiss and hosted by 
Jaimie Ferguson.

At the event Simone Ridyard reflected on 
the community of Urban Sketchers, a non-
profit organisation that organises on-location 
sketching events. Simone previously took 
Street NW on a sketchcrawl, as reported in 
this isssue (see p.5). Robert Thompson from 
Sheffield City Council discussed Cullen's con-
tribution in seeing the obvious in the layers 

of townscape and their interaction with 
landscape, identifying and analysing these 
qualities through a series of photographs. 
Eamonn Canniffee from Manchester Metro-
politan University rounded off the event with 
a look at Cullen’s approach to serial vision, 
using the example of how Manchester looked 
in the 19th century, how it could have looked 
with the implementation of the 1945 City of 
Manchester Plan, and what the future holds 
with current proposals for the city.

This talk was an excellent homage to 
Cullen’s theories, emphasising how the 
townscape can come together to provide 
visual pleasure and how thinking only in 2D 
can be dangerous. It further highlighted how 
the ability to sketch quickly in 3D is still an 
essential skill to convey legible ideas within 
the urban design profession. Cullen studied 
architecture at the former Regent Street 
Polytechnic, now University of Westminster. 
His family plans to bequeath his personal 
collection of papers and drawings to the 
University’s archives for future generations 
to enjoy. 

Through my role as an external examiner 
in Urban Design at Leeds Beckett University 
(formerly Leeds Metropolitan University) I 

was pleased to see that the students still 
included sketching along with CAD skills in 
their final portfolio exhibition. The sketches 
were being used to demonstrate the serial 
vision of moving through existing townscapes 
and reflecting analytically on their good and 
bad qualities. I am the first to admit that I 
do not sketch enough, so I am off to find my 
sketch pad, dust off my pencil case and join 
@urbansketchers. 

Due to pre-existing commitments I was 
unable to attend this year’s conference in 
Nottingham, which went smoothly due to 
Laura Alvarez’s amazing energy and organi-
sation skills along with Nottingham Trent 
University’s excellent facilities. Further spin-
off events are planned early next year in the 
East Midlands with the MP Graham Allen (see 
below) and a proposed Urban Design Group 
flash mob. Follow us on Twitter @UDGUrban-
Update to hear further news in the New Year. 

• Katy Neaves

UDG Update
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too, to understand the importance of place, 
and to work together to improve it (see also 
p.7). 

simple qUestions
One of the UDG team took part in a lengthy 
radio interview earlier in the year, and was 
asked some disarmingly simple questions.... 

•  Are towns designed or do they just 
happen?

•  What makes people happy? Can you design 
happiness into an urban environment? 

•  Does pedestrianisation of high streets 
work?

•  If someone is looking to move home, is 
there something - a feeling or vibe, or 
something that people should look out 
for – that shows that the place is well 
designed and will meet their needs.

Can you answer these questions concisely 
and convincingly? Join an online debate – see 
the UDG website for details.

• Robert Huxford 
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DIARy oF 
eVents
Unless otherwise indicated, all London 
events are held at The Gallery, 70 Cowcross 
Street, London eC1M 6eJ at 6.30 pm.

note that there are many other events run  
by UdG volunteers throughout the UK. For the 
latest details and pricing, please check on 
the UdG website www.udg.org.uk/events/

always check the UdG website for final  
details and late changes.

tUesDAy 13 jAnUARy
Urban Design Film night
a cinematic extravaganza curated by  
Liz reynolds
 
weDnesDAy 18 FebRUARy
Greening the City
Taking the theme of edition 133 of Urban 
Design, this event will explore the 
benefits and the means of introducing 
sustainable, attractive and affordable trees, 
landscape and green space into streets, 
neighbourhoods, towns and cities. 

weDnesDAy 11 MARCh 
the nAtIonAl URbAn DesIGn AwARDs
Victory services Club, 63-79 seymour st, 
london w2 2hF
an evening of celebration and networking, 
featuring the best in urban design and 
development. advance booking essential – 
please see the website for full details.
 

weDnesDAy 18 MARCh
Dealing with Density 
Is ever-increasing density the solution to 
accommodating a rising population, or is 
there an optimum range not only for health, 
wellbeing and happiness, but also for 
practical reasons and financial viability? 
 
weDnesDAy 22 APRIl 
Urban Design & health 
are our towns and cities making us sad, sick 
and lonely? What design and management 
options encourage people to be sociable, 
active, and eat a better diet?
 
 9-12 APRIl 2015
hamburg study tour
Led by Sebastian Loew; details in Issue 132. 
There may still be a few spaces on this tour. 
Contact the UdG office as soon as possible.

6-14 jUne 2015
Toulouse and the bastides of Gascony
Led by alan Stones. See details p. 9

 Urban  
Design

13
3 Winter 2015

Urban Design Group Journal
IssN 1750 712x

greening the city

 URBAN  
 DESIGN
 GROUP

 URBAN  
 DESIGN
 GROUP



2 — Urban Design – Winter 2015 – Issue 133

Leader

Urban Design Group
ChAIRMAn Paul Reynolds
PaTronS Irena bauman, alan baxter,
dickon robinson, Helle Søholt, Lindsey 
Whitelaw and John Worthington

office
Urban Design Group
70 Cowcross Street
London eC1M 6eJ
Tel 020 7250 0892
email admin@udg.org.uk
Website www.udg.org.uk

trustees
roger evans, arnold Linden, Marcus Wilshere

editorial board
Matthew Carmona, Tim Catchpole, richard 
Cole, alastair donald, Tim Hagyard,  
Joe Holyoak, Sebastian Loew, Jane Manning, 
Chris Martin, Malcolm Moor, Judith ryser, 
Louise Thomas, Polly Turton

editors
Sebastian Loew (this issue) 
(sebastianloew@btinternet.com)
Louise Thomas (louisethomas@tdrc.co.uk)

book review editor: Jane Manning

Design
trockenbrot (Claudia Schenk and anja Sicka)
www.trockenbrot.com

Printing Henry Ling Ltd
© Urban design Group ISSn 1750 712X

Advertising enquiries
Please contact UdG office
Material for publication
Please send text by email to the editors,
images to be supplied as jpeg

In spite of the recent and very belated 

agreement between the US and China regarding 

carbon emissions, the world cannot wait for 

governments to take the unpopular measures 

needed to limit the catastrophic effects of 

climate change. The British government to name 

just one, has been going back on its promised 

investment in renewal energies and is dragging 

its feet on most environmental policies. The 

statistics and the increasingly damaging natural 

disasters show that action is urgently needed.

Fortunately, as this issue’s topic shows, 

small local initiatives to make neighbourhoods 

greener are multiplying, and greening the city 

is slowly developing into a global movement. 

We won’t save the planet just with a few 

grassed roofs or live walls, but the combination 

of parklets, depaved areas, green verges 

and wider green infrastructures, will help not 

just through their physical contribution to the 

environment, but as a way of changing attitudes 

and as symbols of what can be done. A gradual 

change of culture which takes the natural 

environment into account in all development is 

an important step. Chris Martin has assembled 

a collection of articles showing the diverse 

ways in which citizens, associations of 

committed volunteers and local governments are 

attempting to green their cities and in a small 

way, mitigate the effects of climate change. The 

Urban Design Group is fulfilling its campaigning 

role by giving these a wider readership, pour 

encourager les autres.

Also included in this issue are examples from 

far away places that show that the ambitions 

we have for cities in Britain, are replicated 

elsewhere, in Christchurch, NZ and in Vancouver.

Finally we publish this year’s shortlisted 

entries for the Francis Tibbalds Public Sector 

Award and Book Award. The winners will be 

announced at the award ceremony that will 

take place in London on 11 March 2015, in 

which the group celebrates and encourages 

quality in urban design. At a time of increasing 

building activity and housing shortage, 

deregulation and speculation, the UDG needs 

to redouble its efforts and fight for higher 

standards and a public realm that responds to 

human requirements and desires. It is at least 

encouraging that events reported here show 

that activities concerning the urban environment 

are multiplying.

• Sebastian Loew

GReen shoots
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events at the Gallery

Urban Design – 
beyond Pseudo 
science
The Gallery, 9 September 2014

Stephen Marshall is one of a very small 
number of academics who has managed to 
get their work noticed by popular media: 
Scientific american picked up his work on 
science, pseudo-science and urban design. 
at this event, Stephen described how urban 
design theory might develop to provide a 
more robust underpinning for professional 
practice.

‘Urban design theory is a bit rubbish...’ 
was Stephen plain language translation of 
an assertion in a 2007 academic paper that 
‘urban design has no external standard of 
criticism that complements or addresses 
its internal fractures and inconsistencies’. 
His mission has been to take science as the 
external standard of criticism and to this 
end, he searched for testable hypotheses 
in publications by Kevin Lynch, Christopher 
alexander, Gordon Cullen and Jane Jacobs. 
an example was Jane Jacob’s assertion that 
‘To generate exuberant diversity in a city’s 
streets and districts, four conditions are in-
dispensable… the district … must serve more 
than one primary function; most blocks must 
be short…; the district must mingle buildings 
that vary in age and condition…; and there 
must be a sufficiently dense concentration of 
people…‘

Stephen found little subsequent research 
that tested the hypothesis. Work in 1973 and 
1977 refuted it and a 1987 paper offered some 
limited support. More generally, his inquiries 
have found little by way of scientific valida-
tion of urban design theories. 

Stephen set out a simple specification 
for an integrated theory of urban design that 
would include: 
•  insights into how the world works

•  a stance on how the world ought to be

•  a view on how to get from here to there.

These must be more than normative, artistic 
or political manifestos, but should be under-
pinned by scientific knowledge. valid theories 
should be used, and if a theory is shown not 
to be valid, it should be discarded. 

The development of science-based urban 
design could provide researchers with secure 
and purposeful careers, practitioners with a 
clear professional identity and robust argu-
ments to use in planning negotiations, and 
could offer to society as a whole, an urban 
environment that is far better suited to its 
needs. as an example of the importance of 
urban design, one sixth of deaths in britain is 
due to lack of exercise, something that could 
be addressed in part by the way streets are 
designed and managed. Many such problems 
could be researched, and the findings trans-
lated into science-based practice. 

In the discussion following the lecture, 
people got confused between scientists 
such as physicists or chemists, and scientific 
method which centres on the creation of a 
robust body of knowledge, founded on reality 
and the development of testable hypotheses.

• Robert Huxford

street Design
The Gallery, 15 October 2014

This was very much an evening of reflection, 
to consider how far (or not) we have come in 
terms of street quality. The event started with 
two international critiques, one of the US and 
one of Germany: Joe Holyoak gave an over-
view of a recent design guide published in 
the US, naTCo’s Urban Street Design Guide. 
There are no ground breaking ideas, but a 
simple, well articulated and in particular, 
well illustrated, compendium setting out all 
that we should be aiming for. 

next was Graham Smith who held up 
Germany as a lesser-sung hero of street 
design success, both in policy and practice. 
The town of Hennef was an inspiring example 
of how simple techniques have created not 
just safe, but beautiful streets. Trees, for 
example, were beautifully used as a device 
for engineering street behaviour.

Lastly, Phil Jones presented an updated 
review of Manual for Streets and its impact 
since he helped prepare it. Seven years later, 
the guidance is still making its way into the 
minds of policy makers and practitioners. 
visibility splays were an obsession before 
the guide was published, and unfortunately 
still are in many parts of the UK, despite the 
Manual dispelling the myth that they make 
safe streets. Phil Jones reflected on more 
recent schemes as well as older exemplary 
examples. Quality, he said, comes from the 
enclosure of the space, not by using high 
quality, expensive materials.

The discussion drew in practitioners from 
across europe. one suggested that Germany 
had gone backwards since the good practice 
of the 1980s showcased by Graham Smith. 
depressingly, but perhaps inevitably, the 
debate turned on the planning system as 
the root of current problems. ‘Justification 
has to be about more than capacity; unless 
you plan for connectivity, you’ll never get it’ 
concluded Phil Jones, arguing for a culture 
change. However, after much criticism of 

planners, developers and network rail, the 
discussion ended on a positive note, citing 
the US’s willingness to innovate. The naTCo 
guide shows a pragmatic approach to achieve 
better street design for cyclists: claim the 
space, do it cheaply, and then come back and 
do it properly when you have more money. 
In many streets, this could achieve much in 
the short term, we just have to remember to 
come back and do it properly when things 
start to look up! 

• Jane Manning

The following events have been organised by 
the UdG and held at The Gallery, Cowcross 
Street, London. Many are recorded by Urban-
nous and are available to watch again on the 
UdG’s website, thanks to the generous sup-
port of Fergus Carnegie.
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Data, technology and 
Urban Design
The Gallery, 12 November 2014

The evening started with Polly Turton, topic 
editor of Ud issue 132 offering a startling 
statistic: 90 per cent of the world’s available 
data has been collected in the last 2 years. 
She also introduced a caution: if we are not 
careful how we use it, data can turn into a 
tangled web, a sobering challenge for the ur-
ban designer who is now faced with a myriad 
of information to use in urban analysis. The 

three speakers gave insights into the very 
different scales of data availability and ap-
plication, and some salient advice on how to 
avoid the pitfalls.

First was Ulrich atz from the open data 
Institute who led the audience on a tour of 
the macro world of open data and its ben-
efits. example applications included the City 
Mapper app which supports better mobility 
around the city with real time advice on con-
gestion and delays. The Parisian Sun Therapy 
app, and its british equivalent Pints in the 
Sun, maps cafes and drinking establishments 
which will have sunny outdoor seating areas 
at what times. one can imagine a predictive 
version of this being a useful test to proposed 

active fronts in a masterplan.
david Janner-Klausner from Common-

place, a recent start-up specialising in digital 
consultation and engagement, went right 
down to the micro level of data technology 
and capture. Commonplace’s consulta-
tion app has been used in locations such as 
West Hampstead and newcastle as a way of 
engaging local people in urban design and 
planning issues. It has enabled traditional 
exhibitions and design proposals to reach 
and engage a much wider spectrum of lo-
cal people. Its commenting function allows 
place specific comments to be made and 
visually represented in a very accessible 
manner. david suggested that engagement 
like this had the power to disrupt the status 
quo of the planning system and establish 
more meaningful inputs to policy making and 
design proposals.

Lastly, ed Manley from UCL presented 
a range of maps and visual representations 
using the myriad of new data available. The 
imagery was most engaging and illustrated 
how the extent of data now available on 
movement, for example, can be condensed 
into fascinating maps showing how cities 
work in time-lapse.

The discussion raised some big issues for 
data technology management, and by impli-
cation, urban designers – not least the digital 
divide and privacy concerns. as designers we 
will need to get to grips with the data avail-
able, and be very careful when interpreting it, 
but the scope is endless.

• Jane Manning

the kevin lynch 
Memorial lecture 
2014
The Gallery 26th November 2014

John Punter’s unsnappy but informative 
title was English planning/housing reforms, 
unaffordable housing and socially exclusive 
urban design. Currently Professor of Urban 
design at Cardiff University, he described 
himself as a teacher of urban design for 
40 years. He gave a robustly political and 
ideological analysis of what can be broadly 
described as the housing crisis, and threw 
down a challenge to the urban design profes-
sion – what can we do about it?

He referenced two starting points. Firstly 
Kevin Lynch’s definition of social justice as a 
meta-criterion for urban design, in his book 
Good City Form. Secondly, an observation by 
Sebastian Loew in a recent issue of this jour-
nal that urban designers are on the margins 
of the big debates.

His focus was on current housing provi-
sion, or the absence of it, particularly in 

London and the southeast. We were snowed 
under by an exhaustively-researched 
avalanche of graphs and statistics, many of 
them dealing with who spends how much 
money, where, and on what. I was reminded 
of Jonathan barnett’s statement in Urban 
Design as Public Policy that the medium of 
urban design is money. but despite our being 
given more detailed facts than we could fully 
absorb, the conclusions nevertheless came 
through clearly and unequivocally.

Punter was not afraid to name villains 
and villainous practices. among them were 
the shortsighted sale of council houses, the 
abolition of regional planning and the lack 
of a national spatial plan, the diminution of 
Cabe, the iniquitous bedroom tax, and the 
lies told about ‘affordable’ housing. He gave 
illustrations of how, in the name of ‘regenera-
tion’, there has often been a loss of municipal 
rented housing which ordinary people can 
afford. one remarkable map showed the 
geographical diaspora of tenants forced 
out of the Heygate estate in Southwark, in a 
redevelopment described by the new States-
man as ‘social cleansing’.

He found some encouragement in the 
work of the recent Wolfson economics Prize 
finalists, particularly Urbed’s winning scheme 

↑ Empire Square, Tabard 
Street, Southwark, Berkeley 
Homes/Rolfe Judd
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sketching in 
Manchester
STREET NW, 20 August 2014

STreeT nW hosted its third successful event, 
this time celebrating the centenary year of 
the renowned urbanist and townscape advo-
cate Gordon Cullen, known most notably for 
his concept of ‘serial vision’. 

In true Gordon Cullen style, we wanted to 
sketch and record our own journey through 
a piece of Manchester. With an army of over 
40 sketchers we started at St. Peters Square, 
with the Central Library recently reopened 
and the new 1 St. Peters Square building cre-
ating a new urban space within the city. each 
of us picked a viewpoint and began sketching 

the street scene, with varying degrees of suc-
cess; it turns out that it is a lot harder than 
it looks!!

our journey continued towards Picca-
dilly Gardens, stopping off at the art Gallery 
and sketching the activity and views from 
our chosen vantage points. The mix of cars, 
trams, people and the Grade I listed art Gal-
lery certainly provided a challenging scene to 
record.

our third and final stop was at the end of 
Mosley Street, where it breaks into Piccadilly 
Gardens, providing panoramic views of this 
well-known part of the city. The city wheel 
offered a contrast of geometry and scale 
against the straight and regular buildings be-
hind. again we picked our favourite vantage 
point and began sketching the closing chap-
ter to our journey through Manchester.

as in true Mancunian style the weather 
began to turn, we retreated to the office to 

display our favourite pieces over a much 
deserved drink. It was interesting to compare 
how people interpreted and chose to record 
their surroundings, using pens, pencils and 
even splashes of colour and water to convey 
their story. 

overall it was a very successful event to 
raise the profile of the UdG, but perhaps the 
most important achievement was getting 
people out and engaging with the city, con-
sidering its form and subtlety, and hopefully, 
in Gordon Cullen’s memory, experiencing not 
only how the city looks, but how it feels.

• Mark Foster

↑ Examples of sketches
↑↑ Participants reviewing 
each other’s work
↑↑↑ Sketching in action

and its understanding of the importance 
of reducing land value, allied to intelligent 
planning. He scorned the quick dismissal 
of it by the Housing Minister brandon Lewis 
as ‘pathetic’. He praised the 2014 KPMG-
Shelter report Building the Homes we Need 
as the clearest analysis of the failure of the 
market-led approach. Similarly he admired 
Michael Lyons’ 2014 Housing Review for the 
Labour Party, and could not understand why 
the party had not given it a higher profile and 
made it a major election issue for 2015.

He ended by proclaiming, with a little 
conscious irony, ‘That is my sermon for 
tonight…..’. It certainly had been an impres-
sive combination of academic marshalling of 
information with an uncompromisingly po-
lemical analysis. He summarised his conclu-
sions: at the head of them the need to reduce 

raw land prices to pay for infrastructure and 
genuinely affordable housing. There was also 
the demand to stop sales of council housing 
now, and for local planning authorities to be 
more effective in their plans for growth. ‘Stra-
tegic urban design’ was also cited, although I 
think that is what is called town planning.

His bottom line addressed to the audi-
ence was ‘Can the UdG find its voice and seek 
to influence policy, beginning perhaps with 
the Wolfson winners?’, and discussion after 
the sermon concentrated on what urban 
designers can do. The discussion was lively, 
but I think the answers were inconclusive, 
other than promoting enlightened good prac-
tice like the Wolfson schemes of Urbed and 
the other finalists. Urban designers are the 
servants of economic policy, and are rarely 
in a position to be the makers of it. We can 

identify good practice, as Punter did in his 
talk: Tabard (Southwark) accordia (Cam-
bridge), barking riverside, Great Kneighton 
(Cambridge) in this country, Ypenburg and 
Ijburg in the netherlands, for example. How-
ever we have little input into policy. Were 
we consulted on the demise of Cabe? I don’t 
think so.

but Punter painted a grim picture of the 
future if present policies continue or are 
extended: a world of social exclusion and 
polarisation, alienated communities, and 
unsafe streets. It was not a cheering evening, 
but it was certainly a stimulating one, and a 
loud call to action.

• Joe Holyoak 

A longer summary of John Punter's lecture will be 

published in the next issue
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Urban Design for All 
– towards a life less 
ordinary
The National Conference on 
Urban Design, Nottingham,  
18-20 September 2014

Hosted by nottingham Trent University, 
this year’s very successful conference was 
organised by Stefan Kruczkowski and Laura 
alvarez. It explored the crucial importance of 
multi-disciplinary working in the built envi-
ronment and how the various players – urban 
designers, architects, planners, engineers, 
developers, politicians and communities – 
work together to create better places to live. 

Chairing the conference amanda reyn-
olds, past Chair of the UdG, began the day 
by introducing nigel Turpin, Head of Urban 
design at nottingham City Council, who wel-
comed the group to the city and presented 
nottingham’s Creating a Better City initia-
tive. He was followed by Max Farrell of Terry 
Farrell and Partners, describing The Farrell 
Review of Architecture and the Built Environ-
ment and its recommendations. These range 
from introducing positive planning through 
to involving citizens in urban rooms and town 
models, changing education in schools, and 
encouraging greater commonality in profes-
sional education. Farrell spoke about the 
number of organisations and individuals that 
want to see a change in the way things are 
done and are ready to act.

after these speakers, 18 pecha kucha 
style presentations offered delegates the 
chance to ‘design their own conference’ with 
a choice of speakers that they could follow to 
hear more. Six themes were developed dur-
ing the day: 

1. PosItIVe PlAnnInG
Chaired by Peter dickinson of the Chartered 
Institution of Highways and Transporta-
tion’s Urban design Panel, this first pecha 
kucha presentation was Life after Planning 
by david rudlin (Urbed), talking about the 

natural process of urban growth that can 
open the way for a better approach to plan-
ning. Following him was daniel black (db+a) 
on Towards better design and appraisal of 
Large-scale development, using the north 
bristol urban extension as a case study to 
explore how to make developments healthier 
and more sustainable. Ian Lyne (Placedyna-
mix) spoke about values in PLaCe – What’s 
neXT? on how the fear of the future must 
lead to a radical rethinking of how to plan 
future places, as well as repair and reuse 
existing ones.

2. hoUsInG AnD new 
DeVeloPMent
In the second parallel session, Paul Seddon 
of nottingham City Council chaired three 
further presentations. Clare San Martin (John 
Thompson & Partners) talked about Collabo-
rative approaches to Master Planning, Learn-
ing from Chilmington Green, in the context 
of the Government’s Prospectus for Garden 
Cities. John Croxen (CPre London) spoke 
about Liveable Housing: from Inner Cities 
to Suburbs, on how to measure liveability 
and growing levels of density. reflecting on 
The next Poundbury, Hugh Petter (adaM 
Urbanism), showed how by using principles 
to define the vision and delivering a project 
through a consortium, a more sustainable 
development could be achieved.

3. heAlth, InClUsIon AnD 
enVIRonMent
Chaired by Sue Illman (Illman Young Land-
scape design Ltd) past President of the 
Landscape Institute, the third session started 
with Chris Melsom (HaSSeLL) talking about 
Healthy active by design, a tool to enable the 
community to design locally inspired healthy 
active neighbourhoods, with a checklist of 
strategies. dianne Theakstone (University 
of Stirling) followed with building Inclusion, 
on evidence from Scotland and norway that 
disabled people are in effect second class 
citizens. Lastly, Marin Gammie (Consulting 
with Trees Ltd and Trees and design action 
Group) spoke about recent publications Trees 
in the Townscape – A guide for decision-
makers and Trees in Hard Landscape.

4. the FUtURe shAPe oF CItIes
Chaired by Sue McGlynn, this session opened 
with Jeff nottage (broadway Malyan) talking 
about IT and the design of Towns and Cities, 
drawing on global professional views to look 
at the impact that IT has had and will have on 
planning and design. david Green (Perkins + 
Will) spoke about Urban research districts 
and the role of the city in innovation and 
economic growth, and the contribution made 
by urban design’s analytical tools. Lastly, the 
team from University of nottingham, amy 
Tang, dr Yan Zhu and Professor Tim Heath, 
looked at Technology or Tradition, investi-
gating the use of traditional Chinese urban 
and architectural design in regeneration and 
public realm schemes.

5. hoUsInG AnD ReGeneRAtIon
With david birkbeck (design for Homes) in 
the chair, the first two speakers Professor 
Julian Marsh (Marsh Grochowski architects) 
and nick ebbs (blueprint/ Igloo regenera-
tion) looked at exploring eco-housing in the 
UK: Green Street and Trent basin. Conference 
leader Stefan Kruczkowski (nottingham Trent 
University) then reflected on building the ba-
sics with building for Life – or Putting Lipstick 
on a Pig? Two years after the re-launch of 
bfL12, he debated its success in helping dis-
cussions on design quality between develop-
ers, designers and local authorities. 

6. CoMMUnIty
Chaired by andrew Warrington (Highways 
nottinghamshire County Council and Institu-
tion of Civil engineers), this session began 
with Catherine Hammant (University of West-
minster) talking about Stamford Gateway: 
Community-driven or riven? examining the 
impact that community engagement has had 
on the quality of the works delivered in the 
area. Community Catalysts – a new Model 
for Urban regeneration Strategy? followed, 
with Lydia Schilbach (red Hen Projects) 
reflecting on how urban interventions can act 
as catalysts for widespread change within 
a community, and the gap between the big 
Society and its implementation. Lastly, Places 
Change Minds: design Matters! Pro-social 
Place Programme was presented by Profes-
sor Graham Marshall and rhiannon Corcoran 
(University of Liverpool) reported on research 
findings of how urban design and manage-
ment can create environments that enable 
people to thrive, encourage social contact, 
friendships and cooperation, which all make 
for civilised and happy societies.

keynote sPeAkeRs
The afternoon key note speakers were Louise 
Thomas talking about early conclusions from 
the Urban design Group’s latest research 
study on Understanding the Value of Urban 
Design to House Builders, and Phil Jones on 
Manual for Streets stories: failures, chal-
lenges, and successes.

Commissioned by the UdG, Louise de-
scribed the research that she and collabo-
rators richard Hayward and Ivor Samuels 
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(as urbanenablers) have been undertaking 
into house builders’ understanding of urban 
design. The study has involved talking to 14 
house builders about whether urban design 
adds value to their operations and schemes, 
where it sits within their organisations, the 
impact of local authority skills and inputs, 
the role of key guidance and planning pro-
cesses, and how their customers see urban 
design. The study is expected to help the UdG 
to engage with the development industry.

Phil Jones played an important part in 
getting the department for Transport to 
abandon its old rules-based approach to 
street design, in favour of a more profes-
sional, and flexible approach brought in 
through Manual for Streets I and II. Here he 
looked at how successful the change had 
been in introducing place-making led street 
design, and the challenges remaining to 
change attitudes to road safety and allow 
bespoke designs to address risk in particular 
local conditions.

Following the afternoon presentations, 
bill Chandler, director of Chandler Urban 
Planning and design, australia, assessed 
the social, political and economic changes 
that are affecting cities the world over, the 

impact these are having on urban design, 
and in turn, the role that urban design 
needs to play. 

a number of fringe events took place on 
either side of the main conference day, in 
addition to the UdG annual dinner, held in 
the nottingham City Council House. These 
events included the annual UdG education 
Symposium and a wide range of tours which 
visited the Creative energy Homes and Jubi-
lee Campus, looking at seven state-of-the-
art energy efficient homes on the University 
Park Campus; the Creative virtual Modelling 
Laboratory; nottingham’s protected heritage 

Lace Market quarter; the prestigious Park 
estate; the city centre’s renovation sites and 
caves, looking at the radical interventions 
that the local authority has carried out; and 
two sustainable development sites, Green 
Street and Trent basin. 

The conference was sponsored by broad-
way Malyan, JTP, Mouchel and Tibbalds, with 
the support of nottingham Trent University, 
nottingham University, nottingham City 
Council and blueprint. We are hoping to fea-
ture some of the pecha kucha talks in more 
detail in the journal over the coming year.

• Louise Thomas

the Place Alliance

The quality of many local environments 
and much recent development in england 
represents a serious and on-going challenge 
for the sector at large, whilst the necessity to 
focus on quality of place needs to be consist-
ently and repeatedly reasserted. The Place 
alliance is a fledgling cross-sector collabora-
tive alliance that aims to do just that. 

The idea for an alliance followed find-
ings of recent arts and Humanities research 
Council funded research exploring issues 
of design governance in england and the 
confluence of that with publication of the 
Farrell review. both concluded that a place 
leadership gap exists in england and there 
is need for concerted action to fill it. The 
Place alliance was subsequently established 
following two cross-sector ‘big Meets’ hosted 

by The bartlett, UCL, at which over eighty 
organisations from across the built environ-
ment sector – big and small – came together 
to discuss what to do and concluded that a 
new alliance was required. 

The collaborative events ran against typi-
cal silos and were extremely well received. 
They sparked new ideas and instigated new 
connections between organisations which 
are now leading towards a fully fledged 
movement.

VoICes on the PlACe AllIAnCe 
(FRoM bIG Meet 2)
‘It involves everyone who has a focus on 
place and really reaches out and has an aim 
to improve life chances in the round.’

‘Individually, there are a whole host of 
connected champions within their different 
remit, so they maybe conservation area advi-
sory committees, amenities society, wherever 
they be, we want to be able to link with the 
alliance as a stronger voice, politically.’

‘Our first plea is perhaps a Place alliance 
could help to join up all the thinking, so that 
people know of all the different case studies, 
the projects, the on the ground work going 
on, of all these organisations.’

‘I think government gets lots of voices and 
that doesn’t necessarily get traction but a 
Place Alliance to which everybody’s sub-
scribed would be that single voice.’

The Place alliance aims to:

•  enable the sector to regularly meet and 
discuss matters which cut across our dif-
ferent interests in a constructive, collabo-
rative, yet challenging manner 

•  Facilitate ongoing national debate about 
place quality

•  establish a powerful collective national 
voice on questions of place quality

•  ensure that throughout england the value 
and importance of place quality is consist-
ently and repeatedly asserted

•  accept a greater collective responsibility 
for place leadership, alongside national 
government.

Initially the Place alliance is being hosted by 
UCL and will rely on voluntary inputs from 
supporters to drive its agenda forward. You 
can read more about the evolution of The 
Place alliance, our network of supporters and 
our planned work programme here:  
http://bit.ly/10hMFae.

and if you would like to volunteer to get 
involved, either individually or on behalf of 
your organisation we would love to hear from 
you. Just e-mail: placealliance@ucl.ac.uk 

• Matthew Carmona, Bartlett School of 
Planning, UCL

← Opening reception at 
the Newton Arkwright 
building Nottingham Trent
University 
→ Visit to the Green 
Street development by 
Blueprint/ igloo
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Designing the 21st 
Century Garden City
Springhead Park, Ebbsfleet, 
Kent, 24 October 2014

This half-day conference organised by Kent 
design was dedicated to Peter Hall who 
would have been the key-note speaker, had 
he still been alive. The event was fittingly 
located in eastgate, a community building in 
the midst of the no-man’s land that for now is 
the future ebbsfleet Garden City. a panel of 
expert speakers and elected members on the 
frontline presented a kaleidoscope of views 
on what has become a hot subject, profes-
sionally and politically.

Cllr Paul Carter leader of Kent County 
Council set the scene by emphasising the 
unrealised potential of north Kent and wel-
coming the future development corporation, 
recently announced by the government, which 
should – if it does it job properly – achieve ex-
pansion without sprawl or loss of green fields. 
but he warned that the future UdC would have 
to ensure investment in infrastructure, and 
referring to recently completed housing in the 
area, impose quality on the developers and 
not allow more of the same.

nicholas Falk started by referring back 
to ebenezer Howard in order to explain why 
Urbed had won the Wolfson competition. 
Their proposal, based on an existing historic 
city, put forward clusters of development 
along the main existing axes. Connections be-
tween settlements, reducing car dependency, 
using schools as community hubs, ensuring 

views out to the countryside, were some of 
the ideas incorporated in the proposal. Falk 
warned that finding land available to build 
where people wanted to live was a major 
challenge and suggested that extending 
existing cities would be the cheapest way of 
increasing housing supply.

Terry Farrell contrasted the industrial 
cities that Howard reacted against to today’s 
relatively attractive and healthy cities. The 
Garden City movement advocated low-
density new settlements, much criticized by 
Jane Jacobs and unlikely to be the solution 
for current problems. Like other speakers he 
asserted that brownfield land would not be 
sufficient to solve the country’s housing prob-
lem. Farrell suggested looking again at the 
Green belt, considering expanding market 
towns and increasing densities. The garden 
cities of the 21st century must start from 
existing places that are well connected and 
ebbsfleet is a good example, particularly as 
it will have a major employer: a leisure resort 
(Paramount) is due to be developed there.

Sue riddleston of bioregional used exam-
ples of her work at bedzed and brighton to 
suggest that it is possible to design for more 
sustainable living. The first session of the 
conference ended with a panel discussion, 
during which some of the speakers’ com-
ments were challenged. 

david Lock brought the second ses-
sion down to earth and asked: how do we 
get planning consent for a garden city, and 
how do we avoid rubbish being badged 
as a garden city? He pointed out that land 
ownership and cooperative living were at the 
core of ebenezer Howard’s idea of what a 
garden city should be, two very challenging 

requirements. He suggested that a master-
plan for a garden city should set the public 
realm and green frames around which the 
rest would develop (the trellis and the rose 
plants was the image he cited) and gave 
Milton Keynes as a successful example. He 
thought that after 30 years of Kent Thameside 
(an area from dartford to Gravesend) visions 
and no action, the recently created Urban 
development Corporation should get on with 
the job right away and deliver development, 
without calling it a garden city. during the 
panel discussion that followed, Lock’s last 
comment was endorsed by the local council-
lors, Jeremy Kite of dartford bC and John 
burden of Gravesham bC, who wanted action 
rather than endless consultation, as long as 
development was sensitively done: ‘nobody 
is saying no!’. 

The third session was concerned with 
beauty, a term rarely used in professional cir-
cles but of concern to those that live in urban 
settlements. How to achieve design quality is 
not obvious, but the main speaker, Glen rich-
ardson of Cambridge City Council and panel 
members during the following discussion, put 
forward approaches that could contribute 
to it. Landscape and greenery seem to be a 
recurring theme.

In the last part of the conference, Cathel 
rock outlined the government’s (dCLG) 
motivation for the launch of the Locally-led 
garden cities: prospectus, together with the 
creation of the ebbsfleet UdC with £200 mil-
lion funding for infrastructure. This organism 
would have planning decision powers but no 
plan making powers, a point that david Lock 
questioned earlier.

during the various Q&a parts of the 
event, numerous additional issues were 
raised. In the final session,Yolanda barnes 
challenged the current method of delivery 
of development, suggesting that on current 
trends, it would take 130 years to complete 
ebbsfleet and that the economic model 
cannot guarantee to produce quality. other 
approaches such as self-build and prefabri-
cation, and allowing for messiness should at 
least be tried. other participants also ques-
tioned whether the models used at present 
could deliver what everybody seems to be 
after, and the need for a return to strategic 
planning was repeatedly mentioned.

It is difficult to summarise all that was 
said during these packed four hours but 
some points recurred:
•  action rather than words

•  Higher densities and connected places

•  Work with what is already there

•  Places rather than housing numbers

•  return to regional policies

•  Framework (green) first, buildings after

•  design quality

•  new forms of funding.

The next issue of Urban Design will be dedi-
cated to Garden Cities and the subject will be 
explored further from different points of view, 
including from other countries.

• Sebastian Loew

↑ Panel discussion. Photo 
© Laura Lean and Design 
South East
← Milton Keynes, green 
infrastructure. © David Lock 
Associates
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Density Matters –  
A Response
John Billingham gives a heartfelt 
reaction to an article published 
in our last issue

In his article on p.9 of issue 132 of Urban 
Design, Christopher boyko, Senior research 
associate of Lancaster University defended 
the importance of density but criticised the 
way it was dealt with. He raised a number of 
important and relevant points but he failed 
to define some of the essential aspects of 
density which all professionals should seek to 
learn and understand: nowhere in his article 
does he mention gross and net densities and 
yet the distinction between the two is an 
essential requirement to understanding what 
density is concerned with. on its own density 
is only a number and what is being measured 
and for what purpose always needs to be 
clarified (though it rarely is!). 

net residential density is usually defined 
as the number of persons, bed spaces, habit-
able rooms or dwellings related to the site 
area, including half the width of any adjacent 
road space (except for major roads). For 
gross residential density, the total neighbour-
hood area is taken into account, including 

public and private open space, public 
amenities such as schools, churches, health 
centres, hospitals and shopping facilities. 
other measures such as the floor space index 
or plot ratio, which are more often used in 
relation to commercial developments could 
also be included in a full list.

 an additional and related issue is the 
number of people per bed space or per 
dwelling, a way of measuring overcrowd-
ing, an important issue in the 60s but one 
that has been traditionally reduced over 
the years. overcrowding was considered 
to be in excess of one person per habitable 
room, but as children below a certain age 
were counted as half a person this became a 
debatable form of control and was eventually 
abandoned.

We can all stand on the sidelines and 
guess what is happening in for example, 
the new Territories in Hong Kong (the im-
age in issue 132 article), and yet if we fail 
to understand the essential differences in 
assessing densities, we will knock our heads 
against the brick walls of a proper physical 
assessment. 

as many of us in planning do, or should 
realise, net density fails to include the place 
of a development in a properly planned envi-
ronment, that is one that takes into account 
the essential requirements of a community 
such as open space (the biggest omission 
of most alternative approaches), educa-
tional and health facilities, shopping and 
other social facilities that normally cannot 
be contained within a multi storey, mainly 
residential, structure. This deficiency is often 
overlooked in density debates; if this was 
properly explained, people would realise the 
shortcomings of such an approach. Perhaps a 
re-jigged view of housing densities is needed, 
set within an overall density that profession-
als can agree. a fresh look at the Parker Mor-
ris Report would show how today’s housing 
standards need to be improved.

I accept reluctantly, that the counter ar-
gument against my own is that many of these 
other uses can in fact be contained within a 
multi storey structure, but that cannot be the 
case for all of them; open space in particular 
could not be considered – except in rare cir-
cumstances – something that can be placed 

within a physical structure (though see some 
of the articles in this issue, ed.).

If readers want to know more about den-
sity, I suggest that a good reference on the 
subject is Cities Are Good for Us by the late 
Harley Sherlock. Pages 214 to 217 contain a 
mine of information with comparative studies 
of London and Paris, and references to Milton 
Keynes and ebenezer Howard's ideas. In my 
view, it could be more comprehensive as his 
arguments rely almost entirely on London 
and Paris which are hardly typical cities, 
but it is still a valuable introduction to the 
subject.

as a way to better deal with densities, 
boyko suggests the creation of ‘a team in-
volved through the lifetime of a development 
project’. This idea, which I support, has been 
in existence for over 50 years, particularly 
in the new town development corporations 
where departmental boundaries were seen 
as a hindrance; as a result, professional bar-
riers were cast aside in favour of corporate 
working. Unfortunately, local authorities were 
much slower to change their attitudes and 
even development companies lagged behind 
the new town corporations which, because 
they were new structures with wide pow-
ers and generous resources, could quickly 
and effectively innovate and introduce new 
ways of working. It is to be hoped that the 
lessons suggested and/or learned from 
the new towns, can be taken on board by 
organisations that even today continue to 
use outdated methods. I suspect that in fact, 
those lessons were learned by most organisa-
tions some time ago, but that they may find it 
difficult to implement the required changes. 

In conclusion, boyko’s article has rightly 
highlighted some of the issues which density 
brings to the fore, and commented on the 
subject’s importance. It is an emotive subject 
which architects, planners, urban designers 
and other professionals regularly address, 
but too often in a muddled way, perhaps be-
cause they find it inconvenient. as a result, it 
can be swept under the carpet, even though 
it is a very significant matter with implica-
tions that shouldn’t be ignored. The Urban 
design Group needs to further promote the 
debate.

• John Billingham

toulouse and the 
bastides of Gascony
Urban Design Group study tour 
6–14 June 2015

Thirty years ago the Urban design Group 
visited the bastides of the dordogne and the 
Lot. We are now returning to look at exam-
ples in the neighbouring region of Gascony. 
bastides are planned towns dating from the 
13th century, most of which never reached 
any great size.

Toulouse, on the other hand, is the me-
tropolis of the Languedoc. In the thirteenth 
century the glittering court of the Counts of 
Toulouse rivalled that of the Kings of France, 
and its red-brick old town repays explora-
tion. More recently the city became the home 
of France’s aerospace industry, and has 

developed into a technology hub, with two 
metro lines and a new tram system.

The price of £910 (£860 for UdG mem-
bers) includes rail travel from London, 
travel around the bastides by coach, and 
eight nights’ accommodation in tourist class 
hotels. Further information is available from 
alan Stones, Fullerthorne, Church Street, 
Kelvedon, essex Co5 9aH, tel 01376 571351, or 
email a.stones907@btinternet.com

The last booking date is Friday 6th March. •
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Urban Design Interview

Urban Design 
Interview: what does 
Urban Design mean 
to me? 
Hannah Elborn

Current Position and work
Senior Urban designer at Turley

education
Ma Urban design, oxford brookes University,
barch (Hons) architecture, University of 
nottingham

Past experience
Senior Urban designer, Planit-ie LLP
Urban designer, dPdS Consulting Group
ambitions: To visit every great city of the 
world.

specialisms
residential masterpanning
Town and City Centre masterplans
Strategic design Frameworks

↑ New ways of promoting cycling and sustainable 
travel through innovative urban design. Bike snake, 
Copenhagen. (Image: Dissing and Weitling)

↑ Early influences and Inspiration: from Jane 
Jacobs clear observations of American city life, to 
practical advice of Ian Bentley and co.

↑ 7. Telling stories through the public realm. The 
Ancoats Peeps, teach the history of this former 
industrial area. (Image: NW Development Agency). 

↑ Private Public spaces: are corporately 
controlled public spaces, the future of our cities? 
(Image: www.kingscross.co.uk)

↑ Making the most of high streets, as places 
for interaction and commerce in a changing retail 
environment. (Image: Thatcham Town Centre, Turley). 

↑ Festivals of light, celebrating spaces and 
buildings which make cities great. Fêtes des 
lumières, Lyon. (Image: Lyon – Muriel Chaulet)

↑ I’ve always been fascinated by studying old 
plans and maps, keen to learn how they changed 
and developed. (Image: Ordnance survey 1843)

↑ Pet hate: prolific over-use of unnecessary street 
furniture and signage, cluttering streets and creating 
obstacles to street life. (Image: English Heritage)

↑ Innovative design: low-speed and shared 
space significantly enhance safety. Poynton, 
Cheshire. (Image: Planit-ie LLP) 
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the Urban Design 
library #14

The City in History is a magnum opus, a 
veritable bouillabaisse of a book. Long, slow 
but for all that, a good and interesting read. 
With a modesty that contrasts with his writ-
ing style, Mumford apologises for having to 
limit his story to the cities of what he calls 
Western civilisation.

My first introduction to this heavyweight 
was not in its 656 page form but in the flick-
ering black and white of film projected in our 
lecture room. This was our introduction to 
urban design. Why film? In 1963 the national 
Film board of Canada took Mumford’s book 
and made it into six documentaries; their mo-
tivation is believed to have been to promote a 
greater appreciation of the value of Canada’s 
built heritage. The early sixties were a time of 
comprehensive development and there was 
a fear that much of Canada’s historic urban 
fabric would be lost.

 Whether the films saved historic Canada 
I can’t say, but in an attempt to discover what 
impact these films and ultimately the book 
had on my fellow students, I emailed a very 
small but international group of them and 
asked ‘did they remember the book? Had 
they read the book? Had the book influenced 
them during their professional lives?’ The 
French Canadian said that while he remem-
bered a big heavy book, he couldn’t remem-
ber reading it and it had had little influence 
on his working life. our Japanese fellow 
student remembered it well, he had read it 
in english but not in the Japanese version he 
bought for his institute’s library. The Swiss 
student remembered it well and was sure he 
still had it somewhere. He was concerned 
that Mumford had not looked long enough at 
the ‘prospects’. My German friend however, 

was much more impressed. He had read it in 
German before starting the course, and had 
found Mumford’s focus on the social aspects 
of the city a useful contrast to the mechanis-
tic approach to planning that he was forced 
to employ in the office. The book had such 
an effect on my German friend that it made 
him seek out a planning course in edinburgh. 
It is interesting that the Scottish influence 
shines through the book. Mumford himself 
was strongly influenced by Patrick Geddes. 
disappointingly, my english contact said he 
had read the book but it had had little impact 
on his life or work.

What do I recollect? My copy is well 
thumbed, covered with marginalia. Its 
influence was not obvious. It’s not that sort 
of book. Mumford’s scope is wide and his 
writing discursive, sometimes repetitive. It 
displays enormous scholarship and a great 
breadth of reading. It is a book in which to 
immerse oneself, to settle in a leather chair 
in an Ivy League common room, and let the 
quiet voice of academic discussion wash over 
you. Unlike current writers, Mumford slips 
occasionally into purple prose. Talking of the 
contribution roman engineers made to the 
hygiene of the city Mumford writes; ‘….To 
investigate this …..one must fortify oneself 
for an ordeal; to enjoy it, one must keep one’s 
eyes open, but learn to close one’s nose to 
the stench, one’s ears to the screams of an-
guish and terror, one’s gullet to the retching 
of one’s own stomach. ….’

do not let style distract from Mumford’s 
achievement. He traces the human, with an 
emphasis on the human city, from an organic 
shelter to end with a fear that totalitarian 
forces are emerging that will destroy the 

humane and organic character that he per-
ceives has characterised the city of the past.

There are 18 chapters; the first eight 
examine the prehistoric city and its evolution 
into the classic city. rereading these first 
chapters Mumford’s view of the city as an 
organic community linked to place becomes 
clear. His regret at the loss of status of 
women as the focus of the community, fol-
lowing the change from an agrarian village to 
a defensive centre, is notable when the date 
of publication is considered. It is perhaps not 
surprising that he emphasises the impor-
tance of community and location as defining 
characteristics of a city: Mumford was after 
all a social scientist not an architect or town 
planner. 

His social scientist interest pervades 
the second next six chapters. These focus 
largely on the european city of the 14th to 
18th centuries. Mumford seems most at home 
with this period, as it fits his Geddesian ‘folk, 
place, work’ image of the world.

The last four chapters begin to show what 
Jane Jacobs described as Mumford’s ‘morbid 
and factious manner’. He worried about the 
dispersal of the city, its loss of focus and the 
growth of totalitarian control. He saw the 
damage caused by the Second World War as 
a great opportunity for recreating the city 
and considered the new towns programme as 
a positive step in this direction. Its success 
was, he felt, marred by a return to ‘pyramid-
building’. Mumford may have helped create 
the word and defined the concept of Mega-
lopolis, but in The City in History , he does 
not welcome its emergence. He fears for a 
world where mankind fails to escape its ‘blind 
commitment to a lopsided power-orientated, 
anti-organic technology’.

The origins and transformations of the 
city in the book’s subtitle are extensively cov-
ered, but Mumford’s view of the city’s ‘pros-
pects’ are examined with regret and even a 
degree of fear. He claims that ‘no profit-ori-
entated, pleasure-dominated economy can 
cope with’ demands of growing populations. 
It is Mumford’s perception that impresses 
in this last section of the book. He saw the 
emergence of the global city and, although 
it did not exist in the 60s, he predicted the 
emergence of electronic communications and 
understood that man could ‘think global act 
local’. 

does the book have relevance today? as 
a means of understanding our clients, urban 
dwellers, it cannot be bettered; as a source 
of subliminal inspiration, it may be quite ef-
fective. I found much that rang familiar bells 
when rereading the book.

• Richard Cole
 
Do you have a ‘classic’ urban design book that 
you would like to review? If so, contact the editors.

lewIs MUMFoRD:  
the CIty In hIstoRy
Its origins, its transformations 
and its prospects. 
 
Harcourt, Brace and Co  
(New York ), 1961 and  
Secker and Warburg with 
Penguin Books (London), 1966

ReAD on 
Hall and Falk (2014) Good Cities Better 

Lives, ( routledge, London)
Geddes (1915) Cities in Evolution
 (Williams & norgate, London)
Glaeser (2011) The Triumph of the City 

(Pan Macmillan, new York )



International

12 — Urban Design – Winter 2015 – Issue 133

the AVon RIVeR/ PAPA otAkARo PReCInCt, 
ChRIstChURCh new ZeAlAnD
Andrew Tinsley updates the story of the city’s post-earthquake development

the community of Christchurch wished 
to see a city that was greener, easier to 
move around, with a compact centre and 
stronger built identity. The Blueprint 
set out a strategy for development and 
proposed a number of anchor regeneration 
projects.

It was evident from the outset that the 
design and engineering team should be 
co-located in close proximity to the city 
centre. As much of the building stock had 
been lost or damaged, a vacant office space 
above a second hand car dealership was 
turned into a vibrant design studio, in a 
location appropriate for the task and a 
place in which practices came together to 
create a successful design and engineering 
collective.

the PRojeCt
The Avon River Precinct was the city’s 
first anchor regeneration project to move 
forward; it covers a 3.2 km stretch of the 
river corridor as it passes through the city 
centre. The Precinct also draws in the East 
Frame, a series of largely vacant urban 
blocks that previously formed the eastern 
edge of the CBD. The scope of the project 
is extensive and draws upon the collective 
skills of a wide range of professionals. The 
team is working to a tight programme. 
Concept and developed design stages were 
largely finished in 2013 and detailed design 
packages are now nearing completion. 
Construction will shortly commence and 
early ‘in-river’ works are already underway.

In summer 2012 Urban Design featured 
an article reflecting on the process of 
recovery planning for Christchurch, 
following the 2011 earthquake. Shortly 
after, consultants were sought to prepare 
detailed proposals for the rejuvenation of 
the Avon River Precinct, the first of the 
city’s regeneration projects highlighted 
in The Blueprint masterplan shaped by 
thoughts from the Share an Idea initiative. 
Opus, the New Zealand based engineering 
and environmental consultancy, led a 
successful bid for this work in association 
with urban designers and landscape 
architects from BDP, ecologists from EOS 
and landscape architects from the New 
Zealand consultancies of Boffa Miskell and 
Land Lab. 

The 2011 earthquake damaged over 
half the buildings in the city’s central 
business district (CBD), destroyed 
thousands of residential properties and 
wrecked huge amounts of infrastructure. 
The New Zealand government established 
the Canterbury Earthquake Recovery 
Authority (CERA) to oversee the process 
of regeneration in partnership with 
Christchurch City Council and Te 
Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu which represents 
the Maori community. Three years after 
the earthquake, CERA and its partners 
have overseen the removal of the 
majority of damaged buildings and the 
commencement of new development.

The Share an Idea initiative was a 
huge success and it was evident that 

UnDeRstAnDInG the IssUes
Despite significant damage to buildings, 
the river corridor came through the 
earthquake relatively unscathed and 
remains one of the city’s enduring 
features. It therefore seems appropriate 
that it should be at the heart of the 
renewal strategy. The Avon River Precinct 
project will help define the character and 
qualities of the city’s external environment 
and create attractive settings for new 
buildings, acting as a catalyst for further 
development. 

The work also has a strong 
environmental and social dimension. A 
fundamental design principle promotes a 
‘healthy river, healthy place’: if the river is 
in a good condition, the land and people 
around it will be. To achieve this, the river 
corridor is to be re-established as a natural 
habitat with additional native planting.

Christchurch is frequently referred 
to as the most English of cities but it is 
also home to Ngai Tuahuariri, the first 
inhabitants of this part of New Zealand. 
The land now occupied by the central 
city had traditionally been their food-
gathering place. Over the last 150 years 
much of their culture has been lost or 
hidden by the development of European 
settlers. The post-earthquake rebuild 
provides the opportunity to celebrate both 
cultures and weave their futures more 
closely together. 

DesIGn APPRoACh
The design principles build on the 
objectives of The Blueprint and seek to 
create a place that will be healthier, more 
distinctive, accessible and prosperous. 
Alongside these is the desire to enhance 
the ecology of the river, strengthen 
the expression of culture and heritage, 
reconnect people with the water and 
establish the Precinct as Christchurch’s 
prime landscape experience and 
destination. 

The design began considering the 
potential for a network of pedestrian and 
cycle journeys along the river corridor, 
linked with a comprehensive approach 
to destinations, activities, heritage, 
vegetation and materials. At the same time 
technical studies considered vehicular 
movement, the treatment of storm water, 
paving, furniture, lighting, signing, 
ecology and vegetation to ensure that a 
consistent approach is taken throughout 
the area. 
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The Avon Precinct naturally divides 
into a sequence of seven related spaces. 
Detailed design proposals have been 
prepared for each of these, all linked 
by similar themes and connected by a 
new urban promenade. This will have 
a distinctive character and will be the 
focus for pedestrian movement whilst 
integrating differing uses. Largely 
constructed of natural stone, the 
materiality of the promenade will provide 
it with a consistent character whilst 
connecting places that will each have their 
own distinct flavour. 

The new promenade begins to the west 
of the city centre where lines of on-street 
car parking will be replaced with a new 
shared space; rain-gardens will help 
define the space as well as collecting and 
cleaning storm water. Whilst rain-gardens 
are not a new element in the Christchurch 
environment they are being designed 
to reflect conditions specific to the city. 
Native plants will strengthen the local 
ecology and exotic species, Christchurch’s 
character as a garden city.

The next major feature will be the 
Terraces: their proximity to the leisure 
and retail quarters will see them become 
the prime location for outdoor eating, 
drinking and recreation. The new 
promenade will be at its most expansive 
here, accommodating a historic tram route 
as well as outdoor cafes and restaurants. 
Terraces and steps will provide access to 
the river edge, ensuring that everyone has 
the opportunity to get close to the river. 

Heading east, new waterside stops 
for punts, historic sculptures and 
contemporary art will add further interest 
to the promenade. As it passes the 
proposed convention centre, it will have 
the opportunity to become the outdoor 
waterside space for this new international 
venue. Next, Victoria Square, originally a 
market place for Ngai Tahu, is currently 
a well-used space with lawns and trees. It 
has the potential to play an even greater 
role and will be remodelled to create a 
location representative of both the Maori 
and European communities. 

The North Frame is a sensitive location 
in which the former PGC building 
collapsed during the earthquake resulting 
in a significant loss of life. Walkways and 
cycle paths will pass through the area 
alongside simple beds of planting of 
species that will strengthen the concept 
of Mahinga Kai. Across the river, another 

potentially sun filled location, will create 
Christchurch’s own South Bank, providing 
an attractive environment for commercial 
buildings, cafes and restaurants. 

One of the major attractions of the 
Precinct will be Margaret Mahy’s Amazing 
Place, a family park with the ambition of 
being the best in New Zealand. A school 
student competition has been held to give 
young people the opportunity to help 
design a special place they will then get 
to enjoy. Text, graphics and sculptural 
elements will reflect the culture and 
heritage of Ngai Tahu. The most easterly 
section of the journey is the Avon Loop, 
where the river banks suffered more 
significant earthquake damage. The 
design intent is less urban and the team 
is working to create substantial areas of 
native waterside planting.

The final element of the project is the 
East Frame. Identified in The Blueprint as 
a predominantly green space forming a 
soft edge to the CBD, this is now planned 
to become a new residential quarter. A 
series of incremental changes has seen 
the masterplan develop to accommodate 
a variety of residential typologies set 
around a linear park. The nature of this 
development is relatively new to a city 
which for years has cherished its quarter-
acre residential plots. 

Whilst car access will be accommodated 
on lower speed roads, attractive 

alternatives will be provided through 
designated cycleways and footpaths. 
Residents and visitors will also have direct 
access to Manchester Street, the main 
north-south route along the edge of the 
CBD transformed into a boulevard with a 
bus priority route. 

Public art is an integral element of the 
concept design and its inclusion is being 
developed through a specialist Art Trail 
commission. Early work includes a literary 
trail with text and graphics relevant to 
both Ngai Tahu and European cultures 
introduced into areas of paving and 
seating. 

ConClUsIon
The remodelling of the Avon River 
Precinct was always going to be a complex 
undertaking and 18 months of design 
development proved this to be the case. 
The work requires engagement with a 
broad spectrum of public and private 
sector agencies and like all emerging city 
centre projects, it is never far from the 
public eye. When construction begins, 
scrutiny will be intense. However, there 
is every reason to think that the client’s 
ambition to make Christchurch one of the 
world’s great small cities will be achieved.

• Andrew Tindsley, chair of landscape 
architecture at BDP

↙ Avon River precinct 
masterplan by BDP
→ Amazing Place Family Park
↘ The City Promenade
All images © Opus, BDP, Boffa 
Miskell, Land Lab and EOS 
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CelebRAtInG the CUlt oF the VIew
Michael Short considers the success of Vancouver’s tall buildings policies

Vancouver is, in many ways, one of the 
best-planned cities in North America and 
a ‘poster-child of urbanism’. It has won 
innumerable awards for its particular style 
of urbanism, what Punter (2003) describes 
as ‘the particular juxtaposition of its 
high-rise dominated downtown peninsula 
and dark forests of Stanley Park against 
a backdrop of the heavily rain-forested 
and often snow-capped Coast Range’. 
This undeniable achievement is, in no 
great measure, down to the engagement 
of the city’s planners and urban designers 
with the tall building typology: ways of 
promoting them in appropriate locations, 
limiting them where views of the 
surrounding mountains and water might 
be affected, and increasing urban densities 
to attract particular forms of living. 

In 1997, the city of Vancouver adopted 
the General Policy for Higher Buildings 
that sought to frame discussions about 
tall buildings in the downtown area that 
might exceed the height limits allowed 
by the Downtown District Official 
Development Plan of 1975. This policy 
document emerged from a comprehensive 
piece of work, the Downtown Vancouver 
Skyline Study of 1997 that sought to define 
a preferred profile for the downtown 
Vancouver skyline. This new policy 
framework has been instrumental in 
promoting a positive engagement with 
the tall building typology, and in using 
building height to protect and enhance 
key views of, and through the townscape, 
promote design quality and create a 
townscape of interest that enhances the 
natural environment, what has been 

named Vancouverism. 
Vancouverism emerged from the 

1980s onwards and has a number of 
distinct elements which, when given the 
particular natural and physical context, 
has resulted in the city as we now see 
it. It incorporates ‘…tall, but widely 
separated, slender towers interspersed 
with low-rise buildings, public spaces, 
small parks and pedestrian-friendly 
streetscapes and facades to minimize 
the impact of a high-density population’ 
(Chamberlain, L. 2005. ‘Trying to build the 
grand central of the west.’ The New York 
Times). In addition, it incorporates mixed-
use development that seeks to create 
and retain a lively street-scene through 
commercial uses at the ground floors of 
the towers. 

The 1997 Downtown Vancouver 
Skyline Study recommended a skyline 
that incorporated a number of principles: 
firstly, that the backdrop of the mountains 
to the north of the city remain the 
predominant element in the skyline; 
secondly, that any new tall buildings do 
not block ‘the Lions’ from most vantage 
points south of False Creek; thirdly, that 
buildings which might significantly exceed 
current height limits are limited to the 
Central Business District, to minimise 
blockage of the mountains from locations 
south of False Creek; fourthly, that 
building heights should step down as they 
approach the water; and finally, that there 
should be a sufficient number of sites 
for taller buildings to ensure that a small 
number of landowners will not have a 
monopoly on the opportunity to develop 

buildings exceeding current height limits. 
The recommended skyline involves 
allowing buildings in the current 137 
meter high zone to go up to 183 meters, 
and the study indicated that there were 
probably only five or so opportunities 
in the entire downtown for buildings to 
exceed this limit. In addition, the city’s 
Higher Building Advisory Panel is a body 
appointed by the City Council to consider 
each tall building that is proposed and 
give impartial, professional advice to the 
Director of Planning, City Council and 
Development Permit Board. This panel 
is often chaired by architects of note 
including, for the example cited below, 
Ken Yeang. It supplements the more 
general review undertaken by the Urban 
Design Panel.

The Living Shangri-La tower for 
example – a mixed-use, 57 storey tower, 
designed to be the tallest in the city – was 
submitted for zoning approval in 2003. 
The site was identified in the General 
Policy for Higher Buildings as a site for 
the development of a higher building, to 
a height of 183m but the western part of 
the site was limited by the protection of a 
view from Heather Bay to the Lions. The 
negotiations of the zoning application 
centred around the proposed building 
height, and its relationship to this view 
corridor. The protection of the view 
remained sacrosanct throughout the 
discussions for the new tower’s design, 
height and form, resulting in an axial slash 
across the site.

The city recognised early on that there 
were, in fact, very few possibilities in 
the downtown area for a tall building to 
punch above the general building height 
and thereby create a skyline of interest. 
As Berelowitz (2005) has noted, ‘both 
Vancouver’s urban form and its public 
spaces have been profoundly informed 
by the view imperative’. It is the views 
out of the city towards its natural setting 
however, that are promoted through the 
zoning and planning regulations. The 
view cones and the consensus around 
their protection and management, are 
a defining feature of the city’s planning 
system. Indeed this has been part of the 
discussions for the Trump Vancouver 
tower (under construction, 63 storeys) and 
the Burrard Gateway tower (proposed, 54 
storeys). In Vancouver these restrictions 
are not contested, rather they are accepted 
as a frame from which innovative design 
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↓ Aerial view of Downtown 
looking south  
©Mark Tewdwr-Jones
↓↓ Shangri-La tower, West 
Georgia Street looking south 
east ©Author’s own image
↓↘ Shangri-La tower, West 
Georgia Street looking north 
west ©Author’s own image
↓↓↓ False Creek towers, 
Downtown ©Author’s own image

↙ The Vancouver skyline with 
the Shangri-La tower centre-
left ©Dreamstime.com

solutions might emerge.
The tower at 1120 West Georgia Street 

assists us in reflecting on the success of 
the planning regime in Vancouver; indeed, 
it can be suggested that this regime 
encourages a positive engagement with 
design outcomes in the city, irrespective 
of whether the building in question is 
viewed positively, encouraged by the 
autonomy that the city is able to practise 
(uniquely in British Columbia). In other 
words, the city’s ‘urbanism behaviour’ 
is such that it encourages a particular 
type of planning culture in which there 
is positive engagement with zoning and 
the issuing of development permits. In 
terms of the Higher Buildings Advisory 
Panel, it appears to have become ‘…a 
matter of professional pride for many 
developers/designers to seek a unanimous 
endorsement of their proposals when 
only a majority (of the panel members) in 
favour is actually required’ . 

This is not, of course, to say that 
there are no conflicts about particular 
development proposals on particular sites, 
but there is a feeling that there is some 
element of the system that encourages 
peer review. In other words, it is precisely 
Vancouver’s particular ‘urbanism 
behaviour’ that means that developers 
strive for excellence in their designs. 

Finally it is interesting to reflect upon 
the significance of the ‘cult of the view’ 
exhibited by the processes of planning 
in the city. As Berelowitz notes, ‘both 
Vancouver’s urban form and its public 
spaces have been profoundly informed 
by the view imperative’. It is the views 
out of the city towards its natural setting 
however, that is promoted through the 
city’s zoning and planning regulations. 
The view cones and the consensus around 
their protection and management, are 
a defining feature of the local planning 
system. In Vancouver these are not 
contested, rather they are accepted as 
a frame from which innovative design 
solutions might emerge.

• Dr Michael J Short is Senior Lecturer in 
Planning and Urban Conservation and Programme 
Director MSc Urban Planning, in the Department 
of Geography and Environmental Management, 
University of the West of England 
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‘The smallest patch of green to arrest the 
monotony of asphalt and concrete is as 
important to the value of real estate as 
streets, sewers and convenient shopping’.

JAMES FELT, former Chairman of the 
NYC Planning Commission, 1960. 

Cities are facing a certain change: by the 
middle of 2009, the number of people living 
in urban areas surpassed the number living 
in rural ones, and ever since the world has 
become more urban than rural. Moreover, 
according to the UN report on urban and 
rural areas, the world urban population 
is predicted to increase by 84 per cent by 
2050. We need to address the way we shape 
cities if they are to become sustainable, but 
also pleasant, healthy places to live, work 
and play.

The health benefits, both mental and 
physical, of living in a green city, one that 
offers green spaces, parks, trees, etc., 
are well researched and documented. 
Air quality is improved, surface water 
run-off is eased, and people can enjoy a 
healthier lifestyle with parks to exercise or 
relax in (to name but a very few reasons). 
Unfortunately, the fact remains that cities 
only have a set amount of space with which 
to play. Much needs to change if we are 
to accommodate additional green space. 
In this issue, we explore ways in which 
we can make cities greener, both now 
through urban interventions that inspire 
people to see space differently and accept 
that sometimes change is good, but also 
in the future, through planning, strategy 
and attitude shift. The articles that are 
presented here look at a variety of ways 
and scales to do so, at how we can inspire 
people to change the way they use space, 
and how to think about space.

An article from Depave, an American 
organisation, seeks to inspire readers in 
the way they see space. Specifically they 
aim to literally dig up hard-paved areas 
that either do not need to be paved, or 
that people no longer want paved. In their 
place, through community involvement, they 
create soft, green spaces for the community 
to use, to play in or to grow food. They are 

making us think twice about how to create 
such spaces in the future, and hopefully 
to question whether some spaces need 
to be hard-paved at all. Cycle Hoop, a UK 
based organisation looks for inspiration 
overseas and brings back solutions that 
inspire a change in the way that certain 
spaces in London are perceived. Their 
article’s subject is Parklets, and how these 
can dramatically alter the way we see often 
underused spaces, to inspire us to transform  
temporary changes into permanent ones. 

Helga Fassbinder discusses the concept 
of a Biotope City, highlighting how cities 
are, and should be seen as inseparable 
from nature, and how an attitude shift 
can help creating and shaping greener. 
Matthew Pencharz, advisor for environment 
and energy to London’s Mayor highlights 
what the Greater London Authority is doing 
to green the city, and outlines future plans 
to ensure that London continues to be a 
green. 

Fenella Griffin and Murray Smith argue 
for a ‘landscape integration’ in order to 
respond to climate change and to the fact 
that human health is interdependent with 
that of other species. Ian Hingley’s article 
looks at streets and asks why, without 
much reason, they are paved from building 
to building. He suggests that we should 
instead reconsider verges, and describes 
in detail, ways in which they can become a 
useful and integrated element of the street.

All in all, greening the city is a subject 
we cannot shy away from. So often, soft 
elements get kicked to the curb because 
they are seen as being difficult to make 
money from (which is increasingly being 
identified as a misguided assumption) 
or a maintenance liability. The status of 
soft or green urban elements needs to be 
raised and they need to be considered from 
the early stages of design, together with 
other elements, whether in the design of a 
building, a street, an urban square, or a city 
quarter’s masterplan.

• Christopher Martin, Urban Designer and Planner at 
Urban Movement Ltd. 

GReenInG the CIty

← Amsterdam, Jordaan 
©Helga Fassbinder

• author
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The call of our times is towards integration. Clearly 
a big and urgent work for humanity, for both the 
individual and the collective, but within the more 
physical sphere of spatial planning and design, 
integration suggests inclusion and consciously 
allowing the inevitable acts of de and re-integration 
to unravel, clarify and re-qualify the environmental 
framework. Implicit in this, is preparing for the 
impacts of climate change with decisive strategies 
that respond to the fact that our own human health 
and resilience is interdependent with the survival 
of other species, or more specifically, the systems 
that sustain them, even in densely populated 
metropolitan areas.

Ecological and landscape urbanism perspectives 
are well embedded within the cultural frame and 
noticeably, the language of landscape has shifted 
towards persuasive terms selected to convey 
quantifiable assets, with economic and other yields, 
such as green and blue infrastructures, community 
health and well-being benefits and the delivery 
of ecological services. The language emphasises 
what we already know, and helps to demonstrate 
the contribution that streets, squares, parks, river 
corridors and other green and wild spaces can make 
in facing up to some of the specific challenges of 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions, improving air 
and water quality, encouraging better public health 
and preparing for the impacts associated with 
flooding.

GReen InFRAstRUCtURe
The term green infrastructure (GI) first emerged 
in a report to the governor of Florida on land 
conservation strategies in 1994 to convey the idea 
that natural systems are equal to, and sometimes 
of greater importance than traditional forms of 
infrastructure. As a strategic approach to open space 
conservation, development and management, GI 
operates first at a landscape scale enabling regional 
and national objectives to be defined, for example 

the protection and restoration of landscape 
types for habitat benefits, water management, 
recreational provision, and sustainable economic 
activity. Working through region, city, district, 
neighbourhood and the localised site scales, 
GI thinking offers us effective planning tools, 
expanding on the corridor conservation concepts of 
the greenways movement pioneered in the US as a 
means of establishing critical habitat connections, 
but offers a more expansive concept by including 
larger habitat types such as forest, fen, marsh 
and grassland, in recognition of the services they 
provide as carbon sinks, storm surge protection, 
their role in air, soil and water quality management, 
and for human health. As a positive driver for 
change, green and blue infrastructure techniques 
must inevitably underpin new forms of urbanism 
that are relational, integrative and able to respond 
to the activation of tipping points.

The ingenuity of the Dutch Room for the River 
programme provides a striking example of how 
these tipping points can be addressed. Launched in 
2006, the programme responds to the widespread 
flood risks of 1993/1995 by re-thinking the historic 
strategy of building ever-higher dikes. This 
method of holding water back was putting four 
million people at risk and proving prohibitively 
expensive. In pursuit of delta-proofing, and with 
more than 30 projects underway, most due for 
completion in 2015/16, Room for the River does 
not seek to claim land back from rising waters, 
but sacrifices it instead to natural and ecological 
uses to protect high risk areas, underlining the 
‘valuable services that nature provides the human 
environment’. The project for the city of Nijmegen 
demonstrates the opportunity of a crisis where 
the relationship between urban form and the River 
Waal’s physiology created a high level of flood risk. 
By moving dikes away from the river and excavating 
a 4km long ancillary channel, a new urban island 
is being created as a park/nature reserve and new 

towARDs A lAnDsCAPe 
InteGRAtIon
Fenella Griffin and Murray Smith advocate the inclusion 
of green infrastructure to combat climate change

↑ Tottenham Green Link 
street swales and rain 
gardens collecting surface 
water



Topic

Issue 133 – Winter 2015 – Urban Design — 19

put on headphones, go to the library and check out 
the local stores, and that as people inhabited the 
marshes more, they might grow wings, antennae 
and forage a little.

At Thamesmead, for Peabody and GLA/
London Borough of Bexley, we are exploring 
similar issues of inter-connectivity and the 
communication of a landscape’s significance in 
forming urban development over generations, 
where many qualities have been lost to the reading. 
Our proposals link the heritage assets of Lesnes 
Abbey Woods and Crossness Pumping Station 
along 2.5km of public space, related to housing 
and infrastructure. We are working to improve 
the ecological function of the land by promoting 
species diversity within a more joined-up 
public realm to create a place that meets social, 
recreational and biodiversity needs. The conversion 
of approximately nine hectares of amenity 
grassland to species rich meadow at Abbey Way 
and Southmere Park will unify proposals to extend 
and renew the tree canopy and register the identity 
of the former marshes with swales and wetland 
planting while amplifying the natural frame for a 
series of new social spaces to cultivate stronger 
sense of place, time and continuity for local people.

PUllInG thReADs
The expression of what is, what has been lost, 
and what could be, drives the strategy at Valley 
Gardens, Brighton, where we are working with 
Urban Movement for Brighton & Hove City Council. 
Despite the project’s name, both valley and the 
gardens were hard to recognise due to incremental 
urban expansion, which has led to severance of the 
city, with the gardens serving as a chain of traffic 
islands along the A23 London Road, past the Royal 
Pavilion to Brighton Pier.
In searching for the valley, we found the entire 
watershed, and the significant potential for 
flooding from both surface and ground water 
sources. We traced chalk streams barefoot to 
their source along the spring line at the foot of the 
South Downs, and speculated about daylighting 
the Wellesbourne, a winterbourne stream, now 
subsumed within the enormous Victorian sewer 
network. Whilst in reality there is no longer a 
watercourse through the valley, we are re-imagining 

urban focal point, while lowering the ambient river 
level and providing an escape route for high waters.

DesIGnInG wIth nAtURe
Creative humility underpinned by an ecological 
imperative, as evidenced in the problem solving 
for the Rhine delta, feels closely connected to the 
approaches advocated in Ian McHarg’s seminal 
Design with Nature which involves the reading 
of a whole system to formulate a set of design 
prescriptions. Similar layered, inclusive analysis 
and resulting rhizomatic frameworks guide the 
principles established by the GLA’s All London 
Green Grid and also Natural England’s London’s 
Natural Signatures.

The phenomenon of GI is not new. Freiburg’s 
success and liveability as a city is multi-factored. 
Its Charter for Sustainable Urbanism coalesces 
more than four decades of integrative policy, 
innovation and design guided by a commitment to 
people, environment and economic development 
with consistent but evolving values and vision. The 
early commitment to a mass transportation system, 
resulting in a city of short distances and radical 
reduction in car use, the principle of densification 
and the wide reaching green space strategy and 
green fingers, set limits on development areas, 
conserving green space corridors connecting city/
people/region, while providing a natural structure 
for ecological and recreational space and drawing 
cool air down from the mountains to offset the 
summer heat. These ideas continue to be seeded 
around the world. Freiburg has also highlighted 
the importance of social justice, education and 
economic parity in working towards the foundation 
of an ecologically balanced city.

the UnDeRlyInG lAnDsCAPe
In our own work at Untitled Practice we are 
exploring the current state of GI by integrating its 
environmental objectives along a human/systems 
approach to retrofit parts of the city’s traditional 
grey and green infrastructure in response to climate 
change adaptation techniques informed by the 
specific qualities of place. We look for the sense of 
underlying landscape as something pre-existing 
and structural – a frame of reference informing a 
way forward.

At Tottenham, our proposals for a Green Link 
for Design for London and the London Borough 
of Haringey in collaboration with Landolt + 
Brown Architects, sought to recover the sense 
of connection between the life of the High Street 
and the physically close but perceptually distant 
Lea Valley Regional Park with its wetlands and 
waterways. This led us to explore the identity of 
the 1.5km route as a meeting of city and marshland 
enabling access to the wider resources of the 
valley. By threading a surface water collection 
system of linear street swales along the route to 
convey and re-charge rainfall, the presence of 
a temporal wetland and its associated species 
could be extended into the High Street environs 
while reducing the risk of flash flooding. A ‘river’ 
of flowers and importantly, nectar sources are 
integrated into a re-configured street surfaced 
with light reflecting materials and planted with 
shade trees to limit heat absorption and mitigate 
the urban heat island effect. We imagined that as 
species moved up from the marshes, they might 

↑ Thamesmead networks of 
inter-linked green spaces 
between Lesnes and 
Crossness
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concern. Management is a design tool in itself 
and we have explored dialogues regarding future 
management and maintenance. At Tottenham 
we were inspired by a thriving local community 
project, Living Under One Sun, where multiple 
strategies including a time bank and NHS referrals 
have improved access to health services and 
healthy living initiatives, building social capital 
in a community with a high deprivation index. In 
Brighton we are exploring a similar partnership 
approach with local groups including the probation 
service, schools and a Green Gym type initiative. 
These blended models may suggest a way forward. 
Despite their multiple benefits green spaces are 
not a statutory service and frequently miss out on 
funding to other revenue generating spaces and 
services. NESTA’s 2013 report, Rethinking Parks – 
Exploring New Business Models for Parks in the 21st 
century was published in tandem with a funding 
programme to support interested groups to develop 
innovation beyond the eight existing management 
models. Reflecting on the business case figures 
for Valley Gardens, part of the solution may lie 
in the substantial economic gains and potential 
for savings against energy and health care, the 
re-routing of funds towards establishing inclusive 
management frameworks in acknowledgement of 
the long term economic and other benefits of GI.

A lIVInG systeM
Land is a living system and inclusive by its nature. 
Like our bodies, it provides a form of physical 
containment for our lived experiences, and like our 
bodies bears the marks of its lived-ness, the cycles 
of occupation, and change. As a body, land too 
has some ability to signal dysfunction or disease, 
a certain resilience and mechanism for recovery 
given the right tolerances and a deep process of 
geophysical and ecological becoming. Given these 
processes, interactions and underlying principles, 
it seems natural to join in or synchronise with them 
in addressing the collective work of urban renewal 
towards better ecological, physical and emotional 
health as well as the functional, economic and 
social success of our communities.

It is two generations since the publication of 
Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring, for which she was 
accused of being ‘a fanatic defender of the cult 
of the balance of nature’. A paradigm shift has 
occurred in the intervening years. Renewed interest 
in psycho-geographic wanderings, re-wilding, and 
a plethora of nature writing, by authors like Robert 
Macfarlane, are just some examples of how these 
concerns are becoming more embedded in the 
collective consciousness.

The way towards GI as an essential basis for 
urban design in the context of climate change 
adaptation and mitigation, is clearly set out in 
excellent position statements by the Landscape 
Institute, the Australian Institute of Landscape 
Architects, and especially the American Society 
of Landscape Architects, offering techniques for 
consideration and deployment by us all. It seems to 
us a critical pathway along which to effect change 
within the urban environment to develop genuine 
systemic functionality and generous, authentic 
place-making which also values the aesthetic 
function as being an integral limb of sustainability 
and as a key point of connection for human 
interaction. •

the valley floor with a created chalk stream as part 
of the re-structuring of streets and green spaces, 
to receive surface water run-off via vegetated 
street swales and rain gardens. By including later 
flowering plants, Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) 
species like the white letter hairstreak moth can be 
provided with late season food sources to promote 
its survival. Brighton and Lewes Downs is the UK’s 
first UNESCO Urban Biosphere Reserve and Valley 
Gardens lies strategically between the marine and 
downland environments which it recognises.

Like pulling threads, we hope that the work will 
expand beyond the fabric of Valley Gardens itself, 
to eventually stitch together the seafront with the 
Downs. The parallel work of civilising the terrain 
involves reducing the area given to roads, claiming 
land back for the public realm, de-cluttering 
and removing barriers to movement, creating a 
legible cycle route and more direct walking routes 
to connect across and along the valley floor and 
make space for Brighton’s strong cultural life, by 
providing flexible and robust spaces capable of 
multiple uses for human play, from slack-lining to 
food and other festivals. Based on VURT (Valuing 
Urban Realm Toolkit), the business case estimates 
an economic impact of over £85 million and more 
than £3.5 million in terms of the social benefits 
from an improved quality of life and environment 
over a 15 year evaluation period. 

The role of trees at Valley Gardens is important: 
from the conservation of the National Elm 
Collection to thinking about the site as part of an 
expanding urban forest and resilient arboretum. 
Alongside psychological and behavioural benefits, 
and improving land values, trees produce oxygen, 
intercept airborne particulates, reduce smog 
and enhance respiratory health. Trees remove 
greenhouse gases, store carbon and lower the 
ambient temperature through evapo-transpiration, 
all significant in terms of air quality and meeting 
regulatory clean air requirements, therefore 
reducing deaths from respiratory disease and heat 
stress. Trees improve water quality and reduce 
storm water management costs by capturing and 
slowing rainfall and providing erosion control.

MAnAGeMent As A DesIGn tool
Paying for ‘green goods’ is an issue of growing 

• Murray Smith and 
Fenella Griffin are partners 
at Untitled Practice, 
architects and landscape 
architects, Fenella also 
leads a design studio at 
Kingston University

↑ Brighton Valley Gardens 
cross-sectional layering 
structured in relation to 
National Elm Collection
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Despite the reputation of its cool, green, wet 
Cascadian location, the summers in Portland 
Oregon can be sunny and hot, with long dry 
stretches between rains, particularly in August. 
August somehow arrived five weeks early this year. 

For the small Portland non-governmental 
organisation called Depave, summer and autumn 
are when its work becomes most visible. The whole 
season of projects is tightly scheduled into a few 
available Saturdays when volunteers can be called 
out and marshalled for work. The year 2014 was 
the seventh year of hot, hard, manual labour of 
digging-up pavement and planting gardens. 

As an organisation, Depave is small, flexible, but 
tenacious. It runs solely on volunteer labour with 
the exception of one permanent staffer, the self-
described ‘creative greenspace geek’, Eric Rosewall. 
Depave continues to show strength and promise 
- partly because its primary goals are obvious, 
simple, explainable to small children, and have 
the emotional resonance of a fairy tale. Removing 
pavement from urban environments is a good idea. 
Of course it is!

While running another full calendar of 
projects this seventh summer, Depave has faced 
some fundamental issues. The first is a paradox 
that’s unlikely to change but requires perennial 
explanation: why does Depave insist on using 
volunteer muscle? There is the question of what 
are the practical benefits, and then there is the 
question of whether or not this particular greening 
model is viable and exportable to places that are not 
Portland, Oregon. 

how to ReMoVe PAVeMent
In 2014, with increasing success and notoriety, 
Depave has more applicant clients for depaving 
than it has resources, staff, or summer weekends to 
execute. These days it selects candidates with the 
highest benefit, highest visibility, and an engaged 
natural constituency of involved community 
members. Most often these are schools and 
churches. Once a site is chosen, Depave works 
with project partners and volunteers to develop an 
achievable vision, design the project, secure grant 
funds and permits, and organise events to depave 
and recreate the space.

When the scheduled summer weekend comes, 
on Friday a subset of trained volunteers slice the 
pavement into a grid of manageable pieces with 
a concrete saw, a loud, dirty, slow process. Then 
on Saturday morning, that natural constituency 
arrives. They’re encouraged to stretch, asked to 
sign releases, and armed with heavy pry bars, 
gloves, and wheelbarrows. Under these low-tech 
supervised conditions, up to 100 community 
members work safely side by side to begin the 
transformation. 

There is little or no art to it. A volunteer 
wedges a pry bar under a piece of asphalt, edges 
it upward, and tilts it backwards, so that it breaks 
under its own weight. Chunks are carted off in the 
wheelbarrows or on hand trucks, and delivered to 
drop-boxes, which are then hauled to the nearest 
recycling yard. Surprisingly, reclaimed asphalt 
pavement (RAP) is the most recycled product in the 
United States, approaching 100 per cent reuse.

DePAVInG: DIFFICUlt by 
DesIGn
Walt Lockley promotes a small but effective method for 
transforming urban areas

↑ Depave project 2013: 
volunteers removed  
2400 sq ft of St. Mary’s 
Ethiopian Church, Portland. 
All photographs ©Eric 
Rosewall
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Intellectual mastery of the process takes thirty 
seconds or less. One’s mind is left to wander. One 
enjoys the exercise and the company of the other 
volunteers, gets to know them a bit, and gets hot 
and sweaty in short order. 

beGInnInGs
Depave started in 2000 with two friends, Kasandra 
Griffin and Arif Khan, who had both worked on 
local bicycle and watershed issues. Together 
they removed areas of concrete and asphalt from 
their own back yards. The benefits of those two 
experiments suggested to Arif that depaving had 
larger promise. 

After several years of research and preparation, 
the first major official Depave project took 
place on June 16, 2008. Property owner Angela 
Goldsmith owned a multi-use building on a busy 
neighbourhood street, with two apartments, a 
small store and a cafe. Goldsmith agreed to let 
Depave transform the small adjacent parking area, 
a 3,000-square-foot corner lot, under two wise 
conditions: Depave would design the resulting 
green space, and that space would help feed the 
neighbourhood. 

The project and organisation took on a life of its 
own. From the very beginning it had the momentum 
of a good, simple, self-explanatory, immediately 
appealing idea. The first event saw lots of people 
wanting to come to the next one. Since there was no 

next event planned, a group of motivated volunteer 
leaders came together to create one... and after 
that successful event, the next and the next... and 
in the process, they’ve created a loose but resilient 
organisation. 

Seven years later that first site now stands as 
the Fargo Forest Garden, one component of the 
Oregon Sustainable Agricultural Land Trust, with 15 
productive fruit and nut trees. 

DIFFICUlt by DesIGn
Removing pavement is more politically complicated 
and more physically demanding than it might 
sound. Moreover, the organisation is committed to 
an old-fashioned model of removing pavement by 
manual work with volunteers and neighbours.

You could depave one of these sites with 
three jackhammers or one rented backhoe in an 
afternoon. That would certainly be easier than 
organising and supervising 100 volunteers for a 
full day. It would arguably be more cost-effective, 
depending on which costs you’re willing to account 
for. So why use manual labour? Because a depaving 
action creates a venue for community sweat equity. 
Depave co-founder Griffin describes it as a ‘barn 
raising in reverse’, a phrase that elegantly packs in 
connotations of neighbours and volunteers working 
side by side, sharing expertise, learning the project 
goals and benefits, getting to recognise each other, 
investing personal energy in a common cause, and 
experiencing the pleasure and wonder of many 
hands making light work, all while creating a local 
asset with shared ownership. 

The event becomes a narrative, a local memory, 
a favourite landmark. As Griffin has said, ‘We don’t 
have very many opportunities in this culture to 
get together with people and actually accomplish 
something tangible, visible. It used to be that 
communities would come together, and at the end 
of the day there would be a barn. Some other day, 
you would come back to the barn and you would 
know ‘I helped build this’. There’s something 
magical about shared sweat, and the scrapes and 
bruises you get from doing something as part of a 
team with a vision. And there’s an investment. Years 
can go by and that volunteer still feels engaged’.

Also, at the intersection of physical effort and 
placemaking, there’s no substitute for handling 
asphalt, preferably with gloves. It’s dirty, and it can 
get sharp. The cab of a backhoe protects you from 
such unpleasantness. Removing asphalt by hand 
makes the heavy black sealant horribly, sensually 
real. It has a real physical relationship to the 
ground. Underneath the sealant and a bed of gravel, 
the soil has been crushed, sealed off from rain and 
insects, dehydrated, sterilised, deadened. Depaving 
gives this pale prisoner sunlight and rain again so 
the healing can start. 

IDentIFyInG beneFIts
Depave’s work in the last seven years has focused on 
replacing under-utilised asphalt lots with gardens 
brimming with life. The personal histories of the 
founders have led Depave to describe its benefits 
mostly in terms of storm water recapture and 
infiltration. 

If those were the only benefits, it would be well 
worth the effort. Portland gets about 37 inches of 
rain a year. Every thousand square feet of pavement 
channels roughly 23,000 gallons of runoff per year 

↑ Portland Oregon: removal 
of two acres of asphalt at 
Baltimore Woods along the 
Willamette, to restore an 
ecologically significant oak 
savannah (Eric Rosewall) 
↑↑ Capitol Hill Elementary 
School, Portland 2011: 
volunteer ‘prybar scientists’ 
about to let a heavy asphalt 
slab smash itself into pieces, 
(Eric Rosewall)
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to a video series about do-it-yourself driveway 
depaving, along with photographs, addresses and 
descriptions of every one of the 35 projects they’ve 
completed so far. 

That said, depaving is still a developing 
technique. The organisation has found itself, 
somewhat accidentally, at its cutting edge. In the 
spring of 2013 Depave partnered with the NGO 
River Network and the Russell Family Foundation 
to train local partners and conduct demonstration 
depaving projects in the nearby Puget Sound area 
of Washington, with the goal of building an affiliate 
program to serve the region. So far so good; the 
effort is becoming contagious. Depave is also 
formally training other organisations in how to 
do what they do, with a continued insistence on 
direct cooperative action and muscle power. In 2012 
Green Communities Canada, a coalition of groups 
in Ontario, hired Depave to help develop Depave 
Paradise, which has spread depaving projects across 
the province and beyond.

On a regional scale, Depave engages in policy 
conversations ranging from Portland’s parking 

into the city’s elderly combined sewer system. Until 
recently that system delivered septic overflow into 
the Willamette and Columbia Rivers after every 
heavy rain. After a $1.44 billion, 20-year municipal 
Big Pipe project completed at the end of 2011, 
overflow incidents went from as many as 50 a year 
down to a goal of four. 

Depave’s first project, the Fargo Forest Garden, 
once funnelled an annual average of 67,500 gallons 
of storm water runoff. That number is now zero. 
To date, Depave’s 35 completed projects quietly, 
invisibly, without further expense or moving parts, 
deliver four and a half million gallons of rainwater 
back into the ground every year. 

But there’s more to it. Beyond storm water 
management there’s a constellation of practical 
benefits of turning a parking lot into a garden or 
bio-swale. The list of benefits is both somewhat 
subjective and likely familiar to any re-greening 
advocates who have struggled with bored boards 
and aggravating cynics. The long-term advantages 
include promoting sustainable local food 
production, improving air quality, providing food 
security for urban wildlife and insects, creating 
attractive humanising sensory effects in the public 
street, promoting urban habitat and agriculture 
education for all ages, enhancing property values 
and neighbourhood identity, and promoting eyes-
on-the-street security and cohesive community 
involvement. 

There’s still an opportunity for these benefits to 
be explored, teased out, articulated and quantified 
more thoroughly. Happily, in Portland, you don’t 
have to argue too much. The neighbours are 
already hip. The city’s Bureau of Planning and 
Sustainability has been there, done that, smiles 
wisely at the effort, and strongly supports projects 
with ‘community development impacts, including 
building social capital by promoting interaction 
among diverse community members and 
encouraging neighbour collaboration’ as a matter 
of documented public policy (Portland Plan, Food 
Systems, Autumn 2009.) 

There’s another benefit more specific to 
depaving, probably the most dramatic, powerful, 
visible effect. Depaving transforms a space from 
the physical car-space of a parking lot down to the 
human scale of gardens. It is a well-known and 
predictable effect but somehow freshly amazing 
each time, a vivid demonstration of the vast amount 
of territory devoured by automobiles. A safely 
parked standing human occupies only about 2.5 
per cent of a parking space. One single space can be 
converted, if you like, into comfortable cafe-style 
seating for about 18 people. Full-size automobiles 
require about 1000 square feet for a turning circle 
where humans can turn around quite nicely where 
they are, thanks. The amount of human-scale space 
carved back out, reclaimed and liberated in this 
process is fantastic.

neXt DIReCtIons
On a national and international scale, Depave 
aims to inspire and educate activists and potential 
depavers everywhere. First, last and always, there’s 
nothing secret about the technique. Anybody can 
do the technical process whenever and wherever 
they like. The website depave.org holds a treasure 
trove of documentation and information on the 
topic, from downloadable How to Depave manuals, 

↑ Never a vacant lot: site 
plan for the James John 
Elementary School project in 
Portland, Oregon (courtesy 
architect Joseph Purkey, 
Convergence Architecture) 

Long-term advantages include 

promoting sustainable local food 

production, improving air quality, 

providing food security for urban 

wildlife and insects, creating 

attractive humanising sensory 

effects in the public street
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shared gardens and impromptu parks and focused 
participation in public meetings. Those small-scale 
choices require a certain enlightened self-interest 
and some humility. Those small-scale choices 
produce, among other things, a sense of locally 
common values, a network of local connections, and 
ranks of seasoned and well-informed volunteers. 

Depave’s particular model of re-greening 
developed into a lasting success in special 
conditions in an unusual place. With their pilot 
expansions, they’ve seen that its model requires 
some tailoring to other regions. The basic 
principles of making better urban spaces are readily 
transferable, but it may take more customisation 
to grow similar successes elsewhere, say in Dallas, 
Texas, Chelmsford or Newark. Thoughtful feedback 
on this score from potential depavers in other cities 
is always welcome. 

In the meantime Depave will continue to 
physically take up pavement at several Portland 
sites per year, returning as much soil as possible 
to the self-healing, self-correcting, self-balancing, 
self-sustaining cycles of nature. Even as a small step 
of environmental remediation across a daunting 
frontier, as the retail repair of a wholesale disaster, 
without question it’s worth the effort. •

requirements, to supporting a Metro Parks and 
Greenspaces bond measure, to reviewing storm 
water management manuals for local agencies, to 
celebrating the virtues of Portland’s still-unpaved 
streets. Depave’s goal is for the region to adopt 
new guidelines that will protect watersheds and 
communities up front, so that less rehabilitation 
work will be needed later.

Portland is undeniably a special place, though: 
one key moment of the city’s history and self-
image is its rejection of the Mount Hood Freeway 
interstate project back in 1970, turning away 
from Robert Moses and his urban thinking, and 
several resulting decades of planning and land-
use decisions consistent with that decision. Large 
portions of the city already reject and resist the 
pressure of automotive scale in a dozen different 
ways. Portland was the home of beat poet Gary 
Snyder in his formative years as a young logger, 
when he formulated his Cascadian slogan that 
still resonates: ‘I want to create wilderness out of 
empire’. 

Today Portland’s 95 neighbourhoods are full 
of people who have chosen to root themselves 
and return their time and money and personal 
attention back into their surroundings, back into 

• Depave volunteer Walt 
Lockley was born in Texas, 
educated from the back seat 
of a 1972 Buick Riviera criss-
crossing North America, and 
lives in Portland, Oregon

PARklets ARe CoMInG to A 
stReet neAR yoU
Habib Khan explains how a small intervention can 
transform the street environment

Cyclehoop first encountered ‘parklets’ in Adelaide 
in June of this year. We were exhibiting at VeloCity 
Global, the world’s largest Business to Business 
cycling conference. During the presentations 
about Adelaide itself, much was being made of the 
city’s cycle lanes and other cycle related amenities. 
However, my abiding memory of Adelaide remains 
the many Parklets we saw throughout the city 
centre.

These are an amazingly simple answer to 
making the city centres more attractive places 
to visit. Parklets are often located outside bars 
and restaurants which sponsor them in return of 
extra seating for their customers. However, they 
are supposed to be public spaces and not all are 
exclusive to the adjacent business. They transform 
car parking spaces and are an extension of the 
pavement area into the highway, often used in busy 
urban areas to add greenery to an otherwise grey 
dull street.

The concept of a Parklet is relatively new in the 
UK. The world’s first ever formal public Parklets 
were initially conceived and installed in San 
Francisco in 2010. As of February 2013, 38 Parklets 
had been installed throughout that city. Several 
other US states followed suit as well as other cities 
across the world including Adelaide and Vancouver. 
Proposals to implement them in the UK prove 

→ Parklet in Adelaide, 
Australia
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that they are perceived to be a leading innovative 
method of greening our cities.

Designed to fit the surrounding area, Parklets 
can be customised in a wide variety of styles with 
many different features including cycle parking, 
planters, seating and play areas. Though no two 
are alike in terms of aesthetics, they all have one 
common aim, creating greener, cleaner, quieter 
streets and a healthier more active city. The cost of 
designing, manufacturing and installing them vary 
depending on the size and specification.

Vancouver’s pricing model for any business wanting 
one outside their premises is:
•  £200 review fee upon submitting preliminary 

application
•  £900 admin cost
•  £100 for site inspection before and after 

installation
•  £100 to remove each parking meter
•  £300 annual renewal fee.

Adelaide has a more simple pricing model: Parklets 
operate under a Parklet permit, currently charged 
at A$39 per m2 (consistent with current charges 
for an outdoor dining permit). Providing that the 
Parklet is operating in an acceptable manner, the 
permit may be renewed for a further 12 months 
subject to continued good management and 
maintenance by the operator. Two of the Parklets in 
Adelaide also have a license to sell alcohol.

the loss oF CAR PARkInG sPACes
Over the next few decades, urban areas across 
the world are expected to experience exponential 
population growth. London alone is forecast to 
be a city of 10 million people by the early 2030s. 
This growth and that of economic activity are 
intensifying the pressures on the road networks, 
consequently increasing pollution and traffic 
congestion.

On the other hand, recent data from several central 
London boroughs based on the number of residents 
car parking permits applied for, point to the fact 
that fewer people own cars: applications have come 
down approximately 16 per cent in the past ten 
years. More and more people moving to London 
do not see car ownership as a necessity, especially 
since public transport is so good, cycling is very 
popular and car sharing clubs are so accessible. 
This decline in car ownership, coupled with the 
attempts to reduce pollution and improve air 
quality make the need to save all road space for car 
usage a rather dated argument.

Recent research from Australia shows up to 
30 per cent increase in turnover when a Parklet 
is placed outside a restaurant, coffee shop or bar; 
business owners would therefore be happy to lose 
the car space. After all, streets are public places as 
well as being a focus for economic, environmental, 
cultural and social activities.

↑ Parklet in San Francisco: 
a café extending its service 
onto a suspended parking 
bay
↑↑ Parklet in Adelaide, 
Australia
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interaction and community engagement. Specific 
Parklet designs can reduce barriers to accessibility 
for disabled people and provide spaces for children 
to play in. In turn, this can encourage community 
cohesion.

lonDon InItIAtIVes
Much like San Francisco, London is also pledging 
to radically improve roads, streets and under-used 
public spaces across the capital. The Roads Task 
Force (RTF) was set up by the Mayor of London 
in 2012 to tackle the challenges facing London’s 
streets. The RTF highlighted the importance 
of thinking innovatively in order to tackle the 
challenges on our roads and deliver the world-
class streets crucial to London’s economic success 
and quality of life. ‘As the Mayor of London has 
recognised, one of the marks of a truly world-class 
city is having iconic, safe, attractive public spaces 
for people to enjoy, to rest, to gather, to relax and 
to soak up the city’. Bold action is required to make 
London fit for the future by improving movement 
and the quality and quantity of public spaces. 

The transformation of London’s roads will be 
funded by the £1.8m Future Streets Incubator Fund 
scheduled to be implemented over the next three 
years. These funds will collaboratively nurture and 
trial innovative ideas that will advance and develop 
the aims previously mentioned.

Transport for London invited proposals for 
small-scale projects that can be delivered in the 
short term. With this in mind, Cyclehoop has made 
several proposals to implement Parklets within 
London, with the help of the Incubator Fund, 
emphasising the importance of including cycle 
parking within each design. Not only do they tie 
in with the Mayor’s vision to increase provision 
for cyclists, they also allow businesses to increase 
company turnover.

In partnership with several London boroughs, 
Cyclehoop has finalised designs and is currently 
identifying suitable locations for Parklets. Specific 
projects in the pipeline include utilising a redundant 
access road outside the Hammersmith Apollo, to 
transform an awkward, underused space, into an 
area fit for the public. Adding greenery, planters 
and cycle parking gives the area an urban park feel. 
Also, Cyclehoop in partnership with Sustrans and 
the London Borough of Hackney, propose to install 
three or four San Francisco style Parklets to cater 
for the needs of Hackney’s cyclists and pedestrians.

These are to be installed over two parking 
spaces, which combined form an on-street 
segmented park, increasing street functionality and 
bringing a sense of place and traffic calming to local 
spaces. They will offer respite and a gathering place 
for pedestrians and cyclists to sit, park a bicycle, 
pump up bike tyres or charge a phone.

Initially, they are to be semi-permanent 
installations for the summer months; they arrive 
in a flat packed modular design and take one day to 
assemble. When the winter months draw in they can 
be removed from site and stored at our warehouse 
for the following year (unless requested otherwise).

CyClehooP seleCteD As the PReFeRReD 
PARtneR
Although Parklets are new to the UK, the concept 
of changing road usage from car to other forms 
of usage isn’t. In the last three years, we have 

↑ Underused public space 
in Hammersmith, London
↑↑ The same space 
in Hammersmith with 
a potential parklet 
incorporated
↑↑↑ Visualisation of a 
parklet suggested for the 
London Borough of Hackney

Benefits of including Parklets in a city centre are 
that they:
•  Are low cost and quick to implement
•  Improve the environment by reducing car 

parking bays
•  Promote community engagement and foot traffic
•  Re-energise the look of the urban environment 

by adding greenery and soft seating.
•  Improve space for cyclists as they may have cycle 

parking within the design
•  Increase sales for nearby businesses.

Making streets feel more welcoming and inclusive 
can support the independence of vulnerable groups 
such as the elderly, helping increase their social 
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designed, manufactured and installed over 250 
on-street communal bikehangars and car bike 
ports; both of these unique products remain on 
street. This is the first time that public highway 
has be given over to non-car usage, namely to park 
cycles instead of cars. In a recent installation, our 
car bike port will be a permanent feature in Seven 
Dials, in Covent Garden. The units were requested 
by the local traders in an acknowledgement that 
they would attract more business to the area than 
if the space was used to park a car. One car parking 
space = ten cycle parking spaces: that’s ten thirsty, 
hungry cyclists who want to shop, eat and drink as 
opposed to one car. The message can also be applied 
to a Parklet and now the same traders association 
wish to commission the design and build of a 
Parklet to be installed in the same Seven Dials area.

Is It the FUtURe oF URbAn RoAD Use?
The European Commission is launching legal 
proceedings against the UK for failing to deal with 
carbon emissions, leading potentially to fines of up 
to £300m. It is likely to be 2025 before London can 
meet the required standards, which is an appalling 
and shameful indictment. Are Parklets the answer? 
Certainly not on their own. However, they do send 
out a powerful message that the road, once the 
exclusive preserve of the mighty car, is now being 
handed back to the people, one car space at a time. 
So, Parklets are definitely green shoots. •

Making streets feel more welcoming 

and inclusive can support the 

independence of vulnerable 

groups such as the elderly, helping 

increase their social interaction and 

community engagement

← Tour De France themed 
Car Bike Port sponsored by 
Le Coq Sportif in Seven Dials, 
London
↙ Bikehangar in Lambeth, 
London, safe bicycle storage
↙↙ Parklet in Adelaide, 
Australia

• Habib Khan has 
been at Cyclehoop, a firm 
specialising in producing
innovative indoor and 
outdoor cycle parking 
infrastructure, since 2010.
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Liveable cities occur when people and wildlife 
coexist and prosper amidst clean air, clean water, 
robust urban forests and thriving local agriculture’
  Depave, Portland Oregon

By default, almost all streets in the United Kingdom 
are paved over in their entirety. An impermeable 
layer of concrete, stone or asphalt extends 
between the building facades, breaking the natural 
connection between the atmosphere and the soils, 
creating a static and lifeless seal. Often, the only 
deliberate fractures in this impermeable seal, are 
the small openings to allow street trees to grown 
and water to escape.

The Depave movement, in Portland, Oregon, 
expresses the problem very succinctly: ‘Paved 
surfaces contribute to storm-water pollution, 
whereby rainwater carries toxic urban pollutants 
to local streams and rivers, greatly degrading water 
quality and riparian habitats’. It goes on to offer 
a a simple solution: ‘The removal of impervious 
pavements will reduce storm-water pollution and 
increase the amount of land available for habitat 
restoration, urban farming, trees, native vegetation, 
and beauty, thus providing us with greater 
connections to the natural world’.

The movement, in Portland at least, has tended 
to focus on schools, car parks, domestic driveways, 
parks, institutional public spaces, etc. These can 
be regarded as easy (but important) wins but more 
challenging and complex public spaces, such as the 
footways and carriageways that make up the public 
highway, have largely been passed over especially in 
the intensively used urban centres.

This paper advocates that soft verges, in 
whatever form, (grassed, planted, treed, gravelled 

and/or permeably paved), should be considered 
necessary components of the public highway 
(particularly footways but also carriageways), 
including urban high streets and civic spaces. 
Depaving should be actively encouraged to 
minimise the extent of hard impermeable surfaces 
and maximise areas of soft permeable surfaces.

the beneFIts oF DePAVInG
Impermeable surfaces, such as stone, concrete 
and asphalt, can be useful for providing access for 
pedestrians, cyclists, wheelchair users and motor 
vehicles. The thoughtless almost instinctive paving 
over city streets, however, has contributed to 
numerous economic and environmental problems. 
While hard paved surfaces may be useful on busiest 
parts of footways and carriageways, the extent 
of these can be minimised to allow the space for 
restoration of the atmosphere. Impermeable 
surfaces prevent rainwater from entering the 
soil. The rainwater carries pollutants such as oil, 
antifreeze, plastics, pesticides, and heavy metals 
from the roads into local streams and rivers, via 
gullies and pipes, devastating riparian habitat and 
polluting local waterways. In places which use 
combined sewers, the high volume of storm-water 
runoff also forces untreated sewage into the rivers.

Hard paved surfaces also increase the 
summertime temperatures in cities and suburbs. 
This heat island effect often creates temperature 
differentials of up to 100ºF which in turn increases 
the need for artificial cooling and the consequent 
energy demand.

Depaving, already described in Walt Lockley’s 
article on p. 21, allows for the re-vegetation of 
land with trees and plants and has additional 
benefits, including: cooling buildings by shading; 
reduction in wind tunnel effects; ambient cooling 
(from evapo-transpiration of rain on the leaves); 
enhanced air quality (by removing particulate 
pollutants and carbon dioxide); oxygen production; 
noise absorption; habitat for fauna and food for city 
dwellers, as well as aesthetic enhancement and the 
psychosocial benefits associated with living close to 
flora and fauna.

wheRe hAVe All the VeRGes Gone?
The soft grassed or planted footway verge was once 
a common feature of urban residential districts. 
They also occurred, albeit less frequently, in town 
centres and high streets until they were paved over 
to accommodate other footway/carriageway edge 
activities such as parking, walking and servicing. 
Along with a perceived maintenance burden, 
(principally mowing), these pressures were the key 
drivers in the systematic removal of soft verges in 
UK residential streets since the 1950s. The increase 
in car ownership and the corresponding need 
for parking, both off and on-street, put further 

wheRe hAVe All the 
FloweRs Gone?
Ian Hingley puts forward a new ecological aesthetic for 
the public realm

↑ Wilton Street, Glasgow: 
stone setts on the parking 
verge allow water 
penetration
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pressure on local authorities to pave over footway 
verges. Many did resist however, principally in 
residential districts, demonstrating that the 
perceived maintenance burdens were not so great 
after all.

sURVIVAl AnD RenAIssAnCe
Planted or grassed verges are slowly making a 
reappearance in urban centres, often as a result 
of the action of guerrilla gardeners and urban 
farmers. A footway has been depaved in front of the 
Arcola Theatre in Ashwin Street, Hackney to allow 
a planted verge to be established. Pedestrian access 
is provided through the planting with a cast iron 
grille bridge.

Footways throughout Paris, including the grand 
civic boulevards, are frequently detailed with a 
soft verge, sometimes grassed or planted, but 
most often finished in a loose, self-binding gravel. 
This is the material the French play boules on, 
and is sufficiently permeable to allow water and 
air ingress into the sub-soils. The verges function 
predominantly as the tree planting and furniture 
zone but also provide access to on-street parking 
bays. Locating all the street furniture in the zone 
(litter bins, cycle stands, street lighting, road signs, 
etc) avoids the awkward cutting of slabs around 
posts and fixings, typically seen on UK streets. 
This loose, self-binding gravel, is also commonly 
used in as footpaths in parks and increasingly 
as a verge treatment, as the recently completed 
public realm refurbishment in Stockwell, Lambeth 
demonstrates. 

Often the edge of the carriageway is given over to 
parking, loading and in some instances, cycle lanes. 
These activities do not have the same structural 
or surface finish requirements as the movement 
lanes located in the centre of the carriageway. In 
Glasgow’s residential Wilton Street, an asphalt 
wearing course has been added to the running lanes 
only, to create a smoother ride, whilst allowing the 
traditional stone setts to function as the parking 
verge. The setts tend to be jointed with stone dust 
allowing some water penetration and vegetation 
growth. There is no reason why the carriageway 
verge, when released from the constraints imposed 
by fast moving and/or frequent traffic, cannot be 
surfaced with permeable joints.

Where footways are wide, the `floating’ or 
`island’ verge is common, as this allows easy access 
to both the building frontage and kerb side bus 
stops, parking and loading bays. On Lauriston 
Road, Hackney the island verge is grassed, planted 
with trees and raised, creating an informal seat 
serving the bus stop.

Where basements are not present, or are 
sufficiently deep, forecourt verges offer a 
further opportunity. Small groves of birch trees, 
underplanted with ivy, have been established on the 
forecourt of an office in Leonard Street, Hackney.

ResIstAnCe to DePAVInG
A significant obstacle to depaving the public 
highway is the perceived additional maintenance 
burden. Paved and impermeable surfaces are 
considered low maintenance as they are stable 
and static and tend to deter unplanned vegetation 
(weeds) from growing. When weeds do establish, 
they tend to be eradicated to preserve the long-
term integrity of the impermeable surface, and 

on aesthetic grounds, to prevent a neglected 
appearance.

Planned vegetation (grass, shrubs, trees, food 
crops, etc) needs to be maintained in some way 
(cut, trimmed, pruned, coppiced, harvested and/
or watered) to either promote growth or inhibit it. 
Impermeable or hard paved surfaces also require 
maintenance but on a much less intensive cycle. 
Town centre carriageways, for example, may 
be resurfaced on a ten-year cycle, and footways 
every twenty years, whereas a tree may need an 
annual prune and a grass verge ten cuts per year, 
making vegetation appear to be high maintenance. 
The high and the low in these instances refer to 
frequency, not cost, as the relative costs of these 
operations are dramatically different. Resurfacing 
a footway in pre-cast concrete slabs costs can cost 
over £40/m2 but cutting grass can be as little as 
£0.01/m2. When measured over the long term, 
the increased financial burden of soft and planted 
verges over hard paved surfaces is a myth.

The Depave projects in North America tend to 
be community led with little or no requirement of 
state intervention on maintenance. This model of 
community maintenance is common in guerrilla 
gardening projects but is also being encouraged by 
local authorities, particularly in relation to trees, 
with signs inviting their watering in the summer 
months.

↑ Ashwin St, Dalston, 
Hackney, planted verge in 
front of Arcola theatre
↑↑ Halliford St, Islington, 
former grass verge 
concreted over but the trees 
have survived 
↑↑↑ Lauriston Rd, Hackney, 
raised island grass verge 
with trees
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MInIMAlIsM AnD De-ClUtteRInG
A number of recent factors have conspired to 
make paving over the entire street an attractive 
solution in both new and refurbishment projects. 
Cheap imported stone means that many local 
authorities now have the option of paving their 
footways, and often carriageways, in high quality 
stone. This, coupled with relentless moves to 
de-clutter the public realm and deliver naked 
streets, has misguidedly led to a new minimalism 
of sterile and empty streets and public spaces. 
De-cluttering was originally intended to rid the 
public realm of unnecessary or redundant street 
furniture, traffic signs and road markings but the 
strict adherence to a ‘less is more’ ideology has 
also led to a reluctance to put even the necessary 
components into the streetscape (seats, trees, 
verges, drinking fountains, etc). Laying carpets 
of stone paving, building to building, is naively 
promoted as elegant, robust and low maintenance, 
when in fact the results are often sterile, expensive 
and unsustainable.

towARDs An eColoGICAl AesthetIC
A new aesthetic, to accompany a new set of 
performance requirements, needs to be established 
for city streets, in direct opposition to the minimal, 
de-cluttered, sterile, empty and lifeless, essentially 
corporate aesthetic that has become the norm. The 
streets and public spaces of the 21st century will 
be easily identified by the ubiquity of imported 
granite and an absence of vegetation, beyond the 
occasional clear-stemmed tree. This new ecological 
aesthetic will be more inclusive and inviting, and 

• Ian HIngley is a 
landscape architect and 
urban designer at Urban 
Movement

necessarily a little more cluttered. The furniture 
zone should not be paved in slabs, concrete or 
asphalt and should contain essential furniture such 
as seats, cycle stands, trees and drinking fountains; 
it should be given over to planting or grassed, 
when it is not needed for these other features. The 
ecological aesthetic does not demand that edges 
be sharply defined, if defined at all, or that cracks 
be filled in, or that weeds be eradicated, or that the 
same material be used everywhere. The ecological 
aesthetic does demand that water can follow a more 
natural route, that flora and fauna can be allowed 
to flourish, that materials are re-used and repaired, 
that free clean drinking water is easily accessible, 
that there are frequent comfortable places to sit 
and rest, and that variety and complexity are not 
perceived negatively.
Although soft verges allow rainfall and surface 
water runoff to penetrate the surface and move 
into the subsoil, they should not be regarded as 
sustainable drainage (SUDs) features, as they alone 
cannot manage high-intensity rainfall. Sustainable 
drainage features such as swales, soakaways and 
rain gardens, which are more able to attenuate 
and process large volumes of water can, however, 
be easily introduced into soft verges with the 
necessary additional infrastructure.

In Surrey Street, Brighton, Urban Movement Ltd 
have been redesigning the streets to the south of the 
railway station as the first phase of a bigger station 
quarter project. In the less intensively trafficked 
areas, soft verges, in loose, self binding gravel, 
have been designed in to decrease the amount of 
impermeable concrete surface and to create a richer 
and softer streetscape character. These verges will 
also be planted with trees, feature and ground cover 
shrubs, and reinforced where necessary. •

Laying carpets of stone paving, 

building to building, is naively 

promoted as elegant, robust and 

low maintenance, when in fact the 

results are often sterile, expensive 

and unsustainable

↑ New George St Plaza, 
Manchester, a carpet of 
hard paving can be sterile
↗ Binfield Road, Stockwell, 
loose bound gravel 
permeable verge
All images in this article ©Ian 
Hingley
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Green spaces in dense cities are lovely, aren't 
they? Avenues lined with big old trees, parks (even 
small pocket parks) and small spaces filled with 
shrubbery – all this we regard as beautiful, relaxing 
for body and soul, as it creates a more relaxing 
atmosphere. This ‘green luxury’ is not only food 
for a hungry eye; it has positive physical effects 
too. Chlorophyll enhances air quality, bonding 
carbon dioxide and lowering the concentration of 
particulate matter in the atmosphere. Moreover, it 
slows down the run of rainwater, which is of great 
importance in heavy rainfall.

For a long time, we have known that parks 
and trees are important, for the above reasons. 
We have now begun to realise that green roofs 
and a green skin on the facade of buildings can 
have the same positive effects and contribute one 
other advantage: the regulation of temperature 
in the building itself, insulation in winter and 
cooling in the summer. As a result, these greening 
systems have attracted the attention of a growing 
number of scientists concerned with climate 
change, who have discovered some impressive 

results from their research. For example, in 2011 
at the Delft University of Technology, a doctoral 
candidate was awarded a PhD for researching all 
the environmental merits of greening buildings, 
and in 2012 the BBC announced that the creation of 
green walls in urban areas could cut pollution by up 
to 30 per cent. Finally, in Germany in 2014, a team 
from different research institutions supported by 
the government, published guidelines for greening 
buildings, with an overview of all known research 
results about the energy potential of greening 
buildings.

Is thIs the whole stoRy?
Greening means more. We enjoy trees and plants 
but trees and plants cannot live without insects 
and birds. Bees love cities, because flowers in cities 
offer them ten times more nourishment than in the 
countryside; hence, the looming bee extinction is 
not noticeable in urban areas. As well as insects, 
mammals come into town to go hunting at night: 
we all know about urban foxes, but in Berlin even 
wild boar can be found. During the day, urban 

CIty As nAtURe
Helga Fassbinder advocates an alternative approach 
to the relation between cities and nature

↑ Alt Erlaa, large multi-
storey social housing 
complex, Vienna – architect 
Harry Glück
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pigeons clean away everything edible, leaving 
almost nothing for nocturnal mice and rats. In 
other words, a dense city is the same thing to 
animals as to us; a possible habitat. Botanists have 
discovered that biodiversity in cities can be higher 
than in the countryside: the variety of animal and 
plant species is greater than in the surrounding, 
undeveloped land. A sad explanation is that the 
highly mono-cultural agrarian management, with 
its intensive use of chemical weapons against 
insects, has lead to a loss of flora and fauna in 
the countryside. Another reason is certainly the 
variety of buildings, the relative safety and the 
richness of food.

Having realised that the city is part of nature, 
we need to revise our self-perception as citizens. 
The city should not be seen in contrast to the 
countryside or to nature; we are not outside of 
nature, we are part of it!

You might say that this is a nice idea but what 
further consequences are there for urban planners, 
architects or city administrators? In fact there are 
none! There is no additional available space for 
greening, all urban ground is densely occupied 
with lucrative uses, and there is seemingly no 
chance for a nature invasion of the city!

But re-thinking about the city as nature, also 
demands a re-thinking about design principles: no 
structural division between inside and outside the 
city, but considering the city as an underlayer of 
green. In many ways this requires a fundamentally 
revised approach to the urban habitat, compared 
to the ideas of modernist architecture and town 
planning. The green approach of sustainability 
and energy saving was an important first step in 
this direction but it was not enough. We have to go 
further: we have to integrate nature in our cities, 
to re-integrate ourselves in the context of nature, 
and this is not a question of making more space 
available; we must re-think design and discover 
a new visual expression in architecture and town 
planning.

The concept of Biotope City, the city as nature, 
is such an approach as it abandons the division 
between nature and city. First and foremost, it asks 
for the realisation that cities are not in opposition 
to nature, but are no more than one of the many 
alternative forms to be found in nature, just like 
heath, forest, savannah or rocky landscape. 

This conceptual U-turn is not just a nice idea, 
it is a necessity: nature has reached the limits of 
resilience as demonstrated by such phenomena as 
climate change and the rapid loss of biodiversity, 
with their ever more dramatic consequences. 
Simultaneously, we are approaching the final 
depletion of our traditional sources of energy. 
We face huge problems for which we need to find 
solutions very quickly.

Organic life, animals and plants are our fellows 
and allies in the battle for global survival. We need 
to recognise the advantage of a 'together' instead 
of an 'against'. Trees and plants help us, without 
recourse to energy, to clean our city air, reduce 
carbon dioxide emissions, slow down and restrain 
rainwater runoff, cool down temperatures in 
summer, and reduce the cooling effect of winter 
winds.

The solution is not a lower density city. We 
need to change our approach. The organic world 
must be integrated into the design of buildings as 

↑ 1980s flats built in the 
context of the International 
Building Exhibition (IBA) 
Berlin, photo ©Helga 
Fassbinder
↑↑ L’Oasis d'Aboukir, Paris, 
neighbourhood project by 
Patrick Blanc, photo ©Helga 
Fassbinder

↑↑↑ Maison Cartier, 
Paris, photo ©Henze 
Boekhout



Topic

Issue 133 – Winter 2015 – Urban Design — 33

a self-evident element. The rationale of the modern 
city will then achieve a new, additional dimension: 
green as an equal element of design alongside 
stone, steel, wood and concrete.

But cooperation with nature offers more than 
just tangible advantages: there is also the beauty 
of togetherness. We look at green leaves and vines 
on facades, and we know about the enchanted 
gardens on the rooftops. Psychologists have shown 
that the sight of greenery helps to heal body and 
soul. Hospital patients demonstrably recover more 
quickly if their window opens onto green spaces. 
Biotope City, city as nature, is a place of new beauty 
filled with deep emotional experiences: the turning 
of the seasons in the vegetation, the nesting of the 
birds in niches offered by buildings, the manifold 
plants on roofs, the enlivenment of bare walls 
and bleak façades by Virginia creeper and ivy, or 
the marvellous vertical horticultural artworks 
as designed, for example, by the French botanist 
Patrick Blanc.

CoUnteR ARGUMents
Despite this, there is some reluctance against this 
approach. First, the green component is alive 
and dynamic, unlike all the static construction 
components that show only small and calculable 
change over time under the influence of use, sun, 
heat, cold, rain. Living green is changing all the 
time.

Secondly, living green requires maintenance and 
even though it is not very expensive, it has to be 
taken in account. In addition to this, green is always 
linked to flora and fauna: no green without insects 
and birds, and even wild animals. In Berlin about 
3,000 wild boars enjoy life. Most architects and 
urban designers are not trained to deal with these, 
and need the support of ecologists and botanists.

A further problem is that a greened building may 
be technically complete and even occupied, but 
the plants need time to grow and cannot be fully 
appreciated until later. Finally, there is a short term 
economic argument, which can play a decisive role: 
greening is often more expensive to start with, even 
if it proves to be cheaper in the long run, as green 
roofs have clearly shown.

On the matter of green roofs which are widely 
used, and despite huge progress made during 
the last decade, there are still doubts concerning 
the waterproofing thermoplastic foils, as their 
durability is not known.

Finally, it is worth mentioning an additional 
cause for doubts amongst professionals: the 
different views on aesthetics. Since the triumph of 
modernity about a century ago, we became used 
to plain aesthetics with no ornaments. ‘Ornament 
is Crime’, declared the influential architect Adolf 
Loos, defining the attitude of generations of 
architects.

We find it hard to imagine that the 19th century’s 
sense of beauty based on a general enthusiasm 
for decoration, could not only be considered as a 
historical phenomenon, but as the basis for a new 
kind of decoration in the wrapping of buildings 
with living plants. In fact, living covers for buildings 
have been used for centuries, for aesthetic as 
well as climatic reasons, green walls being a way 
of beautifying unsightly or tedious walls, and 
evergreen ivy used to protect walls against the 
weather.

↑↑↑ Vienna: small courtyard 
of 19th century six-storey 
buildings, photo ©Helga 
Fassbinder

↑ Amsterdam: 1920s social 
housing complex, photo 
©Helga Fassbinder
↑↑ Vienna: 1960s social 
housing complex conquered 
by Virginia creeper, photo 
©Helga Fassbinder
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oVeRCoMInG the objeCtIons
What can we do to overcome the reluctance borne 
out of these objections? The answer has to be based 
on each individual project. Generally, we have to 
work to change attitudes over time; this is possible 
and it has already started. There is already strong 
support by plant experts and gardening companies, 
since they have recognised the existence of a 
market for greening. As they can make money with 
green roofs and vertical greening, they have shown 
an interest. There are fantastic green roof gardens, 
even parks extended over several buildings, or 
along former rail tracks, such as the marvellous 
High Line garden by Piet Pudolf in New York. 
Wonderful examples of green covered buildings 
have been realised all over the world. Examples 
of precious vertical gardens, are the well known 
green wall of the museum Quai Branly in Paris, the 
use of green walls for air conditioning in a high-
rise building by Ken Yeang, but also simple and 
cheap earthbound green walls on ordinary housing 
projects. In Vienna meanwhile, the planning for 
a whole dense green covered neighbourhood has 
been started: in a couple of years, Vienna will 
have a dense Biotope City, with water, green roofs 
and vertical greenery for about 4,000 residents, 
following the principles of the city as nature.

I don’t belong to the league of royalists, but I 
appreciate the position of the former Dutch queen, 
when she said: ‘Care is not just about individual 
welfare but about the welfare of all, and about the 
stewardship of the earth. When our precious planet 
is handled carelessly and what it gives us is poorly 
distributed, selfishness and the desire to create 
abundance, blind us to the damage to our natural 
environment and undermine community. View the 
finiteness of what the earth can give.’ In this sense, 
regarding the city as nature and attempting to live, 
as human beings, in cohabitation with other forms 
of life, of flora and fauna, will bring us back to a 
renewed respectful relationship with nature. •

Living covers for buildings have 

been used for centuries, for 

aesthetic as well as climatic 

reasons

• Helga Fassbinder is 
Emeritus Professor at the 
University of Technology 
Hamburg and the University 
of Technology Eindhoven, as 
well as President of Biotope 
City 
The Foundation Biotope City 
was set up in Amsterdam in 
2014, editing a multilingual 
online journal with the same 
title www.biotope-city.net

↑ Amsterdam’s Sportplaza 
Mercator, a leisure centre 
covered in plants in 
Rembrandtpark, architect 
Ton Venhoeven, photo 
©Helga Fassbinder
↑↑ Treehouse Darmstadt, 
architect Ot Hoffmann, photo 
©Helga Fassbinder
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large areas of open space to act as lungs for the city, 
to counteract the miasmas which were thought 
to harbour pestilence and disease. Subsequently, 
Edwardian city planners developed the idea that 
parks should be social spaces providing facilities 
for sport and culture and more local, municipal 
parks were created in new neighbourhoods. Post-
war approaches to town planning and architecture 
continued to acknowledge the fundamental 
importance of green spaces, whether communal 
areas set amidst modernist tower blocks and 
tenements, or private gardens for the suburban 
semi-detached aesthetic.

London’s spatial planning frameworks, in 
various manifestations from the 1943 County 
of London Plan, which envisioned a network of 
metropolitan parks connected by greenways, 
to the current London Plan advocating green 
infrastructure in the All London Green Grid, have 
continued to put the protection and management 
of London’s green spaces at the heart of spatial 
planning policy, despite an ever increasing demand 
for land as London continues to grow.

tAkInG ACtIon
The current Mayor is committed to continuing this 
tradition of protecting and conserving the green 
amidst the grey, not just because of the intrinsic 
value of parks and green spaces and the contact 
with the natural environment they provide, but 
because London’s abundance of green is one of the 
reasons people want to live, work and invest in the 

‘If you were to look down at London from the 
stratosphere, you would be struck by how green it 
is, with a plethora of green and open spaces, formal 
and informal, large and small, helping to define 
and shape the form of the city. Down here on the 
ground, we look to these spaces for all that they add 
to the quality of the particular places we live in, 
work in or visit.

What we aim to do is look at them in a joined 
up way, making sure the contribution they make 
to the quality of life, to the environment and to the 
economy are maximised’.

Boris Johnson Mayor of London, Foreword, 
All London Green Grid SPG

London is known the world over as a green city, a 
metropolis studded with parks and green spaces, 
and with neighbourhoods stitched together with 
street trees and suburban gardens. This is partly 
a result of happenstance. During early modern 
and modern periods, London, unlike many of its 
European counterparts, did not have to withstand 
attack and siege from marauding armies. As it did 
not have to develop as a compact, defensive citadel, 
extensive green and open spaces could be embraced 
by the evolving city.

Some, like the Royal Parks – former hunting 
grounds – were created by Royal decree; but as the 
city began its major urban expansion in the 19th 
century, the protection of green space became an 
underlying tenet of the newly emerging discipline 
of town planning. The Victorians began to set aside 

the GReenInG oF lonDon
 Matthew Pencharz describes the Mayor’s policies 
concerning green spaces

↑ All London Green Grid 
Framework Plan, ©Greater 
London Authority
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increased footfall and dwell time in local shops and 
businesses.

The greening strand of the Mayor’s London’s 
Great Outdoors programme included the Help a 
London Park initiative which saw a £10 million 
investment in some of London’s most degraded 
parks. The sites were selected by public vote 
to encourage greater public awareness of, and 
participation in, the planned changes to these 
spaces. Amongst the highlights of this initiative 
were the ‘daylighting’ of hidden or culverted 
rivers in Mayesbrook Park in Barking, Lordship 
Recreation Ground in Tottenham and Wandle 
Park in Croydon. These river restorations have 
transformed the look and feel of local parks, making 
them more interesting and attractive places to visit, 
whilst also creating more sustainable flood storage 
opportunities and improving the ecology of the 
newly created, naturalised channels. The centre-
piece of the programme was the complete renewal 
of Burgess Park in Southwark; a park which had 
been gradually stitched together between the 1950s 
and 1980s from land that had been badly bombed 
during World War II, and had never been a fully a 
coherent, unified space. The renewed Burgess Park 
opened in 2012, finally realising an ambition set out 
in the 1943 Greater London Plan.

The Mayor is currently investing a further £6 
million in creating 100 pocket parks, further parks 
improvement projects and an additional 10,000 
street trees, doubling the number he planted in 
his first term. The Pocket Parks initiative aims 
to support local communities to create spaces 
that help make the city friendlier, greener and 
more resilient. They are about encouraging local 
communities to think anew about the role and 
purpose of the small amenity spaces across London, 
and empowering them to ‘re-purpose’ underused 
or unloved spaces. Some notable new spaces have 
already been created, including the much lauded 
Edible Bus Stop; Derbyshire Street Pocket Park 
with its innovative sustainable drainage system; 
and the Breaker’s Yard, a contemporary ‘garden of 
imagination’ set adjacent to the splendid Sutton 
House, a Tudor manor in Hackney managed by the 
National Trust. This sits alongside ongoing and 
future investments in cycling infrastructure such 
as the recently announced ‘mini-Holland’ pilot 
projects and changes to the way we design and 
manage streets as places, rather than transport 
routes, which will provide opportunities for further 
greening of the city’s public realm.

A new APPRoACh
Our commitment and ambition go further than 
what we can deliver through our direct investment. 
The majority of London’s public realm, parks and 
green spaces are managed by London boroughs or 
other land-managers such as housing associations 
or companies such as Thames Water whose 
reservoirs in London are not an insignificant 
component of London’s open space. We now 
know that this green space network could provide 
a much more significant and diverse range of 
benefits than the Edwardian notion of parks being 
pleasant places for sport and relaxation. As a 
series of connected greenways they can provide 
attractive links and connections between places, 
encouraging walking and cycling. We know too 
that the health benefits of accessible green and 

city. Maintaining and improving London’s green 
spaces have a significant part to play in ensuring 
the city’s long-term resilience, and therefore 
its economic competitiveness, an increasingly 
important objective in a global market place for 
talent and inward investment.

When first elected, the Mayor announced a 
programme – London’s Great Outdoors – aimed 
at accelerating the transformation of the city’s 
high streets, civic spaces, parks, riversides and 
natural green spaces. It was an acknowledgement 
that although successive policies and programmes 
had been relatively effective in protecting and 
conserving London’s public realm and open spaces, 
more needed to be done to renew, animate, activate, 
and maximise their value as more than just the 
spaces between the buildings.

Since the programme began in 2009, over £400 
million has been invested in streets, squares and 
parks, and almost 100 major projects have been 
delivered across the city: from bold interventions, 
like the transformation of Exhibition Road into a 
shared space, which has changed the relationship 
between pedestrians and cars in the heart of 
London’s museum quarter, to more subtle but 
important initiatives, such as turning the corners 
of Green Lanes linear high street in Haringey 
into eight new ‘micro-squares’ to encourage 

↑ Roof garden Cannon 
Street, London
↑↑ Biodiverse green roof, 
PWC More London
©Dusty Gedge
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it recognises green infrastructure as integral 
to ensuring the city’s economic viability and 
assuring a liveable London in the future. But it also 
acknowledges that a lack of a strategic, London-
wide approach which encourages investment 
decisions and considers the whole range of benefits 
green infrastructure brings, has resulted in below 
optimal investment.

The plan recognises that a number of key challenges 
must be addressed in the medium and long term:
•  The existing asset is underutilised and 

underfunded because it is not properly 
understood in terms of the functions and 
benefits it already provides and the additional 
services it could provide.

•  It needs to be upgraded and repurposed to 
improve its performance in the delivery of these 
additional benefits.

•  New institutional and governance arrangements 
are needed to instigate a shift from an approach 
based on the provision of amenity and recreation 
to one which can help deliver the full range of 
green infrastructure benefits and services.

In order to address these barriers, the Mayor is 
establishing a Green Infrastructure Task Force to 
advise on the future design and management of 
London’s green infrastructure and the options for 
governance and funding.

We are incredibly fortunate to have inherited 
in London the world’s greenest major city. As 
London continues to grow the pressure on all of 
our infrastructure – including green – is increasing. 
This development must be sustainable and continue 
to improve the enviable quality of life our capital 
provides. We are beginning to understand our 
system of parks, trees and watercourses to be as 
integral to the city’s functioning as its utility pipes 
and cables, railway lines and roads. It is notable 
that unlike previous fiscal consolidations, we have 
not seen the degeneration of our public spaces 
but an increasingly better understanding of their 
multiplicity of benefits. We, at City Hall are working 
hard on this new understanding, building on our 
inheritance to make London a more green and 
resilient city. •

open spaces are much more far-reaching than their 
ability to disperse miasmas. Both physical and 
mental health is dramatically improved in a greener 
city. And rethinking the way we plan, design and 
manage the city’s parks and green spaces can also 
help to absorb floodwater, keep the city cool, clean 
the air, encourage healthy lifestyles, and enhance 
biodiversity and ecological resilience.

The greening of the built environment is also 
an objective. Despite London’s comparatively 
high proportion of open space relative to built 
development, parts of the city have limited green 
space, and as densely populated areas continue 
to develop, innovative approaches are needed to 
increase greenery, such as roof gardens and green 
walls.

This is why in the updated London Plan 
published in 2011, the Mayor included policies 
on green infrastructure and urban greening and 
established targets of a 10 per cent increase in 
London’s tree cover, and a 10 per cent increase in 
green cover (e.g. green roofs) in central London by 
2050 – from a 2008 baseline. The intent of these 
policies was further elucidated in the subsequent 
All London Green Grid Supplementary Planning 
Guidance.

This suite of land-use policies provides a strong 
steer to planning authorities, developers and land-
managers to consider how best to green London 
through the ongoing process of regeneration, 
renewal and redevelopment in the city. And it is 
clear that these policies are taking root.

The new neighbourhood quarters being created 
in and around the Queen Elizabeth Olympic 
Park illustrate how the services and benefits of 
green infrastructure can be provided through 
good planning and design of urban regeneration. 
Installing sustainable drainage, encouraging active 
lifestyles, enhancing ecology, and blurring the 
distinction between parkland and urban form, 
were principles that informed the design and 
construction of the parklands and which are now 
being transposed into the development of new 
housing and social infrastructure.

At Barking Riverside, one of London’s most 
extensive brownfield development sites, which 
aims to accommodate over 10,000 new homes, 40 
per cent of the site will be dedicated to open space 
designed to flood and drain sustainably. A green 
roof research programme has been established to 
determine the best design to provide habitat for 
some of the rare riverside fauna whilst contributing 
to the overall sustainable drainage strategy.

 
towARDs 2050
The term ‘green infrastructure’ may sound odd, but 
given the scale and range of benefits these spaces 
give our city and its neighbourhoods, it is vital 
we see them as being as integral to the capital’s 
metabolism as its roads, rail lines and water pipes.

Boris Johnson Mayor of London

London’s infrastructure is under pressure, and 
its population continues to grow with current 
projections suggesting it will hit 10 million by 
the early 2030s and over 11 million by 2050. 
Consequently, the Mayor is publishing the London 
Infrastructure Plan 2050 to prepare for this growth 
over the long term and to address the challenges the 
city will face in the coming decades. Importantly, 

• Matthew Pencharz is 
the Mayor’s advisor for 
environment and energy

↑ Derbyshire Street, Bethnal 
Green, London: pocket park 
©Greysmith Associates 
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A range of ideas about how cities can be greener 
have been expressed in this issue. A number of 
projects should make us think again about how 
urban space is used and how, by changing our 
default response of ubiquitous paving, much 
greener cities could be created. Compelling stories 
also point out to the need for a culture and attitude 
shift before we can fully succeed in greening cities. 
Finally, examples show what professionals are 
already doing to make cities greener and outlining 
in particular the Mayor’s plans for London’s green 
future.

However, the biggest stumbling block to making 
cities greener is that urban land is hard to come 
by, and therefore expensive. The way the market 
works means that if someone spends money, a 
return on the investment is expected. As a result 
new green spaces are considered late in the 
process: nature is stuck in the gaps left after the 
‘important’ economic elements have been taken 
care of. This approach has created cities with 
few truly natural areas but with scrappy bits of 
grass and degraded so-called public spaces being 
commonplace. In fact as space is expensive, we 
should use it more respectfully: why fence it off 
for nobody to use, why create blank space that 
nobody can reach? Why treat space so cheaply? 
In so many new developments, examples can be 
found of leftover space that is fenced off or left 

fallow. Maybe this is what we should first address as 
a viable means of creating new green spaces.

leFtoVeR sPACe on stReet
One typology that can easily be put to better use 
and contribute to greening our cities is that of the 
gaps between buildings and the public highway that 
have been allowed to simply fall off the edge of the 
plan. London has many of these: they range in size 
and contribute neither to the building or the public 
realm. Although these spaces are often complicated 
in terms of ownership, no space in London should 
be allowed to contribute nothing at all. We should 
ensure that this typology is eradicated from future 
developments, and where such spaces exist, every 
effort should be made to use them in a way that 
benefits the city as a whole.

Many temporary interventions utilise spaces 
that historically have been ignored or considered 
to be unusable; traditionally these have been hard-
paved and/or fenced-in, in order to ensure that they 
use no resources but as a result they also contribute 
nothing. These temporary interventions show that 
these forgotten spaces can be celebrated and that 
something interesting, beautiful or fun can be made 
of them. An excellent example is Folly for a Flyover.

The temporary, spontaneous, tactical or quick-
win interventions are a powerful way of inspiring 
people and convincing them that change can be 

tIMe to GReen oUR CItIes?

↑ Edible Bus Stop’s RHS 
Hampton Court show garden 
2012; ©Chris Martin
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good and the forgotten spaces worth utilising. 
Parklets for instance may prove to shopkeepers 
that a parking space outside their premises might 
not generate as much income as a small green 
space with seats. Other interventions can show to 
a developer that a garden around a building may 
be more lucrative than concrete and bollards. 
They can inspire us all to see places differently and 
to value once forgotten and leftover spaces.

In London, such spaces should be mapped 
and identified as quick-win opportunities for 
local authorities and building owners to improve 
the public realm. The work of Depave offers an 
example of what can be done, actively depaving 
these spaces and turning them into areas for 
planting, food growth or indeed into swales to 
help ease surface water run-off. Even privately 
owned spaces where landowners do not wish to 
permit access to them, can still benefit the city 
aesthetically, as well as environmentally.

RooFtoP sPACe
In many countries rooftops are considered 
valuable assets for urban areas. In London 
however, rooftop space is grossly under-utilised, 
and constitutes a worryingly large area of hard-
paved, unreachable surface. Although London is 
relatively green and blessed with many wonderful 
parks and historic green squares, a satellite image 
of the capital shows a sea of grey inaccessible roof 
space. Green rooftops can be private (exclusive 
to residents and workers of the building) or 
public (accessible to anyone, even if only part of a 
membership agreement or community group) but 
in either case, they could relieve the pressure on 
existing open spaces.

We need to make these spaces work harder 
for the city by insisting that the higher (rooftop) 
planes be turned into soft and green public spaces. 
Developers are likely to use the whole of their 
land to maximise their profit, and we cannot 
expect them to do otherwise. On the other hand, 
the roof space often gets used as a dumping 
ground for air conditioning units or bits of kit the 
architect doesn’t want people to see. Instead of 
fighting with developers to release fractions of 
their plot for – often substandard – pocket parks, 
they should perhaps be asked to provide green, 
accessible, roof space.

A good example, and one that may be a model 
for London, is High Square Magasin. Following 
a nearby redevelopment, Copenhagen received 
a new public space, a 3000m2 square on top of 
Magasin du Nord department store. It takes the 
form of a sequence of spaces that are orchestrated 
as a cascade of squares that run down the building, 
all the way onto the pavements and neighbouring 
area, via streets direct to rooftop staircases and 
(importantly) escalators. Frequently, accessible 
rooftop space is argued against and dismissed 
on the grounds of security; the way this scheme 
addresses the problem is by not requiring access 
into the building in order to reach the roof, and 
by not allowing access into the building from the 
roof. Therefore the arguments against the wider 
use of rooftops need to be countered with an 
increasing number of examples showing rooftop 
spaces that have been successfully integrated with 
street level.

FInAl thoUGhts
We are approaching a time when we urban 
designers will need to make big decisions 
concerning cities. The number of people wanting to 
live in cities is increasing, and even with advances 
in technology this is unlikely to stop. Improved 
communication technologies have not, as first 
predicted, increased the desirability of working 
from satellite offices outside of cities and only 
coming together online. Whilst this appeared to 
forecast a new way of working, in reality people 
want to be in cities, and the internet cannot replace 
corporeal working, or indeed socialising. Therefore 
cities to must be adapted to cope with a steady 
increase in people. 

We should be more respectful of space in cities, 
mapping unused spaces and ensuring that they are 
put to good use. This would benefit us all. •

• Christopher Martin is an 
Urban Designer + Planner at 
Urban Movement

↑ Copenhagen
↑↑ Folly for a Flyover, 
Hackney Wick by Assemble.  
© Martin Deutsch
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bIRMInGhAM MUnICIPAl hoUsInG tRUst
Birmingham City Council is changing the perception of public housing

Birmingham Municipal Housing Trust was 
established in 2009 with a remit to build 
new council houses on council owned 
land for the first time in the city for 30 
years. The initial aim was to build new 
high quality homes for rent, applying good 
urban design principles to regenerate 
poor areas of municipal housing, kick start 
stalled major regeneration schemes, add 
value and change perceptions of council 
housing generally and poor housing 
estates in particular. As the project has 
grown over the last five years, it has been 
expanded to build market homes for sale. 
To ensure successful delivery, pioneering 
contracts with developers were put in 
place so that upfront costs for building 
are minimised whilst cross-subsidy from 
homes for sale is maximised. To date 977 
homes have been built on 35 sites with 
1531 more homes under construction or in 
the pipeline. 

bUIlDInG on DesIGn qUAlIty
From the outset BMHT was design-
led through a small multi-disciplinary 
internal team of a planner, urban designer, 
landscape architect, arboriculturist 
and housing development manager; 
as the project grew, a highways officer 
was included. Proposed development 
sites go through a rigorous preliminary 

assessment process via the internal 
team, after which regular pre-application 
design team meetings guide the design 
process. There is a presumption in favour 
of retaining trees, protecting the amenity 
of neighbours, working positively with 
difficult topography, and a commitment 
to building in secure-by-design principles, 
providing usable public open space (where 
there is a need or planning requirement), 
integrating development into the 
neighbourhood, both physically and 
through the architecture, and providing 
high quality external works in both public 
and private areas. There are also several 
major housing regeneration schemes that 
will be delivered through BMHT (200+ 
homes) where masterplans include sites 
for retail as well as public open space, 
focusing on place making, access to local 
facilities and public transport, in addition 
to the detailed housing design and delivery 
requirements.
 
ReGeneRAtIon thRoUGh DesIGn
The initial focus of BMHT schemes was to 
make ‘failed’ housing blocks and estates 
work, by creating well designed homes 
and neighbourhoods. Developments are 
carefully designed to integrate within 
communities, to complement the overall 
housing need and tenure mix of the wider 

community. Many development sites had 
poor quality, overgrown, unsightly land 
formerly occupied by obsolete council 
properties, causing blight and detriment 
to neighbouring properties and residents. 
By delivering new homes on these sites, 
local communities are being revitalised 
and reconnected rather than split or 
separated by wasteland.

In several instances, the layouts 
of whole estates have been revisited 
to overcome the problems created by 
Radburn layouts in association with 
poor quality housing. This has involved 
wholesale clearance, road closures and the 
creation of new development layouts that 
are integrated, connected development 
blocks where the public and private realms 
are clearly defined.

newtown
Newtown in north Birmingham, about 
two miles from the city centre was one 
of the first large scale regeneration areas 
delivered by BMHT. The existing housing 
was system-built and poorly laid out along 
Radburn principles. There were a limited 
number of roads and an extensive network 
of segregated footpaths. Many houses 
were only accessible from footpaths. The 
area was beset by associated anti-social 
behaviour, safety and security issues.
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Alongside new housing, the project 
included the redevelopment of a primary, 
secondary and special school and the 
creation of a new public square and 
community hub, The Lighthouse. These 
are fully integrated within the new 
housing. 

The layout, as with all BMHT schemes, 
follows good urban design principles such 
as active frontages, properties backing on 
to each other, clear demarcation between 
public and private space, well connected 
permeable road layouts overlooked by the 
front of properties that avoid creating left 
over or dead space which could become 
a magnet for anti-social behaviour. 
Property types and sizes are mixed 
together and are tenure blind, and great 
care is taken to deliver well considered, 
context appropriate, distinctive and 
innovative architecture that is generally 
contemporary in character. Place-making 
principles are embedded from start to 
finish, with clear outcomes shown in the 
high quality finished schemes.

A key facet of the multi-disciplinary 
approach is to ensure space and quality 
standards were prioritised. All BMHT 
sites are within existing communities 
in the urban area, and projects take 
inspiration from and are integrated with 
their surroundings; they also address the 
fundamental issues as to why the original 
built form did not create a desirable living 
environment. 

CoMMUnIty InVolVeMent
BMHT projects place community 
involvement and feedback at the heart 
of each development. All sites developed 
involve detailed public engagement and 
consultation, with larger sites, such as 
Newtown, providing training to residents 
on the principles of good urban design, 
so that they can make an informed 
assessment of the layout and appearance 
of new schemes. Local school children 
in Newtown benefited from a 12 month 
Young Design champions bespoke training 
initiative, helping to shape proposals for 
new open space and public realm.

lookInG to the FUtURe 
There is a constant review of the process 
and measures put in place to address 
any identified gaps or weaknesses in the 
process that could potentially diminish 
design quality. Notably a BMHT external 
works design guide and a guide setting 

out best practice in design, construction 
and marketing of BMHT homes for 
sale have been prepared, a house types 
catalogue establishing house footprints 
and space standards is in preparation, 
and modifications are being made to 
tender documents to clarify design 
requirements and ensure delivery of 
consistent high-quality design in all 
aspects of development. A framework of 
pre-approved contractors is in place with 
key performance indicators set to monitor 
schemes and design quality.

The integrated design, planning 
application and delivery process – a 
BMHT innovation – means that any local 
authority can be in the driving seat to take 
responsibility for new homes in their area. 
They can control standards for new house 
building, defying the image of council 
homes of the past as uninspiring, bland 
and easily identifiable. •

↙ After – Newtown Master Plan
← Before – Newtown ‘Radburn Layout’
←← Community Involvement 

→ New housing in Newtown
↓  New square, housing and 

community building in 
Newtown
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kInGs CResCent CoMMUnIty oRChARD
Hackney Borough Council promotes a community-led pocket park

The Kings Crescent Community Orchard 
has transformed a left-over space on the 
perimeter of the Kings Crescent housing 
estate into a communal pocket park and 
‘front garden’ to the estate. An early pilot 
project in advance of the implementation 
of extensive regeneration proposals, 
it was developed and implemented in 
close co-operation with residents. The 
design comprises simple elements that 
are sensitive to the garden’s setting – the 
multi-storey housing blocks, the Victorian 
terraced housing, and the green corridor 
leading towards Clissold Park. The 
scheme won a bid for part-funding from 
the Greater London Authority’s Pocket 
Park Programme, and the remainder 
was funded by Hackney Council’s Estate 
Regeneration Programme.

bACkGRoUnD
Creating a high quality built environment 
is at the heart of the regeneration of 
Kings Crescent Estate. Proposals for 
the transformation of the estate include 
refurbishment of the existing 275 
properties, 490 new build properties and 
the complete re-organisation of the public 
realm. Critical to the transformation is 
the comprehensive restructuring of the 
existing estate into an integrated piece of 
city. Proposals seek to generate a clearly 

defined hierarchy of routes and open 
spaces that connect into the surrounding 
streets. Proposals also include a range 
of play spaces, including a multi-user 
games area, communal gardens, food 
growing areas within courtyards and along 
the central street, and soft landscaping 
including over 80 new trees to create a 
high quality living environment.

the sIte
The Community Orchard site is located 
on Queen’s Drive on the edge of the 
existing Kings Crescent housing estate. 
The modernist layout departs from the 
traditional road layout surrounding it, 
resulting in poorly defined and under-
used open spaces along its boundary. 
The estate has been further affected for 
over ten years by the loss of usable green 
space due to the demolition of part of the 
original housing stock. Two meaningful 
open spaces were created by the gardening 
clubs on the estate. Residents, with the 
support of London Wildlife Trust had 
a desire to continue food growing and 
include opportunities for wildlife in this 
unused grass area. In recognition of this 
desire muf, with the support of Hackney 
Council, applied for match funding 
through the Mayor’s Pocket Park scheme 
to deliver the project. 

DesIGn DeVeloPMent
The design aims to create a friendly 
boundary to Kings Crescent estate 
that supports the wider community by 
providing opportunities for planting, play 
and repose. It will:
•  help build a sense of ownership
•  transform what is currently perceived 

as a leftover space with an inert 
frontage into an activated ‘front garden’ 
and welcoming way into the estate

•  initiate the transformation from an 
inward looking to an outward looking 
and connected estate

•  benefit the existing and future residents 
of the estate, the residents of the 
housing opposite, and passers-by of all 
ages

•  encourage the residents of the ground 
floor flats to actively use this new 
garden and so increase access to green 
spaces, and

•  augment what is classified as a green 
corridor, creating a destination, a 
stepping stone on the route to Clissold 
Park.

The publicly accessible street side orchard 
and garden comprise tree planting, soft 
landscaping, a boundary treatment to 
create informal seating and the addition 
of lighting and paths. The orchard 
makes a way-in from the street facing 
side of the estate and complements two 
existing growing spaces. It is prototyping 
elements of the forthcoming wider estate 
regeneration.

the PRoCess
A community orchard is always as much 
defined by its use and users as by its form. 
The Kings Crescent Community Orchard 
was initiated by a group of residents keen 
to be involved in the delivery of changes 
to their environment, to combine social 
benefits of cohesion and community 
capital with physical improvements. 
The group is already operating two 
gardening clubs within the estate, and is 
currently supported by Growing Concerns 
community gardeners. Residents are 
actively involved in the creation of the 
garden, throughout design and delivery, 
and through planting, maintenance and 
enjoyment of the park. Steps were taken 
to invite residents to join in and shape the 
proposals. These included: 
•  Communal planting of fruit trees in 

advance of finalising the proposals for 
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the hard landscaping. This was done to 
enable future users to mentally picture 
the site’s potential and to help shape the 
emerging designs;

•  Marking out the design in chalk. This 
was done so that residents could picture 
the emerging design, and have a say 
in the detailed design. For example, 
residents decided that informal seating 
should be provided throughout, with 
formal seating arriving later; and

•  Regular planting workshops with 
a community gardener to provide 
gardening skills, and to establish a 
varied group of users and residents to 
take on the long-term maintenance of 
the garden.

The Community Orchard includes a 
variety of fruit trees and edible plants 
offering education for children on growing 
food. The planting and insect hotels 
increase the biodiversity along Queen’s 
Drive. The design encourages greater use 
and includes informal seating providing 
an overlooked area for informal play. 
The Orchard is overlooked by residents 
whilst its edge is raised to give a sense 
of enclosure and provide seating, with 
sloped access from the pavement. The 
paths and boundary wall harmonise with 
the adjoining estate and the Victorian 
terraces. Lighting columns juxtapose 
the utilitarian feel of street lighting and 
appear more domestic in shape and 
height.

The community orchard is visited 
by residents from the Kings Crescent 
and from the terraced housing opposite 
and acts as a shared front garden open 
to the passer-by. On-going engagement 
with users means that the site is well 
used, and that vandalism has been kept 
to a minimum. The garden is used by all 
generations: toddlers climb the insect 
hotel on the way to the park, young 
children use the site for role play and 
attend gardening sessions, and a handful 
of parents and seniors look after the plants 
and the garden. The garden has become a 
prototype not only of the material palette 
and formal language for the wider estate 
regeneration, but also for ways to enable 
the potential of residents and users to 
contribute to the wellbeing of Kings 
Crescent Estate and its wider setting. •

↑ A community BBQ allows for 
play, gardening, and socialising.
↗ Knitting the estate into the wider 
context using a shared material 
language.
 ↑↑ A planting workshop held with 
residents. 
↗↗ A gardening session planting 
edible fruit bushes. (All photos 
courtesy of Grant Smith)
→ The plan showing a modest 
space with rich possibilities.

↙ The orchard as a prototype for 
the forthcoming masterplan.
↘ The community orchard as a 
growing space, a wildlife garden, 
and a front garden for the estate.
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soUthwAteR, telFoRD
Telford & Wrekin Council promotes quality through a town centre regeneration 
scheme

Telford is a second generation new town 
built in the 1960s and 1970s on former 
industrial and agricultural land. The 
town comprises a number of existing 
smaller settlements, such as Wellington, 
Oakengates, Madley and Dawley, but 
its centre was purpose built and is 
dominated by a retail shopping centre. 
For many years the shopping centre has 
been separated from the surrounding 
commercial development by a series 
of car parks and a net of highways, 

with pedestrian bridges linking it to 
the residential development beyond. 
The separation of the centre together 
with the poor leisure and cultural offer 
has meant the town centre has lacked 
vibrancy and a sense of place as well as a 
night-time economy. These issues were 
recognised by the Council and its partners 
as a significant barrier to the growth and 
sustainability of the town. 

In March 2011, the Central Telford Area 
Action Plan (CTAAP) was adopted and 

set out the vision, policies and objectives 
within which proposals could be brought 
forward to transform the town centre 
into a vibrant and successful place for 
all by 2016. At the heart of this plan was 
a vision to regenerate an area known as 
Southwater, as well as a wider intention 
to transform the one-way system of 
roads that separated the centre from its 
surroundings.

Southwater was first developed in 
the 1980s and became the focus for 
cultural and leisure activities in the 
town, featuring a library, ice rink, bingo 
hall and the International Convention 
Centre, as well as being close to the 
Town Park, a green space covering 
170 hectares and enjoyed by 750,000 
visitors per year. However in spite of all 
these activities, Southwater reflected a 
microcosm of issues that Telford as a 
whole was experiencing. The architecture 
was generally bland, overbearing and 
anonymous, with the built form doing 
little to enliven the space. The public 
realm was of poor quality and lacked 
definition with existing spaces not 
having a clearly defined function. In 
spite of attempts to define gateways, 
these typically lacked presence and were 
divorced from adjacent buildings, leaving 
weak relationships and linkages to other 
parts of the town. The Southwater area is 
the main connection from the town centre 
to the Town Park, but its location had 
never been exploited.

The Southwater Regeneration 
Programme has been the single largest 
investment in Telford, intended to 
enhance the convention quarter and wider 
town centre. The total investment for the 
project is £250m with £41m from the 
public sector and £40m from the private 
sector for Phase 1. Southwater has secured 
existing employment of circa 400 jobs 
and will create more than 300 new jobs. 
Subsequent phases will deliver over 100 
new residential units within this area. 

In order to deliver Phase 1, the 
Council worked in partnership with the 
Southwater Event Group, the former 
Advantage West Midlands and the Homes 
& Communities Agency and set out a vision 
which aimed to create:
•  A vibrant and sustainable heart for 

Telford Town Centre – including a night 
time economy

•  High quality buildings and public space 
that will transform the image of Telford



Francis Tibbalds Award Public Sector Shortlisted Projects

Issue 133 – Winter 2015 – Urban Design — 45

•  Improved cultural, leisure, retail, and 
event facilities as well as new homes 
and offices

•  A greatly enhanced convention quarter
•  New jobs, new opportunities and 

inward investment
•  A place in which people will want to 

work, live, visit and enjoy, and
•  A place to be proud of.

Southwater Square was intended to form 
the vibrant heart of the new Southwater 
and was conceived to have a role that 
extended beyond the boundary of the site 
to provide a truly urban space for Telford. 
The size of the square was to be large 
enough to create a bold new place, but 
sufficiently compact to promote a lively 
and populated street scene. The space 
was to be framed by a series of civic and 
commercial buildings carefully designed 
to maximise the number of building 
entrances and active frontages to reinforce 
its lively urban character. 

In spite of changes to the original plan, 
Telford & Wrekin Council commissioned a 
number of the buildings and all of the main 
infrastructure and public realm works. An 
enabling works contract was completed in 
2012 and includes a central energy centre. 
Sites were marketed and partnerships 
formed between the Council and Citygrove 
Developments. Building contracts were 
started in 2012 to construct the facilities 
that form two of the three sides of the new 
Southwater Square. 

Phase 1 of Southwater comprises 
a leisure hub featuring an 11 screen 
cinema, an 85 bedroom hotel and seven 
restaurants delivered by the private 
sector, with the public sector delivering 
a remodelled and refurbished ice rink, a 
new building for ‘first point’ for customer 
services including a new public library, 
retail space and café facilities, a multi-
storey car park and new public realm 
works including a new lake and four public 
art projects developed with over 700 
people involved, and a new visitor centre 
in the Town Park. 

Whilst subsequent phases of 
Southwater will deliver new residential 
as well as further commercial and leisure 
activities, these have yet to be commenced 
on site. However Phase 1 has transformed 
this side of the town centre, creating an 
attractive place where people are now able 
to linger by the new lake or sit in one of 
the new cafes and restaurants which line 

the public realm. The public art created 
by two arts organisations, in consultation 
with the public and local community 
groups, has created a more distinctive look 
and feel to the public realm. In order to 
safeguard its investment, the Council has 
set up a new management company to run 
Southwater in the longer term. 

lessons leARneD
The regeneration of Southwater was 
a highly ambitious initiative in a very 
challenging climate. Whilst the Council 
never lost sight of its overall vision to 
deliver a high quality environment, it 
learnt to develop a more flexible approach 
to respond to the market demand, which 
it did in close partnership with Citygrove 
who advised on the type, size and mix of 
uses. •

↙ Aerial photo as work was 
starting 
↙↙ Aerial shot post 
completion
→ Two night views of 
Southwater post completion
↘ The redeveloped 
Southwater
↘↘ Revised masterplan of 
Phase 1 in context
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farms, ponds on roofs, and pies in the sky 
have been chosen for their visual potential. 
The narrative is infused with homely refer-
ences to London’s venerable institutions: the 
City, the Queen, Parliament. 

as drawings in their own right they ex-
press joyfulness in how things work but the 
accompanying narrative seems out of sync 
with earlier observations. even if it is at times 
tongue in cheek, the vision tips into a dys-
topia, and it is a shame not to see the civic 
qualities identified in projects in the first part 
of the book take shape more meaningfully in 
the Manifesto.

at the core of Food City is the idea that 
dependency on ‘the global vending machine’ 
(e.g. only 2 per cent of new York’s food is 
produced within the city) makes cities ex-
tremely vulnerable and that planning should 
do more to regulate food security. Ideally 
such a shift in policy could open up opportu-
nities for civic engagement and shared land 
ownership and new city infrastructures such 
as can be tangentially seen in Food City.

• Juliet Bidgood

Sustainable Urban 
Metabolism
Paulo Ferrão and John E. 
Fernandez, The MIT Press,  
ISBN 978-0-262-01936-1

a manual for cities in the anthropocene era, 
this book begins to map out an expanded 
horizon for readers wishing to plot the future 
of sustainable urban design, pertinent espe-
cially since in recent times the policy hooks 
for promoting sustainability have proved so 
slippery. rather than defining a city by a sin-
gular quality such as its carbon emissions or 
its economic performance, Sustainable Ur-
ban Metabolism aims to build the arguments 
and identify the tools for creating integrated 
models of cities.

The authors, working in the context of the 
MIT Portugal Program focused on research 
into engineering systems, bring a systems 
approach to the field of industrial ecology; it 

is interesting to see the rigors of the scien-
tific method deployed in ecology generally, 
brought into a discussion about the city.

a contemporary idea of cities develops 
through the book. Globalisation and intensi-
fying urbanisation are seen as interdepend-
ent and each city is part of a global network 
depending on ‘multiple linkages between….
communicating hubs of urban systems’. Cit-
ies are described as distinct metabolisms 
with their own characteristics, each gener-
ating flows of water, material, energy and 
nutrients. 

The book proceeds in four parts: firstly 
industrial ecology is introduced as a means of 
more rigorously defining sustainable develop-
ment. Then the tools and methods available 
to assess the resource intensity of cities are 
explained, and a new model is proposed inte-
grating the different dynamics of urban areas 
to describe an urban metabolism. The book 
concludes by identifying case studies from 
developing countries. 

The purpose of understanding the city 
as a metabolism is identify and manage 
material and resource flows, and become 
more efficient. The authors give an account 
of studies in vienna, Hamburg, London and 
Lisbon that have modelled the stocks and 
flows of materials through the city. In Lisbon 
researchers tracked biomass, fossil fuel, 
metals and non-metallic minerals: 80 per 
cent of the 11 million tons of material used 
in one year were non-renewable, and 64 per 
cent of these were in construction. already 
this demonstrates that the current focus in 
sustainable development on fuel, water, food 
and transport obscures the impact of the 
material of the city itself. 

In their opening chapter, the authors note 
that ‘there is an indisputable link between 
information, comprehensibility and democ-
racy’. To be able to understand the systems in 
which we participate, we need to foresee the 
consequences of our actions well enough to 
take responsibility for them. The rethinking 
and modelling of the city as a metabolic sys-
tem could be used to identify other long-term 
drivers for sustainability that could be widely 
owned and perhaps withstand hard times.

• Juliet Bidgood
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FRAnCIs 
tIbbAlDs 
AwARD 
shoRtlIsteD 
books 2015
For the fifth year, the UdG awards programme 
includes a book award. Publishers were invited 
to nominate one of their recently published 
books. In the following pages, eight finalists 
are reviewed by a panel chaired by Louie Sieh. 
It will choose the winner, which will be an-
nounced at the awards event in March 2015.

Food City
CJ Lim, Routledge,  
ISBN 978-0-415-53926-5

Urbanism and agriculture are inextricably 
linked, developments in agriculture enabled 
cities to form and grow. Today the agricul-
tural processes that sustain cities are often 
far removed and the equitable supply of food 
and its synergy with the natural environ-
ment is becoming increasingly strained. The 
story of food and the city set out by CJ Lim 
expands upon Carolyn Steel’s (2008) Hungry 
City, making visible the pivotal role of food in 
cities and offering a Manifesto for a mod-
ern city ordered around a re-localised food 
economy. 

The first nine chapters give an account of 
food in relation to other drivers such as busi-
ness, community, energy and health, each 
chapter taking an international tour through 
current initiatives and projects, building 
towards an argument for the Manifesto. Food 
City can at times read like a compilation of 
hipster trends, including transition towns, 
slow food, street food, urban agriculture, 
cupcakes and city bees. but buried here and 
there are interesting examples such as the 
People’s restaurants in brazil designed to end 
hunger and malnutrition, the Makati vendors 
Program in the Philippines regulating and 
sustaining street traders, or Law 42 in Havana 
that gave citizens urban rights reconnecting 
the city with food production.

The second part of Food City is an an-
notated and illustrated, ‘improbable but not 
illogical’ Manifesto for London, where a Food 
Parliament hovers over the city controlling 
food as the core economy of the city. This has 
grown out of Lim’s architecture studio at the 
bartlett, UCL. In this fictional and necessar-
ily ironic vision for London, all citizens are 
conscripted into an agro-ecological system 
and given the ‘freedom’ to exercise a new 
green religion. The vision is artfully depicted 
in comic strip explanations and elegant but 
surreal drawings populated with animals; 
humans appear as faceless drones. The 
components of the city vision such as vertical 
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How to study public life
Jan Gehl and Birgitte Svarre, 
Island Press, 
ISBN 978-1-61091-423-9

one of the difficulties of urban design is 
that some of its most fundamental aspects 
are so intangible. In How to study public 
life, Jan Gehl and birgitte Svarre have firmly 
grasped the nettle that is public life, drawing 
on Gehl’s work across 50 years, to give us a 
practical guide for understanding the ‘inter-
action between public life and public space’, 
to help us improve how people live from day 
to day. It highlights the ‘influence of physical 
conditions on the extent and character of life 
in individual streets’; ‘much more than aes-
thetic qualities determine whether a public 
space is valued and used’. This gives direction 
to better integrate the disparate elements 
involved.

The book is essentially a summary of pub-
lic life studies. Chapter topics are: scope and 
methods of observation; review of historical 
studies; series of themed studies; array of 
public space-public life studies; a focus on 
Copenhagen across 50 years of public life 
policies. all of these are presented with ex-
tensive notes and bibliography, and diagrams 
and photos throughout.

reflecting the practical nature of these 
types of studies, the book is very readable, 
though the text could have been snappier, 
each chapter with a short overview and 
broken down into clear parts, with extended 
descriptions of photos and diagrams. Specific 
examples are used throughout, although at 
times, incisive comments and wider rel-
evance are lacking.

breaking down individual aspects that 
constitute behaviour in public space achieves 
a way to understand the qualitative quantifi-
ably. This renders individual aspects of public 
life comparable and therefore useful as part 
of a design process. The authors stress the 
importance of manual observation rather 
than relying solely on for example, video and 
vehicle counters, although these can be use-
ful too.

Public life studies are not detail-design 
focused, but it is stressed that ‘their focus is 
public life in interaction with design rather 
than design itself’. This offers general princi-
ples rather than design guidelines: assemble 
rather than disperse, integrate rather than 
separate, invite rather than repel, and open 
up rather than close in.

From the tail end of the 20th century, 
the acknowledgement of the effects of car 
dominance and a rise in inter-city competi-
tion, have resulted in an increased profile for 
public life. This highlights shifts in political 
agendas that require cities to be more at-
tractive as places where people want to live, 
work and visit, and in social agendas that 
demand healthier, safer and more sustain-
able cities. This book is very relevant to this 
ongoing work.

• Marc Furnival

The Nature Of Urban Design: 
A New York perspective on 
resilience
Alexandros Washburn, Island 
Press, ISBN 978-1-61091-380-5

This is a book about cities, predominantly 
new York. against the complexities of achiev-
ing built-out schemes, the former chief city 
urban designer enthusiastically sets out to 
show how all of us can help make the ‘indi-
vidual actions of proposed buildings better 
for the neighbourhood, more profitable for 
the developers and more resilient for the 
city’, balancing political, financial and design 
interests. 

The book’s stated brief is to convince 
non-urban designers of the benefits of good 
design. Chapters cover: why we should care 
about cities, urban design process, the prod-
ucts of urban design, the case study of new 
York’s High Line park, and strategies for mak-
ing cities more sustainable and resilient, with 
flooding being an underlying theme. The book 
is well illustrated throughout with snapshot 
style photos and some diagrams.

The case study of the High Line linear 
park, the abandoned elevated train line run-
ning down the west side of mid-town Manhat-
tan, is a good example of process; politics, fi-
nance and design coming together to achieve 
a successful intervention to transform an 
entire neighbourhood. The zoning solutions 
employed unlocked the scheme by revers-
ing intractable conflicts of desired outcomes 
between stakeholders, securing funding and 
providing much needed residential accom-
modation, including 20 per cent affordable 
housing. The clearly stated goals included not 
only retaining the burgeoning art district, but 
also augmenting it to maintain and enhance 
the genuine mixed-use nature of the area.

The final chapter on resilience highlights 
the increasingly relevant links between scales 
of intervention and their implications. These 
range from cleverly simple solutions such as 
raising street grates to make seats and bicy-
cle parking whilst augmenting the city’s flood 
defences, to calculating the five-fold benefit 
of a dense city office tower over its suburban 
equivalent when including the transit energy 
of its users. 

Whilst the case of greater sustainability 
for cities has been well made, the connec-
tions with the wider environmental agenda 
need further consideration. It has become 
a platitude that more than half the world’s 
population lives in cities. The remaining three 
thousand million or so people should not 
be forgotten, nor the importance of those 
rural areas, for their cumulative effects on 
the environment or large-scale food produc-
tion. doing so would belie important links 
between rural and urban. The urban of urban 
design increasingly looks too narrow a term, 
at least when discussing sustainability in all 
its breadth.

• Marc Furnival
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The City as a Tangled Bank: 
Urban Design vs Urban 
Evolution
Terry Farrell, 2014, John Wiley 
and Sons, ISBN 978-1-118-48734-1

In this book, Terry Farrell argues that because 
cities evolve in response to complex influ-
ences, architects and designers who seek 
fixed answers in built forms and impose them 
on the city, would do well to revisit their 
ways of thinking and working. The book is a 
call to arms for this change in professional 
attitudes, albeit illustrated with insightful 
anecdotes, illuminating diagrams and some 
evidence, many drawn from his own projects. 

The book has nine chapters plus an intro-
duction and conclusion, but their signposting 
capacity is limited, being only milestones in 
the narrative. The narrative is better present-
ed through themes set out in the conclusion, 
which may be seen as advice towards a ‘more 
developed understanding of planning’. Farrell 
calls for designers to immerse themselves 
in the city, to draw inspiration from nature 
and its forms of organisation, to develop 
an understanding of urbanisation and the 
role of designers in it, to recognise that the 
principal role of the urbanist is connecting 
and communicating in order to ‘master the 
chain reactions’ from invention to applica-
tion of urban innovations, to pay attention to 
what he calls ‘the dna of habitat’, patterns of 
human occupation that may explain physical 
form, and to be alert to how identity is built 
over time. He sets out a ‘call to advocacy’ 
for designers to act as if the place was their 
client. 

built environment designers are magpies, 
gathering a range of ideas, precedents and 
stories, selectively adapted to construct, 
or ‘post-construct’, their design propos-
als. The best designers fashion a coherent, 
rich, enjoyable and often surprising case for 
their design. Farrell writes this book as he 
might weave a case for a design proposal, so 
that the ‘evolution’ of the title is merely the 
main one of many motifs that he collects to 
argue, exhort, advise and share insights and 

knowledge from a successful. Clear defini-
tions of concepts are not always present, and 
language is used more to sweep the reader 
along towards conclusions, than to inci-
sively clarify how ideas such as ‘emergence’ 
or ‘complexity’ can help designers design. 
The reader chances upon a story here and 
a diagram there, as if there were delicious 
little snacks hidden in the pages, which quite 
successfully distract from the lack of concise 
argument. 

This is a book to be dipped into, rather 
than to be used as a foundation of a theory 
of urban design. I think it succeeds because 
it continues to raise some of the issues all 
architects, planners and urban designers 
need to be reminded of. While it does not 
say anything truly groundbreaking, experi-
enced urban designers are likely to identify 
with Farrell’s points, and those new to urban 
design might gain an insight into the practice 
of urban design.

• Louie Sieh

Street Design: The Secret to 
Great Cities and Towns
Victor Dover and John 
Massengale, 2014,  
John Wiley and Sons, lnc.,  
ISBN 978-1-118-06670-6

In the past few years, books about elements 
of the cityscape have been a popular publish-
ing theme: boulevards, squares and streets 
themselves, have all been covered recently. 
This trend is extended by this book on streets 
by two american practitioners and leading 
members of the Congress for new Urbanism. 

drawing on their own personal and 
professional experience of streets, as well as 
a widely, if not rigorously scoped search for 
examples of ‘good streets’, the authors have 
produced a readable book about this most 
ubiquitous element of the urban landscape. 
The book is packed with examples dealing 
almost exclusively with the Western canon of 
street design and street design issues, touch-
ing on as diverse subjects as the design of 

rural roads or how to design ‘bumpouts’, and 
covering scales from city-wide grid to details 
of paving materials. The sensitive descrip-
tive analysis of streets experienced and the 
ability to comfortably discuss the range of 
design issues tell of an intimate knowledge 
of the process of designing, the designing of 
streets, and a great love for their favourite 
streets. Indeed, if it is possible to run out of 
things to say about streets, then this book is 
exhaustive of their design approaches and 
issues, at least in western cities. 

What lets the book down is the weak 
signposting. This 400 page tome is divided 
into only six chapters. apart from the intro-
duction and conclusion, chapters are about 
Historic streets, Street systems and net-
works, retrofitted streets and new streets. 
The bulk of content within each of these 
four chapters are good examples organised 
around eleven types of streets, such as 
boulevard and avenue, Main Street, neigh-
bourhood Street and Pedestrian Passage and 
Step Street. These cut across the four chap-
ters. each example is thoroughly described in 
terms of what design and designable features 
make them successful, and each is presented 
with photographs and drawings, and espe-
cially, street sections, each clearly presented 
within itself. However, not all the sections 
on the eleven street types are described in 
the same systematic fashion, and not all 
types are even defined, with some sections 
launching straight into examples. The book is 
further interspersed with asides into various 
aspects of street design (for example Leed 
for neighbourhood development or how they 
measure walkability), mini-essays about the 
favourite streets of various colleagues and 
pithy proverbs about street design. While 
these are interesting and often helpful, they 
do add to the jumble of threads running 
through the book. 

Illustrations are a mix of proposal draw-
ings, aerial photographs, contemporary 
and often historic photographs including 
before and after illustrations. Colour plates 
clumped into one section in the middle of the 
book are a rather old-fashioned approach to 
presentation. 

• Louie Sieh 
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Designing Urban 
Transformation
Aseem Inam, 2014, Routledge, 
ISBN 978-0-414-83770-5 

Many practitioners who combine professional 
experience with an academic role seek to 
reconcile the two, drawing lessons from one 
to apply to the other. assem Inam is in this 
territory, having undertaken projects in di-
verse locations, from deprived Karachi to the 
affluent fringes of Los angeles, and taught at 
institutions including Parsons and MIT. 

Designing Urban Transformation seeks to 
draw threads between these direct experi-
ences and a range of interventions in cities 
around the world. The thesis underpinning 
these references is that existing design 
methodologies lack a suitably holistic view of 
the conditions shaping the city, and tend to 
prioritise the aesthetic and spatial over other 
characteristics. 

Inam advocates an approach that he 
terms Pragmatism, building on a philosophi-
cal model developed in the United States 
from the last quarter of the 19th century 
onwards. Its proponents argue, in place of 
a dogmatic and ideological outlook, for an 
attitude of knowledge applied to practical 
problem solving. In pursuit of his argument, 
Inam draws on a wide range of seemingly 
disparate reference projects, which he as-
sesses not in visual terms but in the context 
of the wider urban forces they have shaped 
or help exemplify. These projects include the 
1992 barcelona olympic village, boston’s ‘big 
dig’ and the Centre Pompidou in Paris. each 
of them is discussed in some detail both in 
terms of their physical form and location in 
time; the broader trajectories of the cities in 
which they are located and their social and 
economic characteristics, are also covered. 
The book is organised according to a series of 
thematic chapters building towards ‘urban-
ism as a creative political act’. 

Designing Urban Transformation de-
clares it is aimed at practising urbanists, 
including but not limited to those classifying 
their practice as urban design, architecture 

or landscape, with a broader sweep including 
urban policy and development. Inam’s sincer-
ity is not in question, but the text is so broad 
and the loci of intervention so varied and 
seemingly random, that it is hard to draw co-
herent or practical threads that most readers 
would find useful. Inam’s urbanism is close 
to new Urbanism but distinct from it. His 
text includes many truths and truisms, but 
its call to arms is cast so widely that it lacks 
the incisive and radical edge that one might 
have hoped for. His studio at MIT proposed 
comedic improvisation as a design methodol-
ogy; it is a shame that the book as a whole 
did not carry this wit and lateral approach all 
the way through.

• Jonathan Kendall

Smart Cities: Big data, civic 
hackers, and the quest for a 
new utopia
Anthony M. Townsend, 2013,  
W. W. Norton & Company,  
ISBN 978-0-393-08287-6

Smart Cities is a thorough and fascinating 
exploration of the interrelationships between 
cities and technology, particularly the trans-
formative impacts of digital technologies. 
This is a big book, addressing big ideas. Its 
author knows his subject intimately, writing 
directly from first-hand experience, support-
ing the sweep of his argument with reference 
to personal experiences and professional 
relationships. 

Smart Cities is written for an audience 
interested in the intersections between 
urban design, city planning, telecommuni-
cations and computing. Townsend’s book 
is the product of more than a decade of 
research and consulting activity. Its temporal 
sweep takes us from 19th century engineer-
ing industrialisation and urban expansion, 
through to contemporary challenges to the 
city raised by the possibilities of emergent 
hacks and the mining of so-called big data. In 
all these cases, Townsend is an advocate and 

ambassador for the opportunities that tech-
nological progress makes possible, but he is 
not a blind zealot. Far from it, his eyes are 
wide open to the risks and challenges that 
allow technological power, as with all other 
forms of power, to exacerbate disadvantages 
within and beyond the city.

The range of his enquiry is both impres-
sive and somewhat daunting to the reader. 
Many of the sources quoted will be familiar to 
built environment academics and profession-
als with an interest in the city (Cerda, Ged-
des, Christopher alexander and Jane Jacobs 
are all cited) but the sweep of the text brings 
in far wider issues. These include the power 
relationships in society between the affluent 
and the marginalised, between the individual 
and the state and between the individual and 
the body corporate. Townsend’s horizons 
are global, and the reader is transported 
between downtown Manhattan, the favelas 
of rio and the markets of Moldova to name 
but three. 

The journey is fascinating, if dizzying, 
requiring high levels of concentration. This 
is not a book to skim through, but to read 
carefully, not least when the particularities 
of wireless technologies and protocols for 
communication are discussed in some detail. 
This is not to say that the work requires a 
level of prior computational knowledge, and 
Townsend writes well and clearly. The book 
would be more accessible if the reader could 
navigate more easily using subheadings and 
illustrations (it has neither), or with a struc-
ture that was chronological rather than the-
matic, but is worth the effort for those who 
want to immerse themselves in one of the 
most profound subjects that affects us all.

• Jonathan Kendall

Francis Tibbalds Award Shortlisted Books 2015



50 — Urban Design – Winter 2015 – Issue 133

Practice Index

PRACtICe InDeX

Directory of practices, corporate 
organisations and urban design 
courses subscribing to this index.
The following pages provide a service 
to potential clients when they are 
looking for specialist urban design 
advice, and to those considering 
taking an urban design course.

Those wishing to be included in future 
issues should contact the UDG,
70 Cowcross Street, London EC1M 6EJ
T  020 7250 0892
C Louise Ingledow
E  admin@udg.org.uk
W  www.udg.org.uk

ADAM URbAnIsM
Old Hyde House
75 Hyde Street
Winchester SO23 7DW
T 01962 843843
C  Hugh Petter, Robert Adam
E  hugh.petter@adamarchitecture.com
robert.adam@adamarchitecture.com
W  www.adamurbanism.com
World-renowned for progressive, 
classical design covering town 
and country houses, housing 
development, urban masterplans, 
commercial development and public 
buildings.

AlAn bAXteR & AssoCIAtes
70 Cowcross Street, London EC1M 6EJ
T  020 7250 1555
C  Alan Baxter
E  abaxter@alanbaxter.co.uk
W  www.alanbaxter.co.uk
An engineering and urban design 
practice. Particularly concerned with 
the thoughtful integration of buildings, 
infrastructure and movement, and the 
creation of places.

AlbonICo sACk MetACIty 
ARChIteCts & URbAn 
DesIGneRs
56 Gwigwi Mrwebi Street
Market Theatre Precinct
Newtown, Johannesburg
South Africa
T  +27 11 492 0633
C  Monica Albonico
E  monica@albosack.co.za
W  www.asmarch.com
A multi-disciplinary practice 
specialising in large scale, green 
field, urban regeneration and 
upgrading strategies, as well as 
residential, special and educational 
projects.

Allen Pyke AssoCIAtes
The Factory 2 Acre Road,
Kingston-upon-Thames KT2 6EF
T  020 8549 3434
C  David Allen/ Vanessa Ross
E  design@allenpyke.co.uk
W  www.allenpyke.co.uk
Innovative, responsive, committed, 
competitive, process. Priorities: 
people, spaces, movement, culture. 
Places: regenerate, infill, extend 
create.

AllIes & MoRRIson:
URbAn PRACtItIoneRs
85 Southwark Street, London SE1 0HX
T 020 7921 0100
C  Anthony Rifkin
E arifkin@am-up.com
W www.urbanpractitioners.co.uk
Specialist competition winning urban 
regeneration practice combining 
economic and urban design skills. 
Projects include West Ealing and 
Plymouth East End.

AMeC FosteR wheeleR
Gables House Kenilworth Road, 
Leamington Spa, Warwicks CV32 6JX
T  01926 439 000
C  David Thompson
E  david.thompson@amec.com
W www.amec.com
Masterplanning, urban design, 
development planning and 
landscape within broad-based 
multidisciplinary environmental and 
engineering consultancy.

APPlIeD_
26-27 Great Sutton Street
London EC1V ODS
T 020 7017 8488
C Richard Simon
E info@applied-espi.com
W www.applied-espi.com
Applied develops globally renowned 
wayfinding strategies and systems. 
Experts in dealing with complex 
information and environments, 
combining editorial and design 
aptitude that keeps the end user at 
the fore. Applied add value through 
well-researched and intelligent 
analysis of city legibility and a 
creative approach to information.

AReA
Grange, Linlithgow
West Lothian EH49 7RH
T  01506 843247
C  Karen Cadell/ Julia Neil
E  ask@area.uk.com
W  www.area.uk.com
Making places imaginatively to 
deliver the successful, sustainable 
and humane environments of the 
future.

ARnolD lInDen
Chartered Architect
31 Waterlow Court, Heath Close
Hampstead Way
London NW11 7DT
T 020 8455 9286
C  Arnold Linden
Integrated regeneration through the 
participation in the creative process 
of the community and the public 
at large, of streets, buildings and 
places.

AssAel ARChIteCtURe
Studio 13, 50 Carnwath Road
London SW6 3FG
T  020 7736 7744
C  Russell Pedley
E  pedley@assael.co.uk
W  www.assael.co.uk
Architects and urban designers 
covering mixed use, hotel, leisure 
and residential, including urban 
frameworks and masterplanning 
projects.

AtkIns PlC
Euston Tower, 286 Euston Road,
London NW1 3AT
T  020 7121 2000
C  Paul Reynolds
E  paul.reynolds@atkinsglobal.com
W www.atkinsglobal.co.uk
Interdisciplinary practice that offers a 
range of built environment specialists 
working together to deliver quality 
places for everybody to enjoy.

bARton wIllMoRe 
PARtneRshIP
READING
Beansheaf Farmhouse, Bourne Close, 
Calcot, Reading, Berks RG31 7BW
T  0118 943 0000
C  James de Havilland, Nick Sweet and 

Dominic Scott
MANCHESTER
Tower 12, 18/22 Bridge Street
Spinningfields
Manchester M3 3BZ
T 0161 817 4900
C Dan Mitchell
E  masterplanning@bartonwillmore.

co.uk
W www.bartonwillmore.co.uk
Concept through to implementation 
on complex sites, comprehensive 
design guides, urban regeneration, 
brownfield sites, and major urban 
expansions.

the bell CoRnwell 
PARtneRshIP
Oakview House, Station Road, Hook, 
Hampshire RG27 9TP
T  01256 766673
C  Simon Avery
E  savery@bell-cornwell.co.uk
W  www.bell-cornwell.co.uk
Specialists in Masterplanning and the 
coordination of major development 
proposals. Advisors on development 
plan representations, planning 
applications and appeals.

bIDwells
Bidwell House, Trumpington Road
Cambridge CB2 9LD
T 01223 559404
C Philip Ayres
E philip.ayres@bidwells.co.uk
W www.bidwells.co.uk
Planning, Landscape and Urban 
Design consultancy, specialising 
in Masterplanning, Townscape 
Assessment, Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment.

boyeR PlAnnInG
Crowthorne House, Nine Mile Ride
Wokingham, Berkshire RG40 3GZ
T  01344 753220
C  Steve Punter
E  stevepunter@boyerplanning.co.uk.
W  www.boyerplanning.co.uk
Offices in Wokingham, Colchester, 
Cardiff, Twickenham and London.
Planning and urban design 
consultants offering a wide range of 
services to support sites throughout 
the development process: from 
appraisals to planning applications 
and appeals.

otheR ContRIbUtoRs

• John Billingham, architect and 
planner, formerly Director of Design 
and Development at Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation

• Juliet Bidgood, architect and 
urban designer, director at NEAT and 
Vice Chair of North Devon’s UNESCO 
Biosphere Reserve

• Matthew Carmona, Professor 
of Planning and Urban Design 
and Head of the Bartlett School of 
Planning, UCL

• Richard Cole architect and 
planner, formerly Director of 
Planning and Architecture of the 
Commission for New Towns

• Mark Foster, STREET NW 
convenor, and urban designer at 
Turley

• Mark Furnival, urban designer 
and architect. Regeneration 
consultant with Camden Council

• Joe Holyoak, architect and 
urban designer

• Robert Huxford is the Director of 
the Urban Design Group

• Jonathan Kendall is Partner and 
Director of Urban Design at Fletcher 
Priest, and teaches on the MArch 
Urban Design programme at UCL

• Sebastian Loew, architect and 
planner, writer and consultant

• Jane Manning, Associate 
at Allies and Morrison, Urban 
Practitioners

• Louie Sieh, architect and 
urbanist

• Louise Thomas, independent 
urban designer

Neither the Urban Design Group nor 
the editors are responsible for views 
expressed or statements made by 
individuals writing in Urban Design

We welcome articles from our 
readers. If you wish to contribute 
to future issues, please contact the 
editors.
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boyle + sUMMeRs
Canute Chambers
Canute Road
Southampton S014 3AB
T 02380 63 1432/ 07824 698033
C Richard Summers
E Richard@boyleandsummers.co.uk
W www.boyleandsummers.co.uk
Space-shapers, place-makers, 
street designers and development 
promoters. Value generators, team 
workers and site finders. Strategists, 
pragmatists, specialists and 
generalists. Visioneers, urbanists, 
architects and masterplanners.

bPUD ltD
155 Hurdsfield Road, Macclesfield
Cheshire SK10 2QX
T 01625 262924
C Bob Phillips
E info@bpud.co.uk
W www.bpud.co.uk
A multi-disciplinary town planning 
and urban design consultancy 
dedicated to the delivery of high 
quality development solutions 
working with public, private and 
community organisations

bRoADwAy MAlyAn
3 Weybridge Business Park
Addlestone Road, Weybridge,
Surrey KT15 2BW
T 01932 845599
C Jeff Nottage
E j.nottage@broadwaymalyan.com
W www.broadwaymalyan.com
We are an international 
interdisciplinary practice which 
believes in the value of place-
making-led masterplans that are 
rooted in local context.

bRoCk CARMIChAel 
ARChIteCts
19 Old Hall Street, Liverpool L3 9JQ
T  0151 242 6222
C  Michael Cosser
E  office@brockcarmichael.co.uk
Masterplans and development 
briefs. Mixed use and brownfield 
regeneration projects. Design in 
historic and sensitive settings. 
Integrated landscape design.

bUIlDInG DesIGn PARtneRshIP
16 Brewhouse Yard, Clerkenwell, 
London EC1V 4LJ
T  020 7812 8000
C  Andrew Tindsley
E  andrew.tindsley@bdp.com
W  www.bdp.co.uk
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
T  020 7253 0808
C  Marie Burns/ Stephen Nice
E  bn@burnsnice.com
W  www.burnsnice.com
Urban design, landscape 
architecture, environmental and 
transport planning. Masterplanning, 
design and public consultation for 
community-led work.

CAPItA PRoPeRty AnD 
InFRAstRUCtURe
Alexandra Court, 36 Church Street
Great Baddow, Chelmsford
Essex CM2 7HY
T 01245 361611
C  Richard Maloney
E  richard.maloney@capita.co.uk
W www.capita.co.uk/property
Masterplans, urban design, urban 
regeneration, historic buildings, 
project management, planning, EIA, 
landscape planning and design.

CARteR jonAs
Berger House, 36-38 Berkeley Square
London W1J 5AE
T 020 7016 0720
C Rebecca Sanders
E rebecca.sanders@carterjonas.co.uk
W www.carterjonas.co.uk/our-
services/planning-development.aspx
Multidisciplinary practice working 
throughout the UK, specialising in 
urban design and masterplanning, 
place-making, new settlements 
and urban extensions, urban 
regeneration, sustainability 
and community consultation. 
Complemented by in-house 
architecture, planning, development, 
investment, property and minerals 
teams.

Ch2M hIll
Elms House, 43 Brook Green
Hammersmith, London W6 7EF
T  020 3479 8000
C  Robert Schmidt / Duncan Whatmore
E Bob.Schmidt@ch2m.com
W  www.ch2m.com
Global leader in full-service master 
planning & site optimisation, 
urban design, and programme 
management services for public & 
private clients. We are committed to 
delivering innovative, practical and 
sustainable solutions.

ChAPMAn tAyloR llP
10 Eastbourne Terrace,
London W2 6LG
T  020 7371 3000
E  ctlondon@chapmantaylor.com
W  www.chapmantaylor.com
MANCHESTER
Bass Warehouse, 4 Castle Street
Castlefield, Manchester M3 4LZ
T  0161 828 6500
E  ctmcr@chapmantaylor.com
Chapman Taylor is an international 
firm of architects and urban 
designers specialising in mixed 
use city centre regeneration and 
transport projects throughout the 
world. Offices in Bangkok, Brussels, 
Bucharest, Düsseldorf, Kiev, Madrid, 
Milan, Moscow, New Delhi, Paris, 
Prague, Sao Paulo, Shanghai and 
Warsaw.

CIty ID
23 tRenChARD stReet
Bristol BS1 5AN
T  0117 917 7000
C  Mike Rawlinson
E  mike.rawlinson@cityid.co.uk
W  cityid.co.uk
Place branding and marketing vision 
Masterplanning, urban design, 
public realm strategies, way finding 
and legibility strategies, information 
design and graphics.

ClARke kleIn & ChAUDhURI 
ARChIteCts
22 Bloomsbury Street,
London WC1B 3QJ
T  020 7637 9719
C  Wendy Clarke
E  info@ckcarchitects.com
Small design-led practice focusing 
on custom solutions for architectural, 
planning or urban design projects. 
Exploring the potential for innovative 
urban design.

ClIFton eMeRy DesIGn
3 Silverdown Office Park
Fair Oak Close, Exeter
Devon EX5 2UX
T 01392 368866
C Neil Emery or Daniel Clifton
E mail@cliftonemerydesign.co
W www.cliftonemerydesign.co.uk
Clifton Emery Design are 
placemaking specialists. We offer a 
multidisciplinary and collaborative 
approach to creating inspiring places 
and pride ourselves on the quality 
and deliverability of our proposals. 
With expertise in urban design, 
masterplanning, architecture and 
landscape architecture we help to 
balance the competing needs of 
development, ensuring schemes are 
inspiring, environmentally aware, 
technically sound and commercially 
astute.

ColoUR URbAn DesIGn lIMIteD
Milburn House, Dean Street,
Newcastle upon Tyne NE1 1LE
T  0191 242 4224
LONDON OFFICE
94 Euston Street, London NW1 2HA
T  0207 387 8560
C  Peter Owens
E  design@colour-udl.com
W  www.colour-udl.com
Office also in London. Design 
oriented projects with full client 
participation. Public spaces, 
regeneration, development, 
Masterplanning, residential, 
education and healthcare.

ConRoy CRowe kelly 
ARChIteCts & URbAn 
DesIGneRs
65 Merrion Square, Dublin 2
T  00 353 1 661 3990
C  Clare Burke
E  clareburke@cck.ie
W  www.cck.ie
Architecture, urban design, 
Masterplanning, village studies. 
Mixed use residential developments 
with a strong identity and sense of 
place.

DAVID hUskIsson AssoCIAtes
17 Upper Grosvenor Road,
Tunbridge Wells, Kent TN1 2DU
T  01892 527828
C  Nicola Brown
E  dha@dha-landscape.co.uk
W www.dha-landscape.co.uk
Landscape consultancy offering 
Masterplanning, streetscape 
and urban park design, estate 
restoration, environmental impact 
assessments.

DAVID loCk AssoCIAtes ltD
50 North Thirteenth Street,
Central Milton Keynes,
Milton Keynes MK9 3BP
T  01908 666276
C  Will Cousins
E  mail@davidlock.com
W  www.davidlock.com
Strategic planning studies, 
area development frameworks, 
development briefs, design 
guidelines, Masterplanning, 
implementation strategies, 
environmental statements.

DeFIne
Unit 6, 133-137 Newhall Street
Birmingham B3 1SF
T 0121 237 1901
C  Andy Williams
E  enquiries@wearedefine.com
W  www.wearedefine.com
Define specialises in the promotion, 
shaping and assessment of 
development. Our work focuses on 
strategic planning, masterplanning, 
urban design codes, EIA, TVIA, estate 
strategies, public realm design, 
consultation strategies, urban design 
audits and expert witness.

DhA PlAnnInG & URbAn 
DesIGn
Eclipse House, Eclipse Park, 
Sittingbourne Road, Maidstone,
Kent ME14 3EN
T  01622 776226
C  Matthew Woodhead
E  info@dhaplanning.co.uk
W  dhaplanning.co.uk
Planning and Urban Design 
Consultancy offering a full range 
of Urban Design services including 
Masterplanning, development briefs 
and design statements.

Doyle town PlAnnInG & 
URbAn DesIGn
86-90 Paul Street
London EC2A 4NE
T 020 3305 7476
C Michael Doyle
E michaeldoyle.doyle@gmail.com
W www.michael-doyle.com
Urban design and masterplanning 
practice specialising in placemaking 
at the interface with transport 
infrastructures, city and city centre 
design, historic quarters, new 
settlements and extensions.

FARRells
7 Hatton Street, London NW8 8PL
T  020 7258 3433
C Max Farrell
E mfarrell@terryfarrell.co.uk
W  www.terryfarrell.com
Architectural, urban design, planning 
and Masterplanning services. 
New buildings, refurbishment, 
conference/exhibition centres and 
visitor attractions.

FAUlkneRbRowns
Dobson House, Northumbrian Way, 
Newcastle upon Tyne NE12 0QW
T  0191 268 3007
C  Ben Sykes
E  info@faulknerbrowns.co.uk
W  www.faulknerbrowns.co.uk
Formed in 1962, FaulknerBrowns is 
a regionally-based architectural 
design practice with a national 
and international reputation. 
From a workload based initially on 
education, library and sports and 
leisure buildings, the practice’s 
current workload also extends 
across a number of sectors including 
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masterplanning, offices, healthcare, 
commercial mixed use, industrial 
and residential, for both private and 
public sector clients.

FeRIA URbAnIsM
Second Floor Studio, 11 Fernside Road
Bournemouth, Dorset BH9 2LA
T  01202 548676
C  Richard Eastham
E  info@feria-urbanism.eu
W  www.feria-urbanism.eu
Expertise in urban planning, 
masterplanning and public 
participation. Specialisms include 
design for the night time economy, 
urban design skills training and local 
community engagement.

FletCheR PRIest ARChIteCts
Middlesex House
34/42 Cleveland Street
London W1T 4JE
T  020 7034 2200
F  020 7637 5347
C  Jonathan Kendall
E  london@fletcherpriest.com
W  www.fletcherpreist.com
Work ranges from city-scale 
masterplans (Stratford City, Riga) to 
architectural commissions for high-
profile professional clients.

FPCR enVIRonMent
& DesIGn ltD
Lockington Hall, Lockington
Derby DE74 2RH
T  01509 672772
C  Tim Jackson
E  tim.jackson@fpcr.co.uk
W  www.fpcr.co.uk
Integrated design and 
environmental practice. Specialists 
in Masterplanning, urban and mixed 
use regeneration, development 
frameworks, EIAs and public 
inquiries.

FRAMewoRk ARChIteCtURe 
AnD URbAn DesIGn
3 Marine Studios, Burton Lane,
Burton Waters, Lincoln LN1 2WN
T  01522 535383
C  Gregg Wilson
E  info@frameworklincoln.co.uk
W www.frameworklincoln.co.uk
Architecture and urban design. A 
commitment to the broader built 
environment and the particular 
dynamic of a place and the design 
opportunities presented.

GARsDAle DesIGn lIMIteD
High Branthwaites, Frostrow, 
Sedbergh, Cumbria, LA10 5JR
T  015396 20875
C  Derrick Hartley
E  Info@garsdaledesign.co.uk
W  www.garsdaledesign.co.uk
GDL provides Masterplanning and 
urban design, architecture and 
heritage services developed through 
25 years wide ranging experience in 
the UK and Middle East.

Globe ConsUltAnts ltD
26 Westgate, Lincoln LN1 3BD
T  01522 546483
C  Lynette Swinburne
lynette.swinburne@globelimited.co.uk
W  www.globelimited.co.uk
Provides urban design, planning, 
economic and cultural development 
services across the UK and 
internationally, specialising in 
sustainable development solutions, 
masterplanning and regeneration.

GIllesPIes
Environment by Design
GLASGOW
21 Carlton Court, Glasgow G5 9JP
T  0141 420 8200
C  Brian M Evans
E  admin.glasgow@gillespies.co.uk
MANCHESTER
T  0161 928 7715
C  Jim Gibson
E  jim.gibson@gillespies.co.uk
OXFORD
T  01865 326789
C  Paul F Taylor
E  admin.oxford@gillespies.co.uk
W www.gillespies.co.uk
Urban design, landscape 
architecture, architecture, planning, 
environmental assessment, 
planning supervisors and project 
management.

GM DesIGn AssoCIAtes ltD
22 Lodge Road, Coleraine
Co. Londonderry BT52 1NB
Northern Ireland
T  028 703 56138
C  Bill Gamble
E  bill.gamble@g-m-design.co.uk
W   www.g-m-design.com
Architecture, town and country 
planning, urban design, landscape 
architecture, development 
frameworks and briefs, feasibility 
studies, sustainability appraisals, 
public participation and community 
engagement.

hAnkInson DUCkett 
AssoCIAtes
The Stables, Howberry Park, Benson 
Lane, Wallingford OX10 8BA
T  01491 838 175
C  Brian Duckett
E  consult@hda-enviro.co.uk
W www.hda-enviro.co.uk
An approach which adds value 
through innovative solutions. 
Development planning, new 
settlements, environmental 
assessment, re-use of redundant 
buildings.

hAwkIns\bRown
60 Bastwick Street, London EC1V 3TN
T  020 7336 8030
C  David Bickle
E  davidbickle@hawkinsbrown.co.uk
W  www.hawkinsbrown.co.uk
Multi-disciplinary architecture and 
urban design practice specialising in 
mixed use regeneration, educational 
Masterplanning, sustainable rural 
development frameworks, transport 
infrastructure and public urban realm 
design.

hok InteRnAtIonAl ltD
Qube, 90 Whitfield Street
London W1T 4EZ
T  020 7636 2006
C  Tim Gale
E  tim.gale@hok.com
W www.hok.com
HOK delivers design of the highest 
quality. It is one of Europe’s leading 
architectural practices, offering 
experienced people in a diverse 
range of building types, skills and 
markets.

htA DesIGn llP
106-110 Kentish Town Road
London NW1 9PX
T 020 7485 8555
C Simon Bayliss
E simon.bayliss@hta.co.uk
W www.hta.co.uk
HTA Design LLP is a multi-disciplinary 
practice of architecture, landscape 
design, planning, urban design, 
sustainability, graphic design and 
communications based in London 
and Edinburgh, specialising in 
regeneration. Offices in London & 
Edinburgh.

hylAnD eDGAR DRIVeR
One Wessex Way, Colden Common, 
Winchester, Hants SO21 1WG
T  01962 711 600
C  John Hyland
E  hed@heduk.com
W  www.heduk.com
Innovative problem solving, driven 
by cost efficiency and sustainability, 
combined with imagination and 
coherent aesthetic of the highest 
quality.

IbI tAyloR yoUnG
Chadsworth House, Wilmslow Road, 
Handforth, Cheshire SK9 3HP
T  01625 542200
C  Stephen Gleave
E  stephengleave@tayloryoung.co.uk
LIVERPOOL
T  0151 702 6500
W www.tayloryoung.co.uk
Urban design, planning and 
development. Town studies, housing, 
commercial, distribution, health and 
transportation. Specialist in urban 
design training.

IDP GRoUP
27 Spon Street
Coventry CV1 3BA
T 024 7652 7600
C Luke Hillson
E lhillson@idpgroup.com
www.weareidp.com
We are IDP. We enhance daily life 
through architecture. We use design 
creativity, logic, collaboration and 
pragmatism to realise places and 
space. Ideas, delivered.

john thoMPson & PARtneRs
23-25 Great Sutton Street,
London ECIV 0DN
T  020 7017 1780
C  Marcus Adams
E  info@jtp.co.uk
EDINBURGH
2nd Floor Venue studios, 15-21
Calton Road, Edinburgh EH8 8DL
T  0131 272 2762
C  Alan Stewart
E  info@jtp.co.uk
W  www.jtp.co.uk
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
T  01865 863642
C  Jon Rowland
E  jonrowland@jrud.co.uk
W  www.jrud.co.uk
Urban design, urban regeneration, 
development frameworks, site 
appraisals, town centre studies, 
design guidance, public participation 
and Masterplanning.

PhIl jones AssoCIAtes
Seven House, High Street
Longbridge, Birmingham B31 2UQ
T 0121 475 0234
C Nigel Millington
E nigel@philjonesassociates.co.uk
W www.philjonesassociates.co.uk/
One of the UK’s leading independent 
transport specialists offering the 
expertise to deliver high quality, 
viable developments which are 
design-led and compliant with urban 
design best practice.

kAy ellIott
5-7 Meadfoot Road, Torquay, Devon 
TQ1 2JP
T  01803 213553
C  Mark Jones
E  admin@kayelliott.co.uk
W  www.kayelliott.co.uk
International studio with 30 year 
history of imaginative architects and 
urban designers, creating buildings 
and places that enhance their 
surroundings and add financial value.

lAnDsCAPe PRojeCts
31 Blackfriars Road, Salford
Manchester M3 7AQ
T 0161 839 8336
C Neil Swanson
E post@landscapeprojects.co.uk
W www.landscapeprojects.co.uk
We work at the boundary between 
architecture, urban and landscape 
design, seeking innovative, sensitive 
design and creative thinking. Offices 
in Manchester & London.

lAnD Use ConsUltAnts
43 Chalton Street, London NW1 1JD
T 020 7383 5784
C Adrian Wikeley
E london@landuse.co.uk
GLASGOW
37 Otago Street, Glasgow G12 8JJ
T 0141 334 9595
C Martin Tabor
E glasgow@landuse.co.uk
W www.landuse.co.uk
Urban regeneration, landscape 
design, masterplanning, sustainable 
development, environmental 
planning, environmental assessment, 
landscape planning and 
management. Offices also in Bristol 
and Edinburgh.

lAnPRo seRVICes
4 St Mary's House
Duke Street, Norwich NR3 1QA
T 01603 631 319
C Jun Lee
E jun@lanproservices.co.uk
W www.lanproservices.co.uk
Multi-disciplinary consultancy 
providing specialist advice in 
the fields of town planning, 
masterplanning, urban design, 
project management and monitoring, 
landscape architecture and interior 
design.
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lAVIGne lonsDAle ltD
38 Belgrave Crescent, Camden
Bath BA1 5JU
T  01225 421539
TRURO
55 Lemon Street, Truro
Cornwall TR1 2PE
T  01872 273118
C  Martyn Lonsdale
E  martyn@lavignelonsdale.co.uk
W  www.lavigne.co.uk
We are an integrated practice of 
masterplanners, Urban Designers, 
Landscape Architects and Product 
Designers. Experienced in large 
scale, mixed use and residential 
Masterplanning, health, education, 
regeneration, housing, parks, public 
realm and streetscape design.

lDA DesIGn
14-17 Wells Mews, London W1T 3HF
T  020 7467 1470
C Vaughan Anderson
vaughan.anderson@lda-design.co.uk
W www.lda-design.co.uk
GLASGOW
Sovereign House,  
158 West Regent Street 
Glasgow G2 4RL
T 0141 2229780
C Kirstin Taylor
E Kirstin.taylor@lda-design.co.uk
Offices also in Oxford, Peterborough 
& Exeter
Multidisciplinary firm covering all 
aspects of Masterplanning, urban 
regeneration, public realm design, 
environmental impact and community 
involvement.

leVItt beRnsteIn
AssoCIAtes ltD
1 Kingsland Passage, London E8 2BB
T  020 7275 7676
C  Glyn Tully
E  post@levittbernstein.co.uk
W  www.levittbernstein.co.uk
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
T  01392 444334
C  John Baulch
E  jbaulch@ex.lhc.net
W www.lhc.net
Urban designers, architects and 
landscape architects, providing an 
integrated approach to strategic 
visioning, regeneration, urban 
renewal, Masterplanning and 
public realm projects. Creative, 
knowledgeable, practical, 
passionate.

lIZ lAke AssoCIAtes
Western House, Chapel Hill
Stansted Mountfitchet
Essex CM24 8AG
T  01279 647044
C  Matt Lee
E  office@lizlake.com
W  www.lizlake.com
Urban fringe/brownfield sites where 
an holistic approach to urban design, 
landscape, and ecological issues 
can provide robust design solutions.

lsI ARChIteCts llP
The Old Drill Hall, 23 A Cattle Market 
Street, Norwich NR1 3DY
T  01603 660711
C  David Thompson
david.thompson@lsiarchitects.co.uk
W www.lsiarchitects.co.uk
Large scale Masterplanning and 
visualisation in sectors such as 
health, education and business, and 
new sustainable settlements.

MAlColM MooR URbAn DesIGn
27 Ock Mill Close, Abingdon
Oxon OX14 1SP
T  01235 550122
C  Malcolm Moor
E  malcolmmoor@aol.com
W  www.moorud.com
Master planning of new communities, 
urban design, residential, urban 
capacity and ecofitting studies, 
design involvement with major 
international projects.

MelVIlle DUnbAR AssoCIAtes
Studio 2, Griggs Business Centre
West Street, Coggeshall, Essex CO6 1NT
T  01376 562828
C  Melville Dunbar
E  info@melvilledunbarassociates.com
W www.melvilledunbarassociates.com
Architecture, urban design, planning, 
Masterplanning, new towns, urban 
regeneration, conservation studies, 
design guides, townscape studies, 
design briefs.

MetRoPolIs PlAnnInG AnD 
DesIGn
4 Underwood Row, London N1 7LQ
T 020 7324 2662
C Greg Cooper
E info@metropolis.com
W ww.metropolispd.com
Metropolitan urban design solutions 
drawn from a multi-disciplinary 
studio of urban designers, architects, 
planners and heritage architects.

MoUChel
209-215 Blackfriars Road
London SE1 8NL
T  020 7803 2600
C  Ludovic Pittie
E  Ludovic.Pittie@mouchel.com
W  www.mouchel.com
Integrated urban design, transport 
and engineering consultancy, 
changing the urban landscape in a 
positive manner, creating places for 
sustainable living.

nAthAnIel lIChFIelD & 
PARtneRs ltD
14 Regent’s Wharf, All Saints Street,
London N1 9RL
T  020 7837 4477
C  Nick Thompson
E  nthompson@lichfields.co.uk
W  www.nlpplanning.com
Also at Newcastle upon Tyne and 
Cardiff
Urban design, Masterplanning, 
heritage/conservation, visual 
appraisal, regeneration, daylight/
sunlight assessments, public realm 
strategies.

new MAsteRPlAnnInG lIMIteD
2nd Floor, 107 Bournemouth Road,
Poole, Dorset BH14 9HR
T  01202 742228
C  Andy Ward
E  office@newMasterplanning.com
W  www.newMasterplanning.com
Our skills combine strategic planning 
with detailed implementation, 
design flair with economic rigour, 
independent thinking with a 
partnership approach.

nICholAs PeARson 
AssoCIAtes
30 Brock Street, Bath BA1 2LN
T  01225 445548
C Simon Kale
E info@npaconsult.co.uk
W www.npaconsult.co.uk
Masterplanning, public realm 
design, streetscape analysis, 
concept and detail designs. Also full 
landscape architecture service, EIA, 
green infrastructure, ecology and 
biodiversity, environmental planning 
and management.

njbA A + U
34 Upper Baggot Street
Dublin 4, IRE – D4, Ireland 
T  00 353 1 678 8068
C  Noel J Brady
E  njbarchitects@eircom.net
W  www.12publishers.com/njba.htm
Integrated landscapes, urban 
design, town centres and squares, 
strategic design and planning.

noDe URbAn DesIGn
33 Holmfield Road
Leicester LE2 1SE
T 0116 2708742
C Nigel Wakefield
E nwakefield@nodeurbandesign.com
W www.nodeurbandesign.com
An innovative team of urban design, 
landscape and heritage consultants 
who believe that good design adds 
value. Providing sustainable urban 
design and masterplan solutions 
at all scales of development with a 
focus on the creation of a sense of 
place.

noVell tUllett
The Old Mess Room
Home Farm 
Barrow Gurney BS48 3RW
T  01275 462476
C  Simon Lindsley
E bristol@novelltullett.co.uk
W  www.novelltullett.co.uk
Urban design, landscape 
architecture and environmental 
planning.

PAUl DRew DesIGn ltD
23-25 Great Sutton Street
London EC1V 0DN
T  020 7017 1785
C  Paul Drew
E  pdrew@pauldrewdesign.co.uk
W  www.pauldrewdesign.co.uk
Masterplanning, urban design, 
residential and mixed use design. 
Creative use of design codes and 
other briefing material.

PD lAne AssoCIAtes
1 Church Road, Greystones
County Wicklow, Ireland
T  00 353 1287 6697
C  Malcolm Lane
E  dlane@pdlane.ie
W www.pdlane.ie
Urban design, architecture and 
planning consultancy, specialising 
in Masterplanning, development 
frameworks, site layouts, 
applications, appeals, project co-
ordination.

PeGAsUs GRoUP
Pegasus House
Querns Business Centre
Whitworth Road, Cirencester GL7 1RT
T 01285 641717
C Michael Carr
E mike.carr@pegasuspg.co.uk
W www.pegasuspg.co.uk
Masterplanning, detailed layout 
and architectural design, design 
and access statements, design 
codes, sustainable design, 
development briefs, development 
frameworks, expert witness, 
community involvement and 
sustainability appraisal. Part of the 
multidisciplinary Pegasus Group.

PhIlIP CAVe AssoCIAtes
70 Cowcross Street, London EC1M 6EJ
T  020 7250 0077
C  Philip Cave
E  principal@philipcave.com
W  www.philipcave.com
Design-led practice with innovative 
yet practical solutions to 
environmental opportunities in urban 
regeneration. Specialist expertise in 
landscape architecture.

PlAInVIew PlAnnInG
5 Strand Court, Bath Road
Cheltenham GL53 7LW
T 01242 501 003
C Adam Rabone
E adam@plainview.co.uk
W www.plainview.co.uk

PlAnIt i.e. llP
The Planit Group, 2 Back Grafton Street
Altrincham, Cheshire WA14 1DY
T  0161 928 9281
C  Peter Swift
E info@planit-ie.com
W  www.planit-ie.com
Public realm solutions informed by 
robust urban design. We create 
quality spaces for people to live, 
work, play and enjoy.

+PlUs URbAn DesIGn ltD
Spaceworks, Benton Park Road
Newcastle upon Tyne NE7 7LX
T 0844 800 6660
C Richard Charge, Tony Wyatt
E richardcharge@plusud.co.uk
W www.plusud.co.uk
Specialist practice providing strate-
gic masterplanning, urban design 
guidance, analysis, character 
assessment and independent design 
advisory expertise.

PM DeVeReUX
200 Upper Richmond Road,
London SW15 2SH
T  020 8780 1800
C Alex Johnson
E  Alex.johnson@pmdevereux.com
W www.pmdevereux.com
Adding value through innovative, 
ambitious solutions in complex urban 
environments.
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PoD
99 Galgate,Barnard Castle
Co Durham DL12 8ES
T 0845 872 7288
C  Andy Dolby
E andy@podbarnardcastle.co.uk
NEWCASTLE
G27 Toffee Factory
Lower Steenbergs Yard
Newcastle Upon Tyne NE1 2DF
C  Craig Van Bedaf
W  www.designbypod.co.uk
Masterplanning, site appraisal, 
layout and architectural design. 
Development frameworks, urban 
regeneration, design codes, briefs 
and design and access statements.

PollARD thoMAs eDwARDs 
ARChIteCts
Diespeker Wharf, 38 Graham Street,
London N1 8JX
T  020 7336 7777
C  Robin Saha-Choudhury
 Andrew Beharrell
E robin.saha-choudhury@ptea.co.uk
W  www.ptea.co.uk
Masterplanners, urban designers, 
developers, architects, listed building 
and conservation area designers; 
specialising in inner city mixed use 
high density regeneration.

PRojeCt CentRe ltD
Fourth Floor Westgate House
Westgate, London W5 1YY
T  020 7421 8222
C  David Moores
E  info@projectcentre.co.uk
W  www.projectcentre.co.uk
Landscape architecture, public realm 
design, urban regeneration, street 
lighting design, planning supervision, 
traffic and transportation, parking 
and highway design.

PRP ARChIteCts
10 Lindsey Street,
London EC1A 9HP
T 020 7653 1200
C Andy von Bradsky
E lon.prp@prparchitects.co.uk
Architects, planners, urban 
designers and landscape architects, 
specialising in housing, urban 
regeneration, health, education and 
leisure projects.

RAnDAll thoRP
Canada House, 3 Chepstow Street, 
Manchester M1 5FW
T  0161 228 7721
C  Pauline Randall
E  mail@randallthorp.co.uk
W www.randallthorp.co.uk
Masterplanning for new 
developments and settlements, 
infrastructure design and urban 
renewal, design guides and design 
briefing, public participation.

RAnDoM GReenwAy 
ARChIteCts
Soper Hall, Harestone Valley Road
Caterham Surrey CR3 6HY
T  01883 346 441
C  R Greenway
E  rg@randomgreenwayarchitects.

co.uk
Architecture, planning and urban 
design. New build, regeneration, 
refurbishment and restoration.

RIChARD ColeMAn 
CItyDesIGneR
14 Lower Grosvenor Place,
London SW1W 0EX
T  020 7630 4880
C Lakshmi Varma
E  r.coleman@citydesigner.com
Advice on architectural quality, 
urban design, and conservation, 
historic buildings and townscape. 
Environmental statements, listed 
buildings/area consent applications.

RIChARDs PARtInGton 
ARChIteCts
Unit G, Reliance Wharf,
Hertford Road, London N1 5EW
T  020 7241 7770
C  Richard Partington
E  post@rparchitects.co.uk
W  www.rparchitects.co.uk
Urban design, housing, retail, 
education, sustainability and 
commercial projects that take 
a responsible approach to the 
environment and resources.

RIChARD ReID & AssoCIAtes
Whitely Farm, Ide Hill,  
Sevenoaks TN14 6BS
T  01732 741417
C  Richard Reid
E rreid@richardreid.co.uk
W www.richardreid.co.uk

RPs
Bristol, Cambridge, London, Newark, 
Southampton & Swindon
T  0800 587 9939
E  rpspte@rpsplc.co.uk
W  www.rpsgroup.com
Part of the RPS Group providing a 
wide range of urban design services 
including Masterplanning and 
development frameworks, design 
guides and statements.

sAVIlls (l&P) lIMIteD
33 Margaret Street
London W1G 0JD
T  020 3320 8242
W  www.savills.com
SOUTHAMPTON
2 Charlotte Place,
Southampton SO14 0TB
T  02380 713900
C  Peter Frankum
E  pfrankum@savills.com
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.

sCott bRownRIGG ltD 
St Catherines Court, 46-48 Portsmouth 
Road, Guildford GU2 4DU
T  01483 568 686
C Alex Baker
E  a.baker@scottbrownrigg.com
W  www.scottbrownrigg.com
Integrated service of architecture, 
urban design, planning, 
Masterplanning, involved in several 
mixed use schemes regenerating 
inner city and brownfield sites.

sCott tAllon wAlkeR 
ARChIteCts
19 Merrion Square, Dublin 2
T  00 353 1 669 3000
C  Philip Jackson
E mail@stwarchitects.com
W  www.stwarchitects.com
Award winning international practice 
covering all aspects of architecture, 
urban design and planning.

sCott woRsFolD AssoCIAtes
The Studio, 22 Ringwood Road
Longham, Dorset BH22 9AN
T 01202 580902
C Gary Worsfold / Alister Scott
E gary@sw-arch.com / alister@
sw-arch.com
W www.garyworsfoldarchitecture.
co.uk
An award winning practice of 
chartered architects, urban 
designers and experts in 
conservation, all with exceptional 
graphic skills and an enviable record 
in planning consents.

shAFFRey AssoCIAtes
29 Lower Ormond Quay, Dublin 1
T  00 353 1872 5602
C  Gráinne Shaffrey
E  studio@shaffrey.ie
W www.shaffrey.ie
Urban conservation and design, with 
a particular commitment to the
regeneration of historic urban 
centres, small towns and villages, 
including new development.

sheIls Flynn ltD
Bank House High Street, Docking,
Kings Lynn PE31 8NH
T  01485 518304
C  Eoghan Sheils
E  norfolk@sheilsflynn.com
W www.sheilsflynn.com
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
T  020 7841 7500
C  Steven Pidwill
E  stevenpidwill@seh.co.uk
W www.seh.co.uk
SEH is a user-friendly, award-
winning architects firm, known for 
its work in regeneration, education, 
housing, Masterplanning, mixed use 
and healthcare projects.

shePPARD Robson
77 Parkway, Camden Town,
London NW1 7PU
T  020 7504 1700
C  Charles Scott
E  charles.scott@sheppardrobson.com
W  www.sheppardrobson.com
MANCHESTER
27th Floor, City Tower, Piccadilly Plaza
Manchester M1 4BD
T  0161 233 8900
Planners, urban designers and 
architects. Strategic planning, urban 
regeneration, development planning, 
town centre renewal, new settlement 
planning.

sIGnet URbAn DesIGn
Rowe House, 10 East Parade
Harrogate HG1 5LT
T 01423 857510
C Richard Walshaw
E walshawr@signetplanning.com
W www.signetplanning.com
A team of talented urban 
design professionals providing 
masterplanning, detailed layout 
and architectural design, design 
and access statements, design 
codes and development frameworks 
throughout the UK.

sMeeDen FoReMAn ltD
Somerset House, Low Moor Lane
Scotton, Knaresborough HG5 9JB
T  01423 863369
C  Mark Smeeden
E  office@smeeden.foreman.co.uk
W  www.smeedenforeman.co.uk
Ecology, landscape architecture 
and urban design. Environmental 
assessment, detailed design, 
contract packages and site 
supervision.

soltys: bRewsteR ConsUltInG
4 Stangate House, Stanwell Road
Penarth, Vale of Glamorgan CF64 2AA
T  029 2040 8476
C  Simon Brewster
E  enquiry@soltysbrewster.co.uk
W  www.soltysbrewster.co.uk
Urban design, masterplans, 
design strategies, visual impact, 
environmental assessment, 
regeneration of urban space, 
landscape design and project 
management.

sPACehUb
Grimsby Street Studio,  
20a Grimsby Street
London E2 6ES
T 020 7739 6699
C Giles Charlton
E giles@spacehubdesign.com
W www.spacehubdesign.com
spacehub is a young design 
studio, specialising in public realm, 
landscape, ecology and urban 
design. We are passionate and 
committed to creative thinking and 
collaborative working.

sPAwFoRths
Junction 41 Business Court, East 
Ardsley, Leeds WF3 2AB
T  01924 873873
C  Adrian Spawforth
E  info@spawforths.co.uk
W  www.spawforths.co.uk
Urbanism with planners and 
architects specialising in 
Masterplanning, community 
engagement, visioning and 
development frameworks.

stRIDe tReGlown 
Promenade House, The Promenade
Clifton Down, Bristol BS8 3NE
T 0117 974 3271
C Graham Stephens
grahamstephens@stridetreglown.com
W www.stridetreglown.com/

stUARt tURneR AssoCIAtes
12 Ledbury, Great Linford,
Milton Keynes MK14 5DS
T  01908 678672
C  Stuart Turner
E  st@studiost.co.uk
W  www.studiost.co.uk
Architecture, urban design and 
environmental planning, the 
design of new settlements, urban 
regeneration and site development 
studies.

stUDIo | ReAl
Oxford Centre for Innovation
New Road, Oxford OX1 1BY
T  01865 261461
C  Roger Evans
E  design@studioreal.co.uk
W  www.studioreal.co.uk
Urban regeneration, quarter 
frameworks and design briefs, town 
centre strategies, movement in towns, 
Masterplanning and development 
economics.
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teRRA FIRMA ConsUltAnCy
Cedar Court, 5 College Street
Petersfield GU31 4AE
T  01730 262040
C  Lionel Fanshawe
E  contact@terrafirmaconsultancy.

com
W www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com
Independent landscape architectural 
practice with considerable urban 
design experience at all scales from 
EIA to project delivery throughout UK 
and overseas.

thRIVe
Building 300, The Grange
Romsey Road, Michelmersh
Romsey SO51 0AE
T 01794 367703
C  Gary Rider
E  Gary.Rider@thrivearchitects.co.uk
W   www.thrivearchitects.co.uk
Award winning multi-disciplinary 
practice encompassing architecture, 
urban design, masterplanning, 
design coding, regeneration, 
development frameworks, 
sustainable design/planning and 
construction. Residential and 
retirement care specialists.

tIbbAlDs PlAnnInG & URbAn 
DesIGn
19 Maltings Place, 169 Tower Bridge 
Road, London SE1 3JB
T  020 7089 2121
C Katja Stille
E  mail@tibbalds.co.uk
W  www.tibbalds.co.uk
Multi-disciplinary practice of urban 
designers, architects and planners. 
Provides expertise from concept 
to implementation in regeneration, 
masterplanning, urban design and 
design management to public and 
private sector clients.

townsCAPe solUtIons
208 Lightwoods Hill, Smethwick
West Midlands B67 5EH
T  0121 429 6111
C  Kenny Brown
E  kbrown@townscapesolutions.co.uk
W  www.townscapesolutions.co.uk
Specialist urban design practice 
offering a wide range of services 
including masterplans, site layouts, 
design briefs, design and access 
statements, expert witness and 3D 
illustrations.

tP bennett llP
One America Street, London SE1 0NE
T  020 7208 2029
C  Peter Davis
E Peter.Davis@tpbennett.com
W www.tpbennett.com
Development planning, urban 
design, conservation and 
Masterplanning – making places 
and adding value through creative, 
progressive, dynamic and joyful 
exploration.

tURley
10th Floor, 1 New York Street
Manchester M1 4HD
T  0161 233 7676
C Jaimie Ferguson – Director of Urban 
Design & Masterplanning
E jferguson@turley.co.uk
W www.turley.co.uk
Offices also in Belfast, Birmingham, 
Bristol, Cardiff, Edinburgh, Glasgow, 
Leeds and Southampton.
Integrated urban design, 
masterplanning, sustainability 
and heritage services provided 
at all project stages and scales 

of development. Services include 
visioning, townscape analysis, 
design guides and public realm 
resolution

tweeD nUttAll wARbURton
Chapel House, City Road
Chester CH1 3AE
T  01244 310388
C  John Tweed
E  entasis@tnw-architecture.co.uk
W  www.tnw-architecture.co.uk
Architecture and urban design, 
Masterplanning. Urban waterside 
environments. Community teamwork 
enablers. Visual impact assessments.

URbAn DesIGn FUtURes
34/1 Henderson Row 
Edinburgh EH3 5DN
T  0131 557 8944
C  Selby Richardson
E  info@urbandesignfutures.co.uk
W  www.urbandesignfutures.co.uk
Innovative urban design, planning 
and landscape practice specialising 
in Masterplanning, new settlements, 
urban regeneration, town and village 
studies.

URbAn InItIAtIVes stUDIo
Exmouth House, 3-11 Pine Street
London EC1R 0JH
T 0203 567 0716
C Hugo Nowell
E h.nowell@uistudio.co.uk
W www.uistudio.co.uk
Urban design, transportation, 
regeneration, development planning.

URbAn InnoVAtIons
1st Floor, Wellington Buildings,
2 Wellington Street, Belfast BT16HT
T  028 9043 5060
C  Tony Stevens/ Agnes Brown
E  ui@urbaninnovations.co.uk
W www.urbaninnovations.co.uk
The partnership provides not only 
feasibility studies and assists in site 
assembly for complex projects but 
also full architectural services for 
major projects.

URbeD (URbAnIsM 
enVIRonMent & DesIGn)
MANCHESTER
10 Little Lever Street,
Manchester M1 1HR
T 0161 200 5500
C  John Sampson
E  info@urbed.coop
W  www.urbed.coop
LONDON
The Building Centre
26 Store Street, London WC1E 7BT
C Nicholas Falk
T 07811 266538
Sustainable Urbanism, 
Masterplanning, Urban Design, 
Retrofitting, Consultation, Capacity 
Building, Research, Town Centres 
and Regeneration.

URs InFRAstRUCtURe & 
enVIRonMent
6-8 Greencoat Place
London SW1P 1PL
T 020 7798 5137
C Ben Castell
E ben.castell@scottwilson.com
W www.ursglobal.com
Also at Birmingham, Leeds, 
Manchester and Plymouth
Urban design, planning, landscape, 
economic and architectural 
design expertise supported by 
comprehensive multidisciplinary 
skills.

VInCent AnD GoRbInG ltD
Sterling Court, Norton Road, 
Stevenage, Hertfordshire SG1 2JY
T  01438 316331
C  Richard Lewis
E  urban.designers@vincent-gorbing.

co.uk
W  www.vincent-gorbing.co.uk
Masterplanning, design statements, 
character assessments, development 
briefs, residential layouts and urban 
capacity exercises.

weI yAnG & PARtneRs
4 Devonshire Street
London W1W 5DT
T 020 3102 8565
C Dr Wei Yang
E info@weiyangandpartners.co.uk 
W www.weiyangandpartners.co.uk
Independent multi-disciplinary 
company driven by a commitment to 
shape more sustainable and liveable 
cities. Specialising in low-carbon city 
development strategies, sustainable 
large-scale new settlement master 
plans, urban regeneration, urban 
and public realm design, mixed 
use urban complex design and 
community building strategies.

west wADDy ADP llP
The Malthouse, 60 East St. Helen 
Street, Abingdon, Oxon OX14 5EB
T  01235 523139
C  Philip Waddy
E  enquiries@westwaddy-adp.co.uk
W  westwaddy-adp.co.uk
Experienced and multi-disciplinary 
team of urban designers, architects 
and town planners offering a full 
range of urban design services.

whIte ConsUltAnts
Enterprise House, 127-129 Bute Street
Cardiff CF10 5LE
T  029 2043 7841
C  Simon White
E sw@whiteconsultants.co.uk
W www.whiteconsultants.co.uk
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.

wyG PlAnnInG & 
enVIRonMent
100 St. John Street  
London EC1M 4EH
T 020 7250 7500
C Colin James
E colin.james@wyg.com
W www.wyg.com
Offices throughout the UK
Creative urban design and 
masterplanning with a contextual 
approach to place-making and a 
concern for environmental, social 
and economic sustainability.

yellow book ltD
39/2 Gardner’s Crescent
Edinburgh EH3 8DG
T  0131 229 0179
C  John Lord
E  john.lord@yellowbookltd.com
W  www.yellowbookltd.com
Place-making, urban regeneration 
and economic development involving 
creative and cultural industries, 
tourism and labour market research.

eDUCAtIon InDeX

AnGlIA RUskIn UnIVeRsIty
Department of Engineering & Built 
Environment, Marconi Building
Rivermead Campus, Bishop Hall Lane
Chelmsford CM1 1SQ
T 01245 683 3952 
C Dr Dellé Odeleye 
E  delle.odeleye@anglia.ac.uk
W Full time:
  www.anglia.ac.uk/ruskin/en/

home/prospectus/pg/Urban_
Design.html

 Part time:
  www.anglia.ac.uk/ruskin/en/

home/prospectus/pg/_urban_
design.html

MSc in Urban Design, Post Grad 
Diploma or Certificate in Urban 
Design. The emphasis is on 
sustainable urban design and 
cultural approaches to place-
shaping. The course is based upon 
key requirements in the 'Recognised 
Practitioner in Urban Design' 
designation. It can be taken full time 
(1 year) or part time (2 years).

CARDIFF UnIVeRsIty
Welsh School of Architecture and 
School of City & Regional Planning 
Glamorgan Building
King Edward VII Avenue
Cardiff CF10 3WA
T  029 2087 5972/029 2087 5961
C  Allison Dutoit, Marga Munar Bauza
E  dutoit@Cardiff.ac.uk
 bauzamm@cf.ac.uk
W  www.cardiff.ac.uk/cplan/ma_

urbandesign
One year full-time and two year part-
time MA in Urban Design.

eDInbURGh sChool oF 
ARChIteCtURe AnD  
lAnDsCAPe ARChIteCtURe
ECA University of Edinburgh
Lauriston Place, Edinburgh EH3 9DF
T 0131 651 5786
C Dr Ola Uduku
E o.uduku@ed.ac.uk
W www.ed.ac.uk/studying/
postgraduate/degrees
Jointly run with Heriot Watt University, 
this M.Sc in Urban Strategies and 
Design focuses on urban design 
practice and theory from a cultural, 
and socio-economic, case-study 
perspective. Engaging students 
in 'live' urban projects, as part of 
the programme's ‘action research’ 
pedagogy, it also offers research 
expertise in African and Latin 
American urban design and planning 
processes.
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the GlAsGow sChool oF ARt
Mackintosh School of Architecture
167 Renfrew Street, Glasgow G3 6RQ
T 0141 353 4500
C Joanna Crotch
E j.crotch@gsa.ac.uk
W www.gsa.ac.uk/study/graduate-
degrees/architectural-studies/
Master of Architecture in: Urban 
Design and Creative Urban Practices; 
Urban Building; Computer Aided 
Architectural Design; and, Energy & 
Environmental Studies. The MArch 
programme is research and project 
driven with a multi-disciplinary input 
that begins begins with a series of 
core lectures and seminars that 
is balanced by literature enquiry 
to enable students to develop a 
multi-disciplinary perspective as a 
grounding for shared discourse.

the UnIVeRsIty oF 
hUDDeRsFIelD
School of Art, Design & Architecture
Queen Street Studios
Huddersfield HD1 3DH
T 01484 472939
C Dr Lucy Montague
E l.montague@hud.ac.uk
W www.hud.ac.uk/courses/2015-16/
full-time/postgraduate/urban-
design-ma/
MA in Urban Design. This new masters 
provides a course of study that 
enable graduates to effectively 
participate and intervene in the 
urban design process.

kInGston UnIVeRsIty
School of Surveying & Planning
Penrhyn Road
Kingston-upon-Thames KT1 2EE
T 020 8417 7107
E a.russell@kingston.ac.uk
C Alan Russell
W  www.kingston.ac.uk/postgraduate-

course/sustainable-place-making-
msc/

Spatial planning, urban design & 
place-making – MA Sustainable 
Place-making and Urban Design.

leeDs MetRoPolItAn 
UnIVeRsIty
School of Architecture Landscape  
& Design, Broadcasting Place,  
Arts Building, Woodhouse Lane,
Leeds LS2 9EN
T  0113 812 1717
C  Edwin Knighton
E  landscape@leedsmet.ac.uk
W  www.leedsmet.ac.uk/courses/la
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 focusing 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
C  Bob Jarvis
T  020 7815 7353
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.

newCAstle UnIVeRsIty
Department of Architecture, Planning 
and Landscape, Claremont Tower 
University of Newcastle, Newcastle 
upon Tyne NE1 7RU
T  0191 222 6006
C  Georgia Giannopoulou
E  georgia.giannopoulou@ncl.ac.uk
W  www.ncl.ac.uk/apl/study/

postgraduate/taught/
urbandesign/index.htm

The MA in Urban Design brings 
together cross-disciplinary expertise 
striking a balance between methods 
and approaches in environmental 
design and the social sciences in  
the creation of the built environment.  
To view the course blog:  
www.nclurbandesign.org

nottInGhAM tRent 
UnIVeRsIty
Burton Street, Nottingham NG1 4BU
T 0115 848 6033
C Stefan Kruczkowski
E stefan.kruczkowski@ntu.ac.uk
W www.ntu.ac.uk/apps/pss/
course_finder/108169-1/6/pgcert_
planning_urban_design_and_
sustainable_development.aspx
NTU offers postgraduate 
opportunities in urban design with 
a particular focus on residential led 
development. Modules are available 
as either stand-alone CPD learning 
or as part of postgraduate awards. 
Modules include Built for Life(TM) 
and Garden Cities and Suburbs. 
Our courses are designed for those 
working full-time with a one-day a 
month teaching format.

oXFoRD bRookes UnIVeRsIty
Joint Centre for Urban Design
Headington, Oxford OX3 0BP
C Georgia Butina-Watson, Alan Reeve
T  01865 483403
Diploma in Urban Design, six months 
full time or 18 months part time. MA 
one year full-time or two years part-
time.

UnIVeRsIty ColleGe lonDon
Development Planning Unit
34 Tavistock Square, London WC1H 9EZ
T  020 7679 1111
C Giulia Carabelli
E g.carabelli@ucl.ac.uk
The MSc Building and Urban 
Design in Development programme 
combines cultural, social, economic, 
political and spatial analysis in the 
effort to present a critical response 
to the growing complexities within 
the design and production of urban 
realms.

UnIVeRsIty ColleGe lonDon
Bartlett School of Planning
22 Gordon Street, London WC1H 0QB
T 020 7679 4797
C Filipa Wunderlich
E f.wunderlich@ucl.ac.uk
W  www.bartlett.ucl.ac.uk/planning/

programmes
The MSc/Dipl Urban Design & City 
Planning has a unique focus on the 
interface between urban design & 
city planning. Students learn to think 
in critical, creative and analytical 
ways across the different scales of 
the city – from strategic to local -and 
across urban design, planning, real 
estate and sustainability.

UnIVeRsIty ColleGe lonDon
Bartlett School of Planning
Wates House, 22 Gordon Street
London WC1H 0QB
T 020 7679 4797
C Matthew Carmona
E m.carmona@ucl.ac.uk
W  www.bartlett.ucl.ac.uk/planning/

programmes/postgraduate/
mresInter-disciplinary-urban-
design

The MRes Inter-disciplinary Urban 
Design cuts across urban design 
programmes at The Bartlett, allowing 
students to construct their study 
in a flexible manner and explore 
urban design as a critical arena for 
advanced research and practice. 
The course operates as a stand-
alone high level masters or as 
preparation for a PhD.

UnIVeRsIty oF DUnDee
Town and Regional Planning
Tower Building, Perth Road
Dundee DD1 4HN
T 01382 385246 / 01382 385048
C  Dr Mohammad Radfar / Dr Deepak 

Gopinath
E  m.radfar@dundee.ac.uk / 

D.Gopinath@dundee.ac.uk
W  www.dundee.ac.uk/postgraduate/

courses/advanced_sustainable_
urban_design_msc.htm

The MSc Advanced Sustainable 
Urban Design (RTPI accredited) is a 
unique multidisciplinary practice-led 
programme set in an international 
context (EU study visit) and engaging 
with such themes as landscape 
urbanism, placemaking across 
cultures and sustainability evaluation 
as integrated knowledge spheres in 
the creation of sustainable places.

UnIVeRsIty oF noRthAMPton
The University of Northampton
Park Campus, Boughton Green Road
Northampton NN2 7AL
T 01604 735500
E sabine.coadyschaebitz@
northampton.ac.uk
C Sabine Coady Schaebitz
W www.northampton.ac.uk/study/
courses/courses-by-subject/social-
sciences/integrated-urbanism-msc
MSc Integrated Urbanism: Eight 
Urban Design and Urbanism 
Modules plus Master Thesis to 
explore the complexities of creating 
and managing people-friendly 
sustainable urban environments.

UnIVeRsIty oF nottInGhAM
Department of Architecture and Built 
Environment, University Park
Nottingham NG7 2RD
T 0115 9513110
C Dr Amy Tang
E yue.tang@nottingham.ac.uk
W  www.nottingham.ac.uk/pgstudy/

courses/architecture-and-built-
environment/sustainable-urban-
design-march.aspx

Master of Architecture (MArch) 
in Sustainable Urban Design is 
a research and project-based 
programme which aims to assist the 
enhancement of the quality of our 
cities by bringing innovative design 
with research in sustainability.

UnIVeRsIty oF PoRtsMoUth
School of Architecture
Eldon Building, Winston Churchill 
Avenue, Portsmouth PO1 2DJ
T 02392 842 090
C Dr Fabiano Lemes
E fabiano.lemes@port.ac.uk
W  www.port.ac.uk/courses/

architecture-property-and-
surveying/ma-urban-design/

The MA Urban Design course 
provides the opportunity to 
debate the potential role of design 
professionals in the generation of 
sustainable cities. One year full time 
and two years part time.

UnIVeRsIty oF sheFFIelD
School of Architecture, The Arts Tower,
Western Bank, Sheffield S10 2TN
T 0114 222 0341
C Florian Kossak
E f.kossak@sheffield.ac.uk
W  www.shef.ac.uk/architecture/

study/pgschool/taught_masters/
maud

One year full time MA in Urban 
Design for postgraduate architects, 
landscape architects and town 
planners. The programme has a 
strong design focus, integrates 
participation and related design 
processes, and includes international 
and regional applications.

UnIVeRsIty oF stRAthClyDe
Department of Architecture,
Urban Design Studies Unit,
131 Rottenrow, Glasgow G4 ONG
T  0141 548 4219
C  Ombretta Romice
E  ombretta.r.romice@strath.ac.uk
W  www.udsu-strath.com
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
C Janet Askew
T  0117 328 3508
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
T  020 7911 5000 ext 66553
C  Bill Erickson
E  w.n.erickson@westminster.ac.uk
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.



News

going to coventry

In UD130 I wrote about Albion, the proposal 
for a garden city in the Black Country which a 
team from MADE, the West Midlands centre 
for placemaking, submitted for the Wolfson 
Prize. It started as a subversive gesture, and 
we got more serious as we progressed. We 
were delighted to be included in the awards, 
albeit down at the bottom, one of two clas-
sified as ‘Other interesting entries’. Some 
credit, but no prize money. Ours was the 
only completely brownfield proposal to be 
included in the awards.

I thought that Urbed’s entry was a very 
worthy winner, and that the criticism of it in 
the Guardian by Richard Rogers was unjusti-
fied. Rogers was condemning the idea of 
building outside the city on greenfield land. 
He was perhaps justified in criticising the 
premise of the Wolfson competition (and 
by extension the government’s garden city 
proposals), but I am certain that David Rudlin 
would endorse the principle of brownfield 
first. His Wolfson proposal included the den-
sification of the existing settlement as well as 
its extension.

In October I was hoping to see Rudlin 
in Coventry, where he was working with a 
group of architecture students on a project 
called City Arcadia, organised by a local 
enterprise called Artspace. On the floor of an 
empty shop unit in City Arcade, a part of the 
comprehensive redevelopment of Coventry’s 
centre after the 1940 Blitz, they built in four 
days a 1:1000 scale model of the city centre 
in plasticine. But David was elsewhere on the 
day I dropped in, engaged on other important 
business – becoming a grandfather. 

The idea of the project was to model 
the enormous changes that Coventry has 
undergone in the last century. They started 
by building the 1906 city, with its extensive 
mediaeval street plan, in terracotta-coloured 
plasticine, and then modelling successive 
changes to the fabric in different colours. 
Each change was recorded in stop-frame 
photography, which will be edited into a film. 
The devastation of the Blitz was reproduced 
by lifting off large areas of plasticine build-
ings, which were then dumped around the 
edges of the model. Donald Gibson’s pioneer-
ing post-war city centre precinct redevelop-
ment was built in their place. 

I don’t know whether Artspace were con-
scious of this, but the project was reproduc-
ing Gibson’s working method. In describing 
his plan (which was actually designed before 
the war started), Gibson later explained ‘We 
worked unofficially on a plan for the central 
area; our wives joined in and it was more 
or less done on the carpet at home in the 
evening’.

I was in Coventry to look at a new de-
velopment in one of the few surviving bits of 
mediaeval street pattern, Far Gosford Street, 
just outside the ring road. It’s a place called 

Fargo Village, where a 1904 car components 
factory has been converted into shops and 
studios, occupied mostly by designer-makers 
of different kinds. The enterprising developer 
is Ian Harrabin, and his architects are the 
Birmingham practice Bryant Priest Newman. 
They have worked together previously in 
Coventry on Electric Wharf, the conversion 
of the city’s first power station into flats and 
workspaces.

Fargo Village is grassroots urban regen-
eration. The old industrial fabric is left raw 
and shabby. The new parts are done mostly 
in oriented strand board (OSB), a utilitarian 
material more usually seen boarding up the 
windows of empty buildings. But it is done 
with style, and it has become a popular new 
place in Coventry in the few weeks of its 
existence. Unglamorous architecture like 
this does not usually win awards, but it’s a 

kind of development that makes sense in our 
economically straitened times, and I find its 
rawness and directness quite stimulating.

• Joe Holyoak

Endpiece

↑ The City Arcadia model 
under construction
↑↑ The events space at 
Fargo Village




