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The past few years have seen an enormous increase in 

development activity and an encouraging interest by the 

government and at least some sectors of the industry in 

improving the quality of the products. Although John  

Prescott may not have known what he was talking about and 

was probably using some key words purely for political purposes, he did engage with an agenda for 

growth and quality, and had some influence on it. As a result there has been an amazing amount 

of development in many, though selected parts of the country, and some of it has been of much 

better quality than in previous years. Furthermore, there is a healthy debate going on not just in the 

industry but in the media as well.

 It is to be hoped that Prescott’s successor will not be distracted by other issues and will 

continue to fight for a better, more sustainable and better designed environment. Will she continue 

to support increased densities, better public transport, sustainable development, a high quality 

public realm, or will she feel the need to follow a path that distinguishes her from her predecessor? 

If so, the fragile shoots that have started to emerge will wither and be destroyed. Can we hope that 

she will aim to improve what has been done rather than change directions?

 This issue critically assesses some of the successes of the recent past. The schemes discussed 

would not exist without strong leaderships and they are far from perfect. What they show is a new 

desire to do things better, to involve a variety of stakeholders, to understand the contexts, and to 

be willing to invest. We are still a long way away from continental practice where the public sector 

takes the initiatives and invests in the infrastructure and transport, rather than bartering with 

developers through the planning system. The change of heart of the newly elected Ealing council 

regarding the tramway is a warning on how fragile our commitments are in comparison to our 

neighbours (Ealing councillors should take a cheap flight to Montpellier!).

 It is to be hoped that in a few years, or earlier if possible, we can start showing finished, 

well designed, successful schemes which can be used as examples for others, so that politicians and 

developers can see first hand that ‘it can be done’.

 SEBASTIAN LOEW

NO CHANGE OF DIRECTION, 
PLEASE
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The team which was gathered together 
to present views on the emerging 
phenomenon of the 24-hour economy 
contrasted with most previous 
presenters. They were not designers but 
managers and observers. Introduced by 
Andrew Bramidge of the Central London 
Partnership, Professor Marion Roberts 
of University of Westminster and Sarah 
Porter, Chief Executive of the London 
Business Alliance the trio unveiled 
the shear scale of activity generated 
by the night time economy. Professor 
Roberts’ work for the ODPM and Civic 
Trust found that in Manchester alone 
over 120,000 people were involved. In 
Westminster alone 12,500 premises open 
through the night. A new timetable of 
living from 4pm to 6am was emerging. 
The chief actors were the 16-25 year 
olds, an amazing 39 per cent of whom 
could be considered binge drinkers. As a 
result, only 15 per cent of those over 50 
ventured out for an evening.
 The drinking culture creates a 
serious imbalance and needs to be 
addressed although it is not clear how. 

Porter saw a positive role for ‘Watches’ 
which formed a bridge between locals 
and the police. Already in her area 
there were Business Watch, Pub Watch, 
Coffee Watch and Office Watch schemes 
in operation. A contentious initiative 
had been the introduction of a ‘Police 
Pavilion’ which while not seen as a 
positive contribution to the street scene, 
had enabled a crackdown on illegal 
trading. Another positive example was 
the conversion of Leicester Square 
from a threatening place to a focus 
of al fresco dining. Both speakers saw 
problems. A particular one was the need 
to move often noisy participants from 
central areas to their more remote homes. 
Public transport stopped too early and 
taxis, the only alternative, often became 
a focus of conflict. The driving force 
behind the drink-based economy was the 
major plcs: their interest in shareholder 
profit meant they focussed on the 
youthful binge drinker. There was a need 
for more than drinking places. Extended 
shopping hours and the encouragement 
of a café culture had resulted in positive 

changes in Leeds. Somehow a better mix 
of uses was needed.
 During the discussion, the Far East 
was suggested as a model for the future, 
and doubts were expressed about the 
possibility of a true café culture in the 
low density small scale towns that are 
typical of the UK in contrast to mainland 
Europe. At the end of the evening one 
was left with the feeling that the 24-
hour phenomenon has still to be fully 
addressed by thinkers in urban design. 
The meeting should perhaps be seen as a 
briefing session.

Richard Cole

The 24-hour City: The Night Time Economy
THE GALLERY, LONDON, 15 MARCH 2006

Alistair Donald who led CABE’s work on 
coding, chaired the evening and referred 
to the literature review, to an enabling 
panel of professionals involved and to 
the document being produced outlining 
the lessons from the study.
 Two members of the panel described 
contributions they had made to these 
discussions. Martin Crookston referred to 
lessons from German experience which 
was not strictly coding but part of their 
local plans known as ‘Bebaungplans’ 
(B’Plan). These were spatial master plans 
providing development principles for 
areas or sites. In Regensburg there were 
50 or 60 areas provided with a B’Plan. 
These were normally completed by the 
city with consultancy support. The plans 
indicated what had to be built as well 
as optional possibilities. Plans were 
prescriptive about built form but did not 
provide architectural images. In another 
area in Regensburg the developer had 
funded the B’Plan designed around a 
water element. Martin’s illustrations 
of both the B’Plan and the actual 
development that followed enabled 
conclusions to be reached.
 These plans demonstrated how 
both prescription and variety could be 

combined within a framework. Some 
of the environmental benefits of the 
schemes had been achieved through 
underground parking. On the other hand 
consultation seemed to be less of a 
requirement than in the UK.
 Karl Kropf’s presentation examined 
the French planning system where 
coding is part of the development plan, 
as against the UK where codes would 
normally be part of the development 
control system. He looked in detail at 
Rennes where the code stressed what 
cannot be done. The key issues of the 
Rennes codes were the land use, the 
public/private relationship and the 
frontage line of the property. Karl used 
some illustrations showing the use of 
codes in private and public developments 
but these seem less comparable than the 
earlier German examples.
 The discussion emphasised the 
difference in culture in the UK where the 
volume house builders play the major role. 
Highway engineers need to be brought 
into the process earlier. However, the key 
difference seemed to be that the codes in 
France and Germany were legally binding, 
whereas this was not possible here, 
although land ownership could make it 

feasible. If codes are to be introduced 
more widely they must be used from the 
start of the process. The conclusions 
of the evening were that a code could 
provide certainty for obtaining planning 
approvals but could not guarantee design 
quality; and that design skills needed to 
produce sensible codes are unlikely to 
be available in UK local authorities. The 
only disappointment was that the UK 
pilot studies were beyond the remit of the 
evening’s meeting - so they must surely 
be part of the next discussion.

John Billingham

Design Codes: An International Perspective
THE GALLERY, LONDON, 26 APRIL 2006

Bebauungsplan Vauban

Variety within a framework 2005
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Sponsored by Llewelyn Davies Yeang, 
the evening was chaired by Ben Van 
Bruggen, vice chair of the Urban Design 
Group. Drawing on his experience with 
CABE which initiated the design review 
approach, he gave some background on 
the purpose of design reviews. Of the 
90,000 major planning applications in 
England, CABE has dealt with some 500, 
and far fewer in depth. There is a clear 
need for a broader capacity of support 
and critique in breadth and depth, 
if design quality is to be improved. 
Schemes need to be put in the bigger 
picture beyond narrow policies for 
design advice and assessment of their 
sustainability. Two review panels were 
presented, one operating at regional, the 
other at local level.
 Geoff Noble talked about the design 
review panel of South East England 
which he manages, and Julie Greer, 
urban design and conservation manager 
at Southwark, introduced the design 
review panel recently set up there. 
Hosted by the Kent Architectural Centre, 
the South East regional design panel 

(SERDP) established in 2002 assesses 
schemes and master plans. Key criteria 
are principles of good design, usefulness 
and operational aspects. Good design 
principles apply to the brief as well as 
the design team, and the context, its 
architecture and local distinctiveness. 
The panel’s work consists of guidance and 
interpretation: it examines grain, mass 
and block structures. It looks at figure 
ground plans to test the quality of place. 
Ease of movement, quality of public 
realm, continuity and enclosure, legibility 
distinguished by landmarks and place 
making, details and materials, are all 
taken into consideration. Sustainability 
with elements such as low car 
dependence, durability of construction 
and adaptability matter as well. Advice 
has to be timely, practical, clear and 
reasoned, and focused on design without 
thwarting wider aspirations.
 The independent panel consists 
of professionals from different design 
disciplines and artists. It has to be 
seen to be impartial, transparent and 
unbiased. Experts can be co-opted and 
conflicts of interest are avoided by 
excluding members who are involved in 
submitted designs. Most of them have 
local insights as well as wide experience. 
Site visits form part of the assessment. 
Communication at pre-planning stage 
stands the best chance of being taken 
on board which reduces appeals and 
improves the quality of the design.
 As Southwark is dealing with a 
number of mega schemes, a design 
review panel seemed appropriate. 
Southwark is keen on improving 

design quality while preserving its 
legacy. ‘Raising the bar’ consisted of 
appointing knowledgeable professionals 
motivated to improve the local 
environment through high quality 
design. Expert opinion is shared with 
general considerations. During its short 
existence, the panel has identified 
good and negative points. It managed 
to raise design standards and reduce 
subjectivity in the assessment of 
schemes. Local authority staff also 
benefit from the experience, although 
it increases their workload. Attending 
the panel is an educational process but 
it requires dealing with complaints and 
possible political fall-out due to its 
independence. Engaging councillors and 
other stakeholders increases trust and 
local interest, also from the press. The 
panel deals with schemes of strategic 
importance and significance because 
of site, size and uses of the proposal. 
Again, the pre-planning stage was 
considered the most effective moment 
for the panel to act. A case study of a 
tower block near a flyover illustrated the 
panel’s approach and judgement.
 During the discussion questions were 
raised about how the panel was coping 
with the 12-week limit of consultation 
and how it dealt with specialist aspects 
such as impacts of developments on 
health. Considering the reduction 
of professional design staff in local 
authorities, a panel of experts who offer 
their services voluntarily is of course 
welcome.

Judith Ryser

Design Review Panels
THE GALLERY, LONDON, 17 MAY 2006

‘Intricate minglings of different uses 
in cities are not a form of chaos. On the 
contrary, they represent a complex and 
highly developed form of order.’
 For planners and urban designers, 
few people can have been as influential a 
thinker as Jane Jacobs who died in April at 
the age of 89. The Death and Life of Great 
American Cities published in 1961 was a 
turning point for the built environment 
professions; its refreshing way of reflecting 
on the city, not as an abstract idea but as 
a living organism and as experienced by 
ordinary people, led to a new approach 
to planning and to the decline of mass 
redevelopment schemes. No self respecting 
urbanist can avoid reading and being 
influenced by this book which is still fresh 

today and was revolutionary when it first 
appeared. To an extent, urban design 
was born from Jacobs’s ideas as much as 
Lynch’s or Cullen’s.
 Jacobs was self-taught and had no 
planning qualifications; her wisdom came 
from observation. And she was not just 
a theoretician; she practised what she 
said, as an advocate and an activist. She 
campaigned against the building of urban 
motorways, large housing estates and 
mono-use developments; she promoted 
safer neighbourhoods through human 
surveillance, the ‘eyes on the street’.
 Other books by Jane Jacobs include 
The Economy of Cities (1969) The Wealth 
of Nations (1984) and Dark Age Ahead 
(2005).

Jane Jacobs 1916—2006
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On 13 May, 47 UDG members and friends 
(including five French colleagues) 
set off for the south east of Sicily to 
discover the Baroque towns resulting 
from the massive earthquake of 1693 
that devastated the whole region. Sicily 
was at that time under Spanish rule, 
and one of our aims was to examine the 
very different responses to the needs of 
rebuilding from one town to another, 
depending on topography and the 
approaches of different landowners.
 Catania was the biggest, and a 
superb introduction to our theme. 
Although it suffered an eruption of Etna 
in 1669 as well as the 1693 earthquake, 
much of the old street pattern remained 
intact. Giuseppe Lanza, Duke of 
Camastra, designed a new layout of 
broad streets and squares superimposed 
on the old, and the design of the main 
squares and key buildings, such as the 
cathedral and town hall, were entrusted 
to the architect Giovanni Vaccarini. 
The cathedral square is a fine space, a 
set piece of the city’s most important 
buildings, the termination of an axis 
focusing at its other end on Mount 
Etna, and the culmination of a series of 
smaller squares at the centre of the city. 
Although the city’s predominant building 
material is black lava, it is relieved by 
generous use of lighter-coloured stone 
dressings.
 The next example, Noto, was 
interesting as an example of an entirely 
new town built by Giuseppe Lanza, 
on a new site to replace a devastated 
town some eight kilometres away. The 
Baroque town is axially laid out on a 
hillside, with key churches and palazzi 
presenting imposing facades to the view 
from below. Architect Vincenzo Sinatra’s 
town hall and cathedral, the latter in 
scaffolding since its dome collapsed 
due to disrepair in 1996, faced one 
another at the mid-point, and uphill is 
a purpose-built working class quarter 
studded with monasteries and focusing 
on a square fronted by a church by 
Rosario Gagliardi, whose work we were 
to encounter in other towns. The whole 
town is characterised by a warm, honey-
coloured limestone.
 As always, planned towns do not 
have the visual impact of historic hill 
towns, and Módica has a truly dramatic 
urban landscape draped over the steep 
sides of two intersecting, narrow valleys. 
After destruction by the earthquake, the 
medieval town, originally the seat of the 
powerful Chiaramonte family, was rebuilt 

in situ, with a splendid cathedral by 
Gagliardi forming the centrepiece of the 
most prominent hillside.
 The valley bottom, today a broad 
main street, was until the early 20th 
century a noisome and unpleasant river, 
albeit fronted by fine palazzi and the 
town hall.
 Ragusa presents the contrast 
between new and old layouts in one 
place. The old town, Ragusa Ibla, 
was rebuilt in situ focusing on a new 
cathedral by Gagliardi, while a new 
town, Ragusa Alta, was laid out, with 
its own cathedral, on a grid plan on the 

adjacent hilltop. In the distant view, 
both look equally picturesque due to 
the irregular edge where the grid of the 
new town meets the side of the cliff on 
which it sits. In 1926 the Fascists played 
a master stroke by creating a zigzag 
stairway linking the two towns from 
which there are dramatic views down 
onto Ragusa Ibla. Ever-changing views 
of both towns are afforded from the 
railway, which twists and turns, popping 
in and out of tunnels, on its approach to 
Ragusa.
 A rationalist step beyond the 
grid layout is the geometrical plan. 

Study Tour: The Valley of the Baroque

Top View of Ragusa 
Above View of Modica
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earthquake period based on a hexagonal 
plan. Radiating streets lead into a large 
central piazza, but, as is often the case, 
the geometrical plan fails to yield a 
ground level townscape of any interest, 
particularly where the buildings are 
unremarkable and their junctions are 
ill thought-out. Far more interesting 
was the town of Caltagirone, built on 
two hills. A medieval town rebuilt in 
situ after the earthquake, each hill is 
crowned by a baroque church, each with 
dome and campanile. The distinctive 
feature, however, is the famous stairway, 
flanked by ceramics workshops, which 
ascends the taller of the two hills. The 
local ceramics adorn the risers of the 
steps, and are used in other parts of the 
streetscape, such as on the parapets of 
the bridge linking the two hills.
 Piazza Armerina’s Baroque cathedral 
also sits at the highest point of this 

former medieval hill town. Winding 
streets lead up to large square fronted 
by the cathedral and the 18th century 
Palazzo Trigona and affording views over 
the rolling countryside. We completed 
our tour at Enna, which is prominently 
situated on a ridge (it is the highest 
provincial capital in Italy). Although 
it retains historic buildings of many 
periods, unfortunate apartment buildings 
sited along the cliff edge spoil the 
distant view of the town, especially 
from the neighbouring hill town of 
Calascibetta. The keep of Enna’s medieval 
Castle of Lombardia, however, not only 
forms a spectacular prow to the end of 
the ridge, but provides magnificent views 
over the mountainous terrain of the 
heart of Sicily.
 A contrast with the Baroque theme 
of the tour was provided by a visit to 
the Roman villa, with its remarkable 
mosaic pavements, at Casale near 

Piazza Armerina, and by a stay in the 
fascinating city of Syracuse, whose 
history goes back to the Hellenistic 
period, from which there are many 
remains. The core of the city, the island 
of Ortygia, was little affected by the 
1693 earthquake and retains a largely 
medieval aspect. There are palazzi 
from every period, notably Catalan 
gothic from the period of Aragonese 
domination, and the cathedral is 
an adapted Doric Greek temple. The 
medieval townscape is characterised by 
narrower streets and less regular building 
forms than we found in those old towns 
we visited that had been rebuilt after 
the 1693 earthquake. Above all, Ortygia 
benefits from the sea view on one side 
and the outlook onto the Porto Grande, a 
large inlet from the sea, on the other.

Alan Stones

Northern Ireland developer, Christopher 
Carvill asked the UDG to organise a 
study tour of squares through which 
lessons that could be applied elsewhere, 
could be learned. Sebastian Loew 
suggested Montpellier and, assisted 
by Tim Pharoah, organised a three 
day visit to this fast expanding city 
which offers a variety of historic and 
contemporary squares. On May 3rd, 
some 30 collaborators of the Carvill 
Group started with an 8 am workshop 
at Stansted airport before boarding the 
plane. The workshop set the parameters 
by which the squares (called ‘places’ 
in most European languages and 
very rarely square in shape) would be 
analysed. Soon after landing the group 
was given an introduction to the city’s 
planning policy, given by the Deputy 
Chief Planning Officer at the City Hall.  
Montpellier is one of the fastest growing 
cities in France and has built a number 
of new neighbourhoods, each with their 

local centre. Most of the short time 
in Montpellier was spent analysing, 
comparing and evaluating a selection 
of new and old squares of diverse forms, 
functions, dimensions, architecture, 
etc.  Their locations and connections 
with other parts of the city were a 
significant element in their success. But 
many questions were raised: why two 
adjacent squares were one successful, 
the other a failure? How best to deal 
with changes of level within a space? 
Was it best to keep the cars out of the 
square altogether or did they bring some 
useful animation to it? Could a space 
be successful even if the architecture 
around it was not good? A second 
workshop to reflect on what had been 
learned took place on the last morning 
before returning to Ireland, hopefully 
with an enhanced understanding of what 
makes a successful square.

Sebastian Loew

Study Tour: Squares in Montpellier

Travels with UDG
As the above articles indicate, the success of the UDG’s 
Study Tours not only continues but has also developed 
in a variety of ways, including tours commissioned by a 
client organisation. Our next trip, in the Autumn, will be 
Ljubljana and Trieste (See Diary on page 1).

Above top Bofill’s Place du Nombre d’Or, Antigone, Montpellier
Above bottom Discussing the pros and cons of a Montpellier square



Urban Design | Summer 2006 | Issue 99 | 7

N
EW

S 
AN

D 
EV

EN
TS

Many crucial issues need to be addressed 
regarding how the cities of the future 
will be developed and planned. 
Generating sustainable growth requires 
the clear vision of the city planner. 
Urban design has proved to be an 
effective tool for future city planning.
 Although urban design is generally 
unrecognised in the Nordic countries, 
urban design work is nevertheless 
undertaken to some extent in some 
projects. Limited knowledge about 
urban design, and what competences 
the profession holds, makes it difficult 
for those educated in the field to 
contribute their specific knowledge. The 

lack of a defined professional role within 
Norwegian city planning, for example, is 
becoming critical.
 The aim of the Nordic Urban Design 
Association (NUDA) is to promote 
urban design methods in generating 
sustainable city planning and creating 
great places. With its collaborators and 
partners, NUDA will inspire the use of 
urban design throughout the Nordic 
countries. It will become the first 
organisation specifically concerned with 
Nordic cities, and with the promotion of 
urban design as a profession in Norway, 
Sweden, Denmark, Finland and Iceland.
 The inaugural Nordic Urban Design 

Conference took place in Bergen, Norway 
on 17 February, 2006. The conference 
aimed to promote urban design, and to 
introduce urban design as a profession 
within the Nordic countries. The scope of 
urban design was presented through case 
studies and international projects. The 
conference theme ‘Cities of Tomorrow’ 
introduced urban design as a tool for 
future city planning within the Nordic 
countries. The event also defined the 
wide range of issues NUDA wishes to 
pursue.

Håkon Iverson

The focus of this tour led by Graham 
Smith was the highway context of urban 
design; it aimed to visit examples of 
woonerven completed between 1970 and 
2005 as well as tracing developments 
of these ideas into mixed use areas 
in high streets. It was designed to 
attract highway engineers and transport 
planners as well as UDG members and in 
the event a block booking by Transport 
for London led to two tours being 
arranged, the first in May, described 
below, and a second in June.
 The use of cycles in Delft over a 
seven hour period enabled a number of 
areas to be seen including the historic 
first woonerf, new housing in Rijswijk, 
rehabilitated areas and Vinex housing 
developments, all using shared surfaces 
in different ways.
 The early morning of the second 
day was spent in Amsterdam, visiting 
recent developments on Sporenburg 
and Java islands. From there the group 
drove to Wolfega where it met the well 
known consultant Hans Monderman. He 
led the visits to Makkinga, Oosterwolde 

and Drachten to see examples where 
simplified streetscapes had been 
achieved by removing signs and lines 
from the environment. Monderman’s 
philosophy is based on the need to 
provide quality public space and the 
social factors involved in the eye contact 
between users, vehicle drivers, cyclists 
and pedestrians that enabled these 
design ideas to be achieved. It is social 
design rather than a transport design 
approach. However, he did emphasise 
that what was being shown was the 
result of probably 20 years of work in 
developing ideas.
 After an overnight stay in Groningen 
the group moved on to Haren, a nearby 
small town where similarly the signs had 
been removed and mixed use surfaces 
flowed over the space between the 
shops; this was particularly significant 
in two major spaces, one by the town 
hall and one by the old church, both 
excellently detailed. A long drive 
followed to Hennef, a town south of 
Cologne where the through traffic route 
had been downgraded by careful design 

of parking, and central lighting columns 
had been used to psychologically affect 
driver behaviour.
 The final day was spent in Cologne 
where Graham led a cycle tour of three 
areas. One was a radial route reduced 
to one through lane with adjacent 
parking spaces and unloading areas and 
another involved closure of road space 
and sophisticated redesign of residential 
roads, integrating parking space within 
a well designed hard landscape.
 The highlight of the tour was 
hearing Hans Monderman’s approach 
to designing areas; unfortunately the 
apparent lack of statistical information 
might make it difficult to get this 
approach adopted in many places in the 
UK. Councillor Moylan in Kensington 
and Chelsea seems to have had similar 
objectives in mind in a metropolitan 
context, so perhaps, where there is a 
champion to promote them, these shared 
space concepts will bear increasing fruit.

John Billingham

Study Tour: Holland and Germany

Nordic Urban Design Association (NUDA)

Above left Wolfega: 
shared surface and 
no signs

Above Cycling around 
the West Kwartier, 
Delft
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Tirade will beget tirade but at least 
it’s more interesting than if we all 
agreed with each other. It might also 
generate more understanding in the end. 
Ironically, Ivor Samuels and I probably 
agree more than not. The deliberately 
provocative rhetoric of my viewpoint 
against the perimeter block clearly 
worked but drew the wrong fire. I had 
hoped it was fairly evident (although 
we Americans do have difficulties with 
our irony) that the target was not the 
critical, intelligent conception of the 
perimeter block but its uncritical use. 
Despite Ivor’s suggestion that we all 
need to stop talking and get out and do 
things, the perimeter block is being used 
and in many cases it is going wrong.
 Of all the principles handed down by 
the gang of five (Ivor’s own epithet) the 
perimeter block is the one that has been 
most avidly taken up. Far from being 
the subject of endless discussions, the 
idea is actively being put into practice, 
but in a deranged form, distorted by 
incomplete understanding and the effort 
to force it together with other habits 
of practice with which it does not fit. 
The perimeter block has been accepted 
as canon to the extent that someone, 

somewhere in the process only needs to 
draw an outline around a block or two, 
however convoluted and isolated, and 
planning consent is granted. Then what 
do you get? A scheme that has perimeter 
blocks of a kind, but might as well be 
one big cul-de-sac (and sometimes is 
one big cul-de-sac).
 This presents the readership of this 
journal with a significant challenge. 
How do we change the habits of the 
wide range of people involved in the 
development process, from layout 
designer to highway engineer to 
planning officer, who collectively but 
semi-autonomously end up bastardising 
the concept of the perimeter block? If 
they all read and understood Castex et 
al’s De l’ilot a la barre (or Ivor and his 
wife’s translation) it would be great, 
but they don’t. The collective public 
behaviour, as opposed to individual 
behaviour, is slow to change and we 
need to recognise when a particular 
tool has been blunted by misuse and 
misunderstanding. In this situation it is 
not enough to just get on with it. We do 
need to think before we act.
 I will hazard that one of the main 
roots of the problem is the difficulty in 

practice, of making connections between 
streets that create perimeter blocks, 
particularly between new and existing 
streets and any kind of crossroads. 
Another tap root of the problem is the 
difficulty of creating straight streets so 
the perimeter block can be recognised 
as such on the ground, due in large 
part to the widespread use of ‘wiggly 
roads’ (speed reduction bends) for traffic 
calming combined with small block sizes, 
and the aversion amongst house builders 
to putting more than four buildings in a 
row with the same orientation.
 In itself, an idea will not change 
collective behaviour. I do believe, 
however, that we stand a better chance 
of achieving the original aims of the 
perimeter block (and achieving more 
robust, varied, sensitive and responsive 
designs) if we grapple directly with the 
issue of connections and the geometry 
of streets - highway and plots. To do so 
we need to concentrate on the idea of 
the well defined, connected street. It is 
a complement to, not a replacement for 
the perimeter block.

Karl Kropf, Roger Evans Associates and Urban 
Morphology Research Group, University of 
Birmingham

A Friendly Retort
FROM KARL KROPF IN RESPONSE TO THE RESPONSE FROM IVOR SAMUELS, UD 98

I was interested to see Ann Petherick’s 
response to the talk by Gary Taylor of 
Argent, the text of which was published 
in UD 97. I was keen to include it in the 
papers on Urban Space and Anti-social 
Behaviour for the very reason that his 
views (not only on private ownership 
but also on the appropriate scale for 

that ownership) are so heretical in 
the context of the more orthodox line 
taken by urban designers such as Roger 
Evans and Henry Shaftoe. It is useful, 
educational and stimulating to see that 
opposition in print, and I don’t think 
there is any need to apologise for it. The 
opposition between these views certainly 

should be debated, and the 2005 
conference at UCE at which the talks 
were given was one occasion at least at 
which that debate did take place.

Joe Holyoak, University of Central England

A Reply To A Response

Academic Research at the University of Salford

YOUR SUPPORT IS NEEDED 
IN SHARING YOUR VIEWS ON 
ASPECTS OF DECISION-MAKING 
AND DESIGN GUIDANCE
A 10-minute online questionnaire 
aimed at obtaining the views from an 
informed design practitioner on aspects 
of decision-making and design guidance 
in the built environment can be accessed 
at http://tinyurl.com/m5pgz. ‘Informed’ 
means a person who has been practising 

in their field of work for a minimum of 
five years. These individual practitioner 
views will provide a collective 
understanding of when and how key 
design decisions relating to the built 
environment and external spaces are 
made. This feedback will contribute to a 
better understanding of urban planning, 
design and consultation processes which 
are currently being investigated with 
government through the VivaCity2020 

research project and the I’DGO research 
project. Further information on these 
can be found at www.vivacity2020.org 
and www.idgo.ac.uk or by contacting 
Rita Newton on r.newton@salford.ac.uk 
or Chris Boyko on c.boyko@salford.ac.uk.

The questionnaire can also be obtained 
in alternative formats.
The Salford research team thank 
participants in anticipation.
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We have found over the years that 
there are many players involved in 
building something as complex as 
a neighbourhood, a downtown, or a 
city, and somehow, about the time of 
the Second World War the traditional 
collaboration that had always existed 
between architects, planners, builders 
and developers fell apart. And, as 
we began our practice in the 1960s, 
we found that there was almost no 
communication between architects and 
developers. But as we began to try to 
implement the visions that we were 
developing we found that it was possible 
to develop a collaborative process 
to find ways of meeting everyone’s 
objectives and moving forward together 
to improve the design of, not just houses 
and buildings, but to create the kind of 
communities which are not only the most 
attractive to the people who live in them 
but which produce extremely favourable 
bottom lines for the developers because 
the value is added by the nature of that 
vision and quality and character.
 The interface between private and 
public is, of course, the front door 
and front stoop. This very interesting 
phenomenon is shared by a collection 
of very different facades, their front 
porches and front gardens lining the 
sidewalk. Whether in Richmond, Virginia, 
or Edington, North Carolina this pattern 
is constant throughout the country. It 
has many variations but always there 
is this basic relationship between 
the house and the street. In section, 
sidewalks line the street but the public 
space actually runs from house façade 
to house façade. Each individual house 
takes responsibility for creating this 
neighbourhood space. And throughout 
the period in which most of America was 
built, there was a consistently high level 
of quality to the individual houses which 
contributed the same kind of dignity 
that you see in good proportions and 
contribute to the character of the street.
 Now somehow in the past 60 years, 
things are missing: this all-important 
relationship between the street and the 
house, the life of the individual and 
the life of the community is shattered 
by the position of the garage. All sense 
of serious design and proportions is 
gone. And the result is the kind of 
despairful environment which is now 
being reacted against very strongly in 
the United States because the greatest 
values are not in places in the sprawling 
suburbs, as they were 20 years ago; 

the highest real estate in American 
neighbourhoods are always in the 
traditional neighbourhoods of cities. 
This is a revival that has been going on 
for the past 20 years. It is now becoming 
clear that there is a series of myths that 
have dominated the housing industry 
that are now coming undone.
 In a traditional neighbourhood, 
every house that is being built 
contributes to the vision that is being 
projected. If the vision is ‘We’re going to 
build a neighbourhood and a community 
with a mixture of uses’ every house that 
is added to it enhances the image of a 
real place. So, in new developments that 
follow this idea, the highest sales prices 
are at the end of the deal rather than 
at the beginning, and the easiest to 
sell because the vision is being fulfilled 
before peoples’ eyes as they begin to see 
it. The challenge is how do you move, as 
an industry, from product to place? How 
is it possible to take a mass-production 
idea and make it individualised, 
particular, so that it is specific to each 
individual place and will capture the 
market?
 What we do is look to the traditions 
and try to understand how this was 
done in the past. Most of the great 
neighbourhoods in the United States 
were built in big building booms by 
production builders or individual 
craftsmen, not so much with architects 
designing each house, but with 
architects working from a series of 
devices which were called ‘pattern 
books’; you could buy it as a kit or you 
could buy it as a plan and have your own 
builder build it.
 Now there’s another very important 
product from the 1930s which is a 
principal source of inspiration for our 
work, Mr Potato Head. When I was kid 
you actually used a potato, now it’s a 
plastic thing and I understand there’s a 
virtual one: you had a bunch of different 
eyes, noses, moustaches, mouths, ears, 
hair and other things that you could 

stick on, and you could make a bunch of 
different faces. Now, there are general 
rules; eyes go in certain places, noses go 
in certain places, mouths go in certain 
places, ears go in certain places, but you 
had interchangeable parts that you could 
flip around and come up with good guys 
or bad guys or whatever you wanted to 
do as a kid, all possible within this kit of 
parts.
 I would argue that house-building is 
a kind of Mr Potato Head operation, both 
in traditional blueprint construction and 
American house-building, certainly in 
manufactured housing .You start with 
a basic box. Among home builders, 
there is a huge amount of investment; 
in kitchen design, bathroom design, 
plumbing, the services, the codes, the 
structural requirements – all in that box. 
And we’ve learned that we shouldn’t 
touch the box, that if we start to tamper 
in our collaborations with builders and 
developers with some of the basic things 
that are most sacred to the production 
operations we’re going to be having the 
same reaction as when we use the words 
‘design guidelines’.
 This basic block has a series of 
parts and pieces, wings and other kinds 
of elements, which can be added to it. 
The basic block, depending on which 
architectural style you’re working in, 
gets some openings. There are rules, 
just like there are rules for Mr Potato 
Head, there are rules for where eyes go, 
where the windows go. There’s a variety 
of different styles of window and types 
of window. And then there are special 
elements like porches and add-ons that 
you get. You put it all together and you 
get a house which works in its landscape 
setting and one starts to assemble 
blocks of houses which have the same 
set of parts but with different styles and 
with different elements.

Edited by James Hulme, Acting Director of 
Education

The Place of Dwellings
AN EDITED TRANSCRIPT FROM RAY GINDROZ’S RECENT ADDRESS TO THE PRINCE’S FOUNDATION
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In CABE’s experience of recent 
programmes of urban change and 
renewal, one problem that continues 
to be prevalent in many parts of the 
country is the set of common issues 
associated with housing layouts on 
‘Radburn’ principles. In the most 
deprived areas, funding streams such 
as housing market renewal give the 
opportunity for making positive and 
durable interventions, but it is rarely 
obvious what the best way forward might 
be. To help to give substance to the 
options available when considering the 
future of Radburn housing, CABE and 
Llewelyn Davies Yeang have recently 
undertaken an analysis of case studies 
in Manchester, Telford, Nottingham and 
Lambeth.
 While there are persuasive 
arguments for retaining housing stock 
and keeping communities together, 
such is the scale of problems in some 
areas that effective change may only be 
achieved through selective demolition 
and rebuilding. Much depends on 
whether investment in addressing 
problems related to layout can pay 
dividends in terms of creating lasting 
improvements, and whether the homes 
themselves are sufficiently desirable and 
adaptable to form a meaningful part of a 
socially and environmentally sustainable 
renewal strategy.
 The development that gives the type 
its name and basic form, Clarence Stein’s 
Radburn in New Jersey, included large 
houses, diverse in style and attractive 
in terms of building design and plan. 
Importantly, the original Radburn had a 
strong community focus, with residents 

(owner-occupiers) paying a membership 
fee towards a year-round recreation 
programme and maintenance of parks 
and a community centre.
 In Britain, however, we neglected 
many of the aspects of this holistic 
conception, most notably the ownership 
and community structures and the focus 
on management and maintenance of 
space. The legacy tends to be problems 
of crime, anti-social behaviour and 
vandalism, green space with no amenity 
value, and a lack of well-located parking. 
In 2002, a government report into the 
shortcomings of Radburn layouts set out 
the main issues:
• confusion of public and private 
space, profusion of dead-ends and 
disconnectedness, and a lack of legibility
• alleyways with no natural 
surveillance, large amounts of 
anonymous public space, and an 
obligation for communities to pay a 
great deal for the upkeep of such space
• difficulties of effective management 
and maintenance due to design and 
layout
• profusion of unadopted routes, 
meaning that estates fail to benefit 
from mainstream street cleansing and 
highways maintenance, and
• concentration of predominantly 
disadvantaged people (such as poorer 
social tenants, the elderly and single 
parent households).

In recent years, the key physical 
strategies employed to ‘uplift’ 
Radburn estates have included various 
combinations of reconfiguring estates, 
reversing layouts, infilling new housing 
and de-concentrating estates. A CABE 
workshop in 2002, based around 
exploring possible design solutions 
for a Radburn estate in Bank Top, 
Blackburn, showed the potential of 
this basic approach: reconnecting and 
reconstituting streets, through selective 
demolition, and enclosing space into 
private ownership.
 We found mixed results in terms 
of the design approaches, with the 
general (and predictable) conclusion 
that more substantive, and expensive, 
interventions had produced more 
satisfactory results overall. In all cases, 
resident satisfaction surveys showed 
approval for the work done and demand 
for properties has increased following 
the work, but there remains a question 
over how durable this may be: again, the 
suspicion is that more decisive changes 

will prove to have a more lasting effect 
than minor interventions.
 Notably, the more successful 
schemes had community organisations 
and members of the public involved from 
the outset. In one instance, the long-
term involvement of elected residents’ 
representatives had a strongly positive 
effect on resolving difficult cost-benefit 
issues. Conversely, a lack of co-operation 
can result in serious delays. As identified 
with the work in Blackburn, one 
recommendation was that consideration 
should be given to the terms upon 
which ‘rights to buy’ can be exercised, 
such as the effect that securing owner 
agreements can have on programmes and 
budgets.
 All the case studies involved major 
elements of reintroducing street patterns 
and reintegrating cars and pedestrians 
on shared routes. This often led to the 
need to turn properties around (making 
backs into fronts and vice-versa) and 
to replacing public space with private 
gardens. This, in turn, entailed the 
potentially difficult and costly re-
routing of services. Considered and 
early planning is vital to the success 
of remodelling schemes. In physical 
terms, remodelling of homes, streets or 
neighbourhoods should be undertaken as 
part of a wider context and the master 
planning process provides the best 
model for engaging skilled professionals 
to do this. In financial terms, clarity of 
aims and early involvement of design 
professionals are vital ingredients of 
success: we found numerous pitfalls 
relating to building contracts and VAT 
issues that could potentially have 
disastrous effects on project finances.
 Finally, it is vital to realise the 
type of housing per se is only a part 
of the picture, and its significance is 
more a consequence than a cause of 
low demand. The unpopularity of areas 
has social aspects that are at least as 
important as the design and layout. 
A major factor in the success of the 
case study projects therefore relates 
to changing perceptions and, in that 
respect, the role of design is absolutely 
central to raising confidence, promoting 
meaningful community involvement and 
turning around the fortunes of areas in 
decline.
 

Paul Lavelle, with additional thanks to Ben 
Castell, Catalina Turcu, Bipin Chapaneri and 
Will Teasdale, Llewelyn Davies Yeang

PA
GE Radburn Reconsidered?

Considered and early planning 
is vital to the success of 
remodelling schemes

Enclosing space into 
private ownership: 
Grove Village, 
Manchester Photo: 
Llewelyn Davies 
Yeang
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“Come to the edge”, he said.
They said, “We are afraid”.
“Come to the edge”, he said.
They came.
He pushed them...
And they flew.
    Jonathan Livingstone–Seagull

I don’t remember exactly when it all 
started... but now, looking back I know 
that a journey of a thousand miles 
must begin with a single step. I woke 
up with a strange thought at the back 
of my mind, a sense of loss and fear. I 
knew it was the time when decisions and 
changes must be made in my life. I had 
just finished the five-year diploma to 
become a surveyor. I was only 18 years 
old and as any other teenager before me 
I wasn’t too sure what to do with myself. 
Why did I feel like this? I should have 
been much happier and proud of myself, 
but the truth was I didn’t know what was 
going to happen next and that scared 
the hell out of me.
 After a very long summer I applied 
to the Polytechnic of Milan, Faculty 
of Architecture to study urban design 
and town planning. Impressed? Well 
I certainly was when I passed the 
admission test: three hours of logic 
and maths, chemistry and physics, 
history and general culture and finally 
technical drawing. Through that course 
my journey was taking a much clearer 
direction and that is when I started 
to analyse everything around me in 
very different ways. I looked at places, 
people, buildings and streets from a new 
perspective and I felt so blessed.
 I remember sitting in Piazza del 
Duomo, the main square in Milan, for 
hours just looking at what people were 
doing. I still cannot believe how many 
things were happening and how many 
people I met. I started to observe the 
deep relationship between people, 
public spaces and architecture and then 
did this almost everywhere in Milan. As 
time went by I began to wonder what 
was going on in other cities around 
the world. At this point I had the 
opportunity to apply for the Socrates-
Erasmus bursary, which provided a grant 
to support my university studies abroad 
for a period of six or 12 months.
 The destination to choose was 
London. There I was in September 2002 
with the heaviest suitcase I ever had, 

trying to find my way out of the chaotic 
subway at Elephant & Castle. Good start, 
isn’t it? The first impression I had of 
London was good and my experience at 
London South Bank University was even 
better. Thanks to the course I attended 
there I could enjoy how to find the keys 
to read and observe this new city.
 Since my first day in London, I knew 
I was going to cherish this experience 
forever but what I didn’t know is that 
my idea of urban design was going to 
develop into so many different forms, 
colours and sounds. The city became 
for me a complex structure of various 
elements and flows, a place where all the 
energies connected and dispersed at the 
same time. The variety of urban settings, 
the mix of cultures from everywhere 
around the world and the history that 
characterised London was for me a very 
interesting scenario in which I had 
the great opportunity to develop and 
improve my technical and personal skills.
 After I went back to Italy to finish 
my degree at the Polytechnic of Milan 
I promised myself that I was going to 
start my urban design career in London. 
It was time to move a step forward 
into the future that I chose for my life. 
Someone once told me that if I want my 
dreams to come true, I must wake up...
Does it not happen sometimes that when 
you actually wake up you forgot what 
you’ve dreamt about? So I held on to my 

dreams, very, very tightly and I finally 
moved to London. No job, no money but 
lots of dreams.
 I have learnt a lot during my 
time in England and I have met many 
special people who helped me to 
understand the real essence of the urban 
form and especially the role of urban 
designers in the world. I truly believe 
that being an urban designer means 
more than just dealing with ‘buildings, 
streets and cities’; this career gives me 
the privilege to create a better place to 
live for everyone. I am glad to be part of 
the next generation of professionals who 
will get the chance to have a positive 
impact on our cities, adding value to 
their civic, cultural and social life, and 
moreover, I am thankful for the work of 
all those who preserved and developed 
the cities of today. My journey as an 
urban designer has just started and 
everyday I walk where my own nature 
would be leading.

Daniela Magni, Assistant Urban Designer at 
Allen Pyke Associates, based in Kingston 
upon Thames
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I promised myself that I was 
going to start my urban design 
career in London
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Following the debates which have surrounded the draft Code for 
Sustainable Homes there is a mounting expectation in the planning and 
urban design fields for the final (and hopefully mandatory) version, and 
it now seems timely to consider some of the practicalities of achieving 
more sustainable design. Most urban designers will no doubt welcome 
the code. Indeed, most designers would consider their every day 
work as inherently sustainable. However, with increasingly stringent 
requirements and stark warnings from environmental writers, is there a 
point where a high standard of sustainability starts to compromise the 
quality of urban design?
 While it is taken as a given that future development in the Growth 
Areas and beyond should seek to marry good urban design and 
sustainable development, there has been no strategic assessment of 
whether good sustainable urban design is a possibility. An investigation 
of potential conflicts would seem to be timely.

BALANCING OBJECTIVES
Any potential conflicts remained unrecognised until the production 
of sustainably designed schemes with strong environmental ethics. 
The response in the urban design and architecture disciplines to the 
emerging sustainable developments was cautious, particularly pilot 
projects driven heavily by environmental objectives. 
 A number of writers such as Moughtin, J C and Shirley suggest 
that environmental issues present an important challenge for urban 
designers but none has explicitly stated that there are conflicts 
between the two sets of principles; generally it is an accepted doctrine 
that good urban design is sustainable design and vice versa. However, 

there are some environmental design principles which do appear to 
produce controversial examples of urban design. The most notable of 
these is designing for solar gain.
 Some of the key questions concerning the potential conflicts between 
sustainable design and urban design include: should sustainable design 
be considered a process or a product, are there inherent conflicts 
between environmental and social objectives in urban design and is 
there a sufficient level of understanding of sustainability within the 
urban design sector? 

PROCESS OR PRODUCT?
An important factor influencing how sustainability objectives are 
addressed in urban design is whether sustainable development is seen as 
a process or a goal. This division seems to mirror the product and process 
distinctions evident in urban design theory. The systematic approach to 
balancing resource use and production suggests a state of equilibrium 
is the end goal. The ecological footprinting method supports this, 
suggesting that ‘One Planet Living’ is the desired result. Others suggest 
that sustainability is about process, about evolution: in this approach 
trade-offs are not acceptable, and a symbiotic relationship should be 
achieved. It is suggested by some that there are multiple forms which 
could facilitate sustainability, and therefore sustainability should be 
considered as a process rather than an end state. There is perhaps a case 
for suggesting that ‘deep green’ philosophy and design has looked more 
to an end state, envisioning what sustainable buildings and settlements 
look like rather than following a process of decision making.

Achieving a Sustainable Consensus
Jane Elliott discusses the potential conflicts between sustainability and 
good quality urban design
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CONFLICTING OBJECTIVES
From initial research it is clear that obstacles exist both in the process 
in which a development is addressed and in the delivery of objectives 
in the product itself. In my opinion, the main threat to urban design 
principles posed by sustainability objectives is when they are addressed 
individually, and particularly where environmental objectives are 
prioritised heavily over social objectives. This can be seen in some 
early eco-developments from the 1990s which prioritised solar gain. 
If sustainable design objectives are approached in a holistic manner, 
there is no reason to suggest good design will not result. However, 
if environmental targets are heightened and prioritised as argued by 
many in the sustainability field, such an ideal may become untenable. 
There is an immediate need for innovation in the environmentally 
designed product given the clear and present danger of irreversible 
environmental damage.

UNDERSTANDING THE THEORY
The complexity of sustainable development theory has been shown 
to be a barrier to understanding by a number of practitioners. The 
general notion of minimising environmental damage and enhancing 
quality of life is almost universally accepted. A ‘light green’ approach to 
sustainable development allows designers to apply the most appropriate 
and cost-effective features they wish without any real negative urban 
design implications. However, addressing the ‘deep green’ sustainable 
vision does present problems. As this view traditionally suggests 
trade-offs are not acceptable, the practical design implications can 
be complex. Not surprisingly with few examples to follow, designers 
seeking to achieve high performance sustainability have concentrated 
on specific elements such as energy, and this has in part produced the 
conflicts identified.

CONCLUSIONS: A LESS CONTESTED FUTURE
Some headline findings provide a basis from which a consensus would 
need to be achieved. Firstly, both urban design and sustainable 

development mean different things to different people, often 
dependent upon background and philosophy. Secondly, both urban 
design and sustainable development can be considered as processes 
or products. Ideally neither should involve trade-offs and both should 
seek to positively guide decision making. Some see urban design as 
a subset of sustainable development and others consider it to be vice 
versa. The common ground between the two is social sustainability and 
quality of life.
 It is clear that the most prevalent current obstacles to sustainable 
design are not related directly to urban design. Cost and the complexity 
of the issues are generally the most effective barriers. However, as the 
impact of the widely acknowledged barriers such as cost and practicality 
are diminished through stricter regulation and more widespread uptake, 
it is important that other obstacles which might be lurking undetected 
are acknowledged and addressed. The exposure of design conflicts 
could be fundamental in governing what the development industry 
achieves on the ground in the next few decades. While urban design 
has not been acknowledged as a significant obstacle to sustainable 
development, what is detectable is that some elements of the design of 
existing sustainable flagship schemes are stopping their reproduction. 
In addressing these issues head-on we have more chance of achieving 
the level of sustainable design which is needed in an acceptable and 
celebrated form.

Jane Elliott, Senior Consultant, Urban Practitioners. Views expressed are the 
author’s own.

The exposure of design conflicts 
could be fundamental in 
governing what the development 
industry achieves on the ground

Opposite page BedZED: a flagship and high-achieving 
sustainable scheme

Left Brewery Square: award-winning urban design with 
few sustainable features

Above Cooper’s Road: a balanced approach to 
sustainability targets can produce a high quality 
urban environment
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Who better to convene an international conference to discuss the 
relationship between art, culture and urban space than a troupe of 
street performers? In March of this year I was, in all seriousness, invited 
by a clown to join a delegation from Northern Ireland attending a two 
day conference in Sassari, the second city of Sardinia. Will Chamberlain, 
head of the wonderful Belfast Community Circus (and indeed a clown) 
had been contacted by Michelle Kramers of Theatre en Vol in Sardinia. 
For some time they, and other like-minded groups across Europe, had 
identified a need to instigate a discussion about the relationship of 
their work with the urban environment in which they perform. It makes 
a lot of sense: those who routinely perform in urban spaces have a lot 
to say about them. As a landscape architect and urban designer, and as 
one of very few evident built environment professionals who attended, 
I found the conference both fascinating and refreshing. It opened my 
eyes to the great potential that we as designers have to engage with 
artists, and to how infrequently we seem to do so at a meaningful level.

PUBLIC ART?
As we all know, the term ‘art’ is notoriously difficult to define and if 
I were qualified to attempt it, would have insufficient pages in this 
publication to do so. However, it was notable that not once during 
the conference was mention made of landmark sculptures, community 
murals or novelty bollards that seem so often to narrowly define the 
role of the artist in public space. No, art here seemed to be more of 
a temporal and even magical notion that amongst other things can 
help people to understand and celebrate the space in which it occurs. 
Perhaps this attitude was best summed up by one notable speaker 
Michel Crespin of Marseilles-based Cite des Arts de la Rue, whose 
definition of the word ‘street’ was ‘a simple term that represents 
a complex series of spaces through which the artist can interpret 
their role’. He continued that unlike a conventional actor, bound by 

the limited dimensions of the theatrical stage and an audience who 
paid for their ticket, a street performer is required to consider three 
dimensional urban space and an audience of people who are there for 
reasons other than art.
 The background of speakers was roughly split between academics, 
(sociologists for the most part), local dignitaries and the performers 
and organisers of street theatre events. It was no surprise that the 
latter group succeeded in injecting the most thought provoking 
and inspirational contributions to the event. Amusingly, after one 
relatively deep and philosophical speech, the conference was stormed 
by a group of masked figures. While the gallant translators could only 
relay a few words for the benefit of non-Italian speakers, we later 
gathered that they were staging a revolt against imagination, only 
to turn into farmyard animals and scurry out of the hall. The event 
was also accompanied by a six person vertical dance act performed on 
the side of a building and by two stimulating tours of the old town 
in which architecture students guided delegates around a number of 
intervention projects they had devised.

STREET THEATRE EXAMPLES
The main body of the conference and the highlight by far, was the 
numerous accounts of different successful street theatre events held 
across Europe. These diverse and fascinating events left delegates, 
including myself, filled with inspiration. Some highlights of these 
were:
 Festival of Fools, Belfast, Northern Ireland. A recently established 
festival generated by the success of Belfast Community Circus set up 
during the Troubles to engage young people in the art of circus skills. 
Each year the international festival succeeds in transforming the city 
streets that were once a place of fear, into places of laughter and 
celebration.

Habitat Imaginari: Arte, Cultura e Spazi Urbani
James Hennessey reports on a very different approach to public space
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 Hands of Asuni, Sardinia. A beautiful, simple installation by Catalan 
artist Anton Roca. Every resident of the small rural town of Asuni, had 
the palms of their hands photographed in black and white. The images 
were then enlarged and placed above the doorway of every house in 
the town. The process and product of the installation made fascinating 
comment on the identity of villagers at a time when rural depopulation 
is leaving towns such as theirs in a state of decline. The exercise was 
then replicated by local architecture students who engaged with 
residents to erect the photographs above doorways of Sassari for the 
duration of the conference.
 Feta Festival Danzica, Gdansk, Poland. An international street 
performance festival which has been based in a working class suburb 
as well as the historic city core of Gdansk and succeeded in ‘bringing 
the concrete jungle alive’. Disheartening, however, was an impassioned 
warning of the threat of cultural censorship by an increasingly right 
wing Polish government which recently convicted an artist to six 
months forced labour for her depiction of genitalia.
 Ana Desetnica Festival, Ljubljana and Maribor, Slovenia. A long 
established festival shared by Slovenia’s two most important cities. 
Recently its organisers became concerned at a lack of fulfilment, 
leading them to supplement performances with workshops, conferences 
and unannounced, spontaneous acts.
 Zinneke Parade, Brussels, Belgium. A major festival with the aim 
of uniting a culturally diverse city of Flemish, French and German 
speaking residents joined more recently by immigrants from abroad. In 
the words of one of its organisers, The Zinneke Parade seeks to celebrate 
‘Neighbourhood Patriotism’ while also forging a common identity for 
residents of the city.
 Le Géant Tombé du Ciel, Le Havre, France. An astonishing three-day 
performance by French street theatre company Royal de Luxe. Residents 
of the port town of Le Havre awoke to find a 12 metre wooden giant 
asleep in the street. After some time, a monumental arch of scaffolding 
was erected holding ropes and pulleys which were attached to the giant. 
Over the course of the next few days the giant was walked around the 
streets of the town, fed, bathed and entertained until overnight he 
disappeared, leaving debris of crushed cars in his wake. One year later, 

when talk of the giant’s visit had almost adopted mythical status, he 
reappeared from within an abandoned building. The giant was again 
ceremoniously walked through the town before being placed on a raft 
and sailed out to sea.

AN UNEXPLOITED POTENTIAL
What all of these events have in common is that they create imaginary 
habitats. They temporarily transform the individual urban spaces in 
which they occur into something different and at times magical. In 
addition, these events also have a greater, longer lasting impact on the 
wider urban area and its inhabitants.
 It must be noted, however, that a disappointing element of the 
conference was the poor engagement by the design community. Two 
professors from the faculty of architecture dipped in and out of the 
event to give rambling lectures (one about impressionist painters 
and the other much harder to define) that failed to connect with 
the essence or the flow of the conference. Perhaps a result of poor 
briefing or maybe translation, their tone was of communicating worldly 
knowledge down to non-designers, rather than engaging with people 
who have their own fascinating relationship with urban space.
 This left me feeling that there is such great potential for designers 
of public space to engage with those who use it so creatively. How 
can artists and designers learn from each other and help one another 
to achieve greater things? In urban design we argue for a common 
language to discuss urban space. Could there be a role for a non-verbal 
language based in a broader definition of art through performance and 
the unashamedly fun temporal transformation of space?

James Hennessey is coordinator of the UDG in Northern Ireland and a landscape 
architect and urban designer for the Belfast office of Llewelyn Davies Yeang.

Opposite page Habitat Imaginari conference poster
Above Delegate tour through the old town of Sassari Photo: author
Above right Vertical dancers opening the 2006 Festival of Fools in Belfast Photo: 

Stanley Matchett, Belfast City Council

A disappointing element of 
the conference was the poor 
engagement by the design 
community



16 | Urban Design | Summer 2006 | Issue 99 

Places such as Shanghai and many smaller cities in Eastern China are 
currently experiencing extremely rapid development, both in terms of 
expansion and the regeneration of their centres. While much of the 
development can attract criticisms of over-scaling, both of buildings and 
infrastructure, rapidly built districts do not necessarily preclude human 
scale spaces and development, although it is a common tendency.
 A key difference between cities that develop over a significant 
period of time and rapidly built districts is with the former, the 
richness, diversity and natural rhythms of human activity, and the 
concomitant fabric and spaces that serves those needs, are more 
integrated. With the latter, the fabric has not developed in reaction 
to shifting modes of living as time goes on. Therefore, there cannot be 
integration at such a small scale, or development of a fine grain texture. 
Thus rapidly built areas tend to be less legible with a reduced sense of 
belonging for both new and existing residents and users.
 People tend to be quite dispersed because of how these cities are 
developing, which results in relatively high use of mass transport 
(although many travel by bicycle). The issues of discouraging use 
of motorised transport for shorter journeys (air pollution is already 
bad and worsening) and implementing means to encourage better 
neighbourhood interaction become linked. These issues can be 
addressed through quality public space: destinations, such as squares 
and parks; and dedicated pedestrian and cycle routes.

PUBLIC SPACE
The main types of public space are routes along the edges of roads, 
public parks and open space within blocks. Residential block 
developments are referred to as compounds, which tend to be semi-
private with public access restricted by gatekeepers. The type of whole 
block developments being referred to here are typically away from 
older, established centres. One such district is Pudong, Shanghai (‘Dong’ 
being East, across the Pu River). Most neighbourhoods have a public 
park, with a variety of well defined spaces, which are popular. The 
public parks and semi-private compound spaces are destinations. Under 
consideration here is pedestrian space forming routes along roads.
 Development in China is normally by private developers on sites 
sold to them by the government, with usually whole blocks with typical 
sizes of 500m by 500m (25 hectares). The government retains almost 
no land and only builds primary infrastructure, relying on developers 
to include secondary and tertiary roads as well as amenities, including 
schools. What each block will contain is closely prescribed according to 
inflexible planning codes. Blocks tend to have individual towers set in 
open space well away from the blank boundary fence, with amenities 
focussing on the centre of the compounds. Consequently, there is little 
animation along the street edges apart from one or two compound 
entrances, with large block sizes further discouraging walking.
 It is this approach that has the greatest implications for pedestrian 
routes. It is difficult to achieve consistency or quality of public space 

Out-of-Scale: Rapid Development in China
Marc Furnival considers the impact of rapid development of Chinese urban 
areas on public space

IN
TE

RN
AT

IO
N

AL



Urban Design | Summer 2006 | Issue 99 | 17

along the boundary between the blocks and the roads. The perimeters 
of the blocks are of little interest to developers and roads are usually 
overly broad for each situation. Furthermore, because so much transport 
is by car and bus, there is little consideration of the pedestrian in terms 
of walking from place to place, although cyclists, because there are so 
many, almost always have dedicated lanes on arterial roads.

DEVELOPMENT PROCESS
The nature of the development process further exacerbates the 
situation. While projects can be quite large in size (800-1,200 hectares 
are not uncommon) developers often only receive a single A3 sheet for 
their individual block, detailing floor area ratios, permitted distance 
between towers, vehicle entrances and facilities to be included. This 
results in a significant gap between the intentions of the master 
planning process and what is actually being developed. The developer 
rarely gets to see the master plan document, or be involved with the 
master plan design team. Once accepted, the implementation of the 
master plan document is overseen by the government, but because one 
developer is not aware of what is to be built on the surrounding blocks, 
within the normal process there is no real way to achieve integration.
 However, there are ways within the master planning process to 
better implement the scheme and address the lack of integration 
between blocks. These increase the quality and the consistency of 
public space:

• Developer guidelines. These list key objectives for the scheme at an 
implementation level, such as maximum distance between alternative 
pedestrian routes, minimum percentage of edge fabric along block 
perimeters, towers to have podium bases with maximum storey heights 
to create human scaled streets and ‘green’ island crossings to reduce the 
dominance of vehicles over pedestrians.

• Typical block sheets. These have distilled aspects of the master plan 
for specific block types with the key guidelines, and are included in the 
individual developer information.
• Specifying deeper set-backs. The typical deep set-back of the block 
edge from the road is already too big and devoid of fabric to add much 
to the street, so making it bigger loses little. This wider strip allows for 
an edge of buildings to be added in the future along the pavement.

CONCLUSION
Development must be appropriate to local context physically, socially 
and culturally, and proposals from one place should not be directly 
imposed on another, without going through ‘filters’ to make it locally 
appropriate and relevant. There are, however, certain constants not 
affected by local style or sensibilities, amongst them human scale.
 ‘The public realm, as the common world, gathers us together and 
yet prevents our falling over each other... What makes mass society so 
difficult to bear is not the number of people involved, or at least not 
primarily, but the fact that the world between them has lost its power 
to gather them together, to relate and separate them.’ (Hannah Arendt)
 As more Chinese conurbations develop rapidly and require an 
increasing level of infrastructure, so the tendency to evolve ‘out-of-
scale’ increases. There is therefore a mandate to explore ways to  
(re-)incorporate both infrastructure and their associated spaces into the 
fabric of our daily lives, enriching and providing pleasant environments 
with which we can interact through social exchanges. Integration 
of quality public space, both destinations and routes, enables better 
human scale interaction which mitigates the worst effects of large scale 
developments.

Marc Furnival, Senior Urban Designer at Devereux Architects, has recently spent two 
years in South America and China.
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Opposite page The effects of oversized road links are intensified at junctions.
Below The dominance of vehicles and related infrastructure makes walking an 

unpleasant experience.
Left Any basis for integration between blocks is hindered by the large block size 

combined with the predominance of vehicle access.

There is little consideration 
of the pedestrian in terms of 
walking from place to place
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The quiet immensity of the Growth Areas is not easy to grasp. The scale of new development 
is vast. It is the opportunity and responsibility of a generation. As we move toward 
implementation, some extremely creative and well thought out schemes are emerging. At 
the same time, the imperative to deliver induces acceptance and repetition of previous 
mistakes. What in this vast enterprise other than words binds things together? What are we 
creating? The aim here is to pause for thought as we embark on that journey.
 Until there is a decline in population, until petrol or any replacement is so 
prohibitively expensive that it restricts movement, urbanism will continue to be extensive. 
Urbanism is about daily life and access to resources. Access is about mobility and mobility 
is ancient and fundamental. Urbanism must facilitate and allow mobility, but all kinds, not 
just one variety. It must not mandate the politicians ‘choice©®TM’, the brand of petrol to 
buy, the hospital or school to which to drive. Here is the great irony: the age of unparalleled 
individual mobility is the era of the cul-de-sac. The age of unparalleled material wealth is the 
age of penny-pinching on infrastructure and the public realm. Do we need adversity to be 
generous and public spirited?
 The past will contaminate the future and the future will infect the past. We can 
neither shelter in the comforting nostalgia of a sanitised memory nor remain airborne 
on the breathless prophesies of technological apotheosis. Radio did not extinguish live 
music, television did not bankrupt the film studios and the internet and mobile phones 
will not change our lives beyond recognition. They all coexist. Geography, resources and 
demographics come first. Urbanism is a long game.
 City regions will infiltrate the countryside and the countryside the city-region. The 
generating concept is not the triumvirate of ‘urban-suburban-rural’. It is the range, from 
farmstead to city-region: centre and periphery, cultivated and built, all bound together by 
routes (and transport). And each variety has its own variety, from comfortable enclave to 
harsh, disruptive workshop. Life is diverse... learn to live with it. Placemaking needs to be 
embedded in a larger scale vision that takes in the range.
 Housing-led urbanism is the tail wagging the dog and sustainable communities 
without the backbone of infrastructure is a big shaggy dog. The dilemma is that the value 
lies in the housing and the assumption is that the market must produce the value to provide 
the infrastructure. Which comes first?
 We need to be far more creative in devising the infrastructure of daily life, for energy, 
drainage, sewage treatment, transport, as the backbone of urbanism. Infrastructure follows 
resources and urbanism follows infrastructure. It is the opportunity, and responsibility, of a 
generation.

KARL KROPF AND ALEX COCHRANE, ROGER EVANS ASSOCIATES
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Growth is often understood as a problem, one that necessitates 
defence against the dispersion of the city in order to reinforce 
a renaissance of traditional, more compact cities. Yet, does this 
reaction ignore decisive and irreversible changes as cities are cut 
loose from age-old restrictions? As change generates complex 
new urban regions, what are the characteristics of the new city, 
and what design possibilities exist that can be embraced and used 
to shape this more dispersed landscape to our advantage?

THE DIFFUSED CITY
The trend towards a more dispersed city is well established. 
Over a century ago HG Wells forecasted that by 2000 the 
citizen of London would have ‘a choice of nearly all of 
England and Wales south of Nottingham and East of Exeter 
as his suburb’. Wells envisaged that exciting developments in 
communication and locomotion would extend choice, and 
dissolve ancient boundaries between city and country. A network 
of infrastructure would make urban amenities available almost 
everywhere, while horticulture, agriculture and the landscape 
would all be brought within urban regions.

A century later, maps of UK census data from 2001 illustrate 
the accuracy of Wells’ vision. The contemporary geography of 
the UK is that of a vast metropolis and a provincial archipelago 
of city islands to the north. With Greater London as the core, the 
built up area of this new metropolis spreads across the south of 
the country, extending ‘as far north as its suburbs of Leicester 
and Northampton, as far west as its edge suburbs of Bristol and 
Plymouth’. ‘Outer London meanwhile reaches as far as Exeter 
and Dover’ and the metropolitan edge is defined by ‘the coasts of 
Cornwall and Suffolk’.

Despite widespread support for preventing a repeat of 
the formlessness and ‘sprawling giantism’ of the American 
Megalopolis, the new London mega-city-region is illustrative 
of a new dispersed form of city that appears to be taking root 
worldwide. The socio-economic factors driving this new city 
appear uninhibited by geographical or cultural boundaries. In 

Paris a dense historic core remains, but 
it diverts attention from the patterns 
of growth across Ile de France, the 
Paris-City-Region that approximates 
the sprawling of Chicago. In Barcelona, 
Holy Grail of the compact city, the 
public space led regeneration masks the 
largest population loss of any European 
city in the past 25 years, as extensive 
suburban and ex-urban development 
has rebalanced the city and its regional 
hinterland.

DISSOLVED BUT INTEGRATED
Two factors are driving change. 
Industrialisation of agricultural has 
significantly improved yields, with 
surplus land retired from production 
increasing space for us to inhabit. Such 
additional space would be meaningless 
however, if it was not allied to advances 
in the technologies of communication 
and particularly mobility, which have 
transformed our ability to occupy space. 
Even as the city has dispersed, travel 
times have remained relatively static 
despite the vastly increased distances 
travelled. Since 1980, the number of 
journeys made by national rail has gone 
up by 43 per cent. However, with car 
traffic up by 85 per cent in the same 
period, the car, or more accurately the 
personal mobility it embodies, is now a 
lifestyle choice that integrates the urban 
dweller with the space of the whole 
metropolis.
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TOWARDS A GALACTIC METROPOLIS
Alastair Donald challenges some received ideas about the compact city

South East England by 
night
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As a result, the urban fabric has 
literally exploded as the city operates 
according to a new economic and cultural 
logic. Newly available and accessible 
space has proved a magnet, and housing, 
offices, hotels, distribution centres, 
retail and leisure facilities are all just as 
likely to be found in the suburbs, at the 
edge or in the ‘ex-urbs’ as in the centre. 
Agility, adaptability and sensitivity to 
new opportunities, logistical operations 
and demands for new types of hybrid 
space motivate a ‘doing more with less’ 
approach to spatial organisation. The 
result is a more fluid and flexible form of 
the city. The organisation and operation 
models required by today’s integrated 
urban systems have rendered redundant 
not only the rural-urban transect, but 
the differentiated, zoned space of the 
modernist era.

A new relationship between town 
and country can emerge if allowed. With 
personal mobility freeing us from the 
fixed schedules and fixed rails, dreams of 
point to point travel in city and country 
are a reality. Public life is no longer tied 
to a single neighbourhood or even within 
what used to be considered the city. As 
the public space of the metropolis has 
expanded in pursuit of new leisure or 
living space, the distinction between town 
and countryside has increasingly been 
lost. From shopping centres and airports 
to fun parks and motorway services, new 
less clear public domains weave their way 
in and out the city. Importantly what was 

formerly countryside becomes space internalised by the city, 
effectively recreating the countryside as new city parks.

THE IMAGE OF THE CITY
The metropolis with its fragmented urban fabric and sprawling 
edges is criticised as defying comprehensibility and lacking 
legible form. Yet in as much as it is an amorphous conurbation, 
is ignoring its existence the way to revitalise it and the places 
within? ‘Blindness to one’s own epoch thwarts the discovery 
of solutions for the problems of today’. Yet arguably we have 
been blind for the half-century since the problem of creating 
legibility across the metropolis was first raised. By 1960 Kevin 
Lynch had already started to deal with the issue realising that the 
complicated urban patterns and plastic nature of the new city 
threw up wholly new design problems.

Lynch’s desire to develop tools to handle design on a 
metropolitan scale was an inspiring one. His conviction that ‘a 
large city environment can have sensuous form’ led him to see 
the image of the megalopolis as a fundamental challenge, but 
importantly, one that if conquered would ‘raise the experience 
of the city to a new level, commensurate with the contemporary 
functional unit’.

A GALACTIC METROPOLIS
The most useful vantage point from which to make sense of 
this new city is from above. A glance out of an airplane window 
conveys the exploded nature of the metropolis. A fragmented and 
discontinuous fabric is punctuated by large scale interventions 
such as distribution centres or business parks, and development 
is often clustered in unusual formations, for example, around 
infrastructure such as motorway access points or airports. 
Activity, visible in the 24/7 tidal movement of people, goods and 
services along interconnecting arteries, indicates the incredible 
logistical operation that supports modern life.

At night, the picture is even more vivid. Pools of light that 
intensify and decompose seemingly at random are interspersed 
with voids and connected by arterials to give a strong sense of an 

Left Europe by night
Opposite page Metropolis and 

hinterland – from Places and 
People: A 2001 Census Atlas 
of the UK (2004), Daniel 
Dorling and Bethany Thomas
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as a Galactic Metropolis. Lewis suggested we‘ve seen the demise 
of the urban frontier. As traditional distinctions between urban, 
suburban and rural break down and development spreads across 
the landscape, we have a metropolis that is almost everywhere.

RE-IMAGINING THE CITY
The paths, edges, districts, nodes, and landmarks that allowed 
Lynch’s interviewees to describe the kinaesthetic sensations of 
dropping, turning and climbing through the urbanised expanse 
illustrate that the tools for orientation at a regional scale already 
existed. Yet, an important gap noted by Lynch almost half a 
century ago remains relevant today. With diminished physical 
boundaries between settlements, the question remains of how 
to give legibility and meaning to the city at a medium district 
scale? The challenge for the metropolitan designer today is how 
to create functional and comprehensible places in a manner that 
gives them a viable function and identity within a network.

The levels of flexibility and adaptability required by new agile 
economies suggest that a master plan blueprint may prove less 
useful than tools that seek to drive growth and generate future 
possibilities through an evolving organisational framework. The 
sophisticated relationships between buildings and space suggest 
designers and planners can no longer manage without placing 
a premium on researching new environments to expose the 
underlying logic. Tools that start to throw light on the different 
layers within the city will become particularly useful. In addition 
to giving shape to points in the network, three features stand 
out: a positive attitude to designing in mobility, the importance 
of prioritising infrastructure, and the need to consider ‘negative 
space’ which is the space that in the past has been countryside 
and is not normally designed.

FROM ‘URBAN-NESS’ TO A NEW METROPOLITAN CULTURE
Mobility, infrastructure and negative space are potentially 
organising principles for structuring a new form of dispersed 
city. Yet there remains significant opposition, often reflecting 
a fear of a loss of ‘urban-ness’, a cultural and social form of 
living said to be tolerant and outward looking, which is often 
associated with the dense urban form characteristic of the 19th 
century city. Reinterpreted for today, it is hoped that urban-ness 
or cramming more into the city will ‘bring a sense of cohesion 
and community’, and at the same time ensures that we are 
ecologically sustainable and engaged in safeguarding scarce 
resources through reducing the footprint of the city.

Urban-ness in this sense is intended to evoke 
‘metropolitanism’, or its close relation ‘cosmopolitanism’, or ‘of 
the world’. Traditionally, the idea of metropolitan has signalled 
a cultural orientation towards complexity, sophistication, and 
experimentation, an outward orientation to the world.

Yet in both social and environmental senses, the quest 
for ‘urban-ness’ today downplays crucial positive aspects of 
metropolitanism, especially that humans are ingenious in their 
ability to adapt to new circumstances and overcome problems. 
In restricting the possibilities of how we live, to being crammed 
into compact cities (with an increasing number of behavioural 
codes to help us with our sociability), the pursuit of ‘urban-ness’ 
seems not so much to embrace the metropolitan as to signal its 
temporary seizure.

It is true that high-density neighbourhoods and the cities 
that they form part of have been, are, and will continue to be 
attractive, vibrant places to be. However, given new possibilities 
for intensity to coexist with a more dispersed urbanised 
landscape, when the response to growth is to be told that we 
should ‘be interested in need rather than aspiration’ it seems 
reasonable to question why can’t we be aspirational? How can 
we hope to gain new insights and provide for a better future 
without room to experiment with new urban forms? Whether 

the development of new collective spaces 
for public life that is no longer tied to a 
single neighbourhood, or the freedom to 
build in parts of the countryside no longer 
needed for food production, regaining the 
confidence to do something new would 
seem a positive objective.

In the past, metropolitanism emerged 
from the city by virtue of its accessibility; 
it was the place that opened lines of 
communication with the rest of the world. 
Today we’ve moved on. Communications 
and widespread mobility mean the culture 
of metropolitanism needs not be spatially 
confined; it is available to those outside the 
city too. Rather than an enforced retreat 
to the local and the compact city, why not 
recognise that the city is open ended and 
should be subject to changes in function and 
meaning. To return to Lynch once more, we 
should be receptive to the formation of new 
imagery, and ‘it must invite its viewers to 
explore the world’.

As UDG looks towards 2030, it might be 
worth debating the case for something new.

Alastair Donald, Advisor, Urban Design and 
Masterplanning, CABE. This personal account may not 
reflect the opinions of CABE.

Communications and widespread 
mobility mean the culture of 
metropolitanism needs not be 
spatially confined
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In response to the shortage of housing in 
the South of England, the Government’s 
Sustainable Communities Plan: Building 
for the Future (ODPM 2003) intends 
to deliver high quality, high density 
development in four growth areas in 
strategic locations, the Thames Gateway, 
Ashford, Milton Keynes-South Midlands 
and the London-Stansted-Cambridge 
corridor. In total 200,000 homes in 
addition to current plans will be delivered 
by 2016.

In spite of the unpopularity of the 
term, the size of some of these new 
developments effectively makes them 
comparable to ‘new towns’. With so 
many issues and factors in common, such 
as social and economic sustainability, 
design, optimal size, density and mix 
of a viable and successful community, 
it is tempting to look at whether the 
Sustainable Communities Plan is inspired 
by the ethos of previous growth policies 
such as the ‘garden cities’ and the ‘new 
towns’ programmes, and whether a 
powerful physical model will emerge 
from current guidance, and be able to 
endure similarly to the Howardian’s 
vision, across almost a century of town 
planning.

HOWARD’S MODEL
In theory, garden cities and new towns were comprehensively 
planned communities designed to provide opportunities 
for people to live and work in pleasant surroundings and in 
conditions that favoured industrial expansion. They present 
similarities with the growth areas in that, for example, they 
share the large scale and focused approach, they advocate the 
creation of self-sufficient neighbourhoods offering employment 
opportunities and social and community facilities, and they 
promote parallel transport development. They also seek to attract 
a balance of all socio-economic groups to work and live, and 
promote neighbourhood ownership and pride. Today’s emphasis 
is on community participation in the design and planning of new 
neighbourhoods, social cohesion and local culture.

Most intriguingly, Howard’s model gives precise indications 
on the ideal size and development quantum of new settlements. 
In his Social City, six garden cities of 32,000 inhabitants each 
delivering a density of approximately 31 dwellings per hectare, 
and a central city of 58,000 would eventually create a system of 
250,000 people. The model also specifies community facilities, 
and in some cases it goes as far as defining the area allocated to 
open space (eg the green belt should be 5,000 acres, where farms 
and urban institutions would be located).

The Reith Report in 1945 also recommended a perfect size 
and building rate in relation to population and number of shops, 
hospital beds, libraries, acres of recreation ground, etc, and their 
location in relation to residential areas. For each new town 
20,000 was given as the maximum population which could be 
absorbed in a balanced way in six to eight years. The size of new 
towns recommended was 30-50,000 rising in certain cases to 

THE LOST MODEL OF URBAN PLANNING
Silvia Lazzerini searches for the modern Ebenezer Howard in the 
Sustainable Communities Plan and Growth Areas of our time

Barking Riverside master 
plan for 10,000 homes
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C80,000 or more. Stevenage was planned for 57,000 people and 
Milton Keynes was designed to be even bigger (250,000 people). 
The Reith Report also recommended densities of approx 30 
dwellings per hectare, although densities gradually declined in 
subsequent planning policies on new towns.

DESIGN QUALITY
In terms of urban design, the emphasis on good housing and high 
standard of design is equally present in the garden city and new 
towns movements as in the growth areas agenda. Unfortunately, 
the lack of variety in housing form (predominantly two-storey 
houses with gardens) of early new towns and the large amount 
of open space resulted in very low densities and a suburban 
feeling that perhaps ill-translate the original garden city concept. 
Primarily, the concept that ‘every house should have its garden 
and should be so placed and planned that all its rooms should 
be flooded with light and sunshine, unblocked by other houses 
or by its own projection’ were the main ideals of the garden city 
that influenced town planning and consumers’ preference since, 
leading to a culture that is adverse to the high densities that the 
communities plan is trying to promote. Howard’s emphasis on 
the importance of a permanent area of open and agricultural land 
around the town has become engrained in the British planning 
system and eventually evolved almost into dogma.

Later developments such as Milton Keynes aspired in theory 
to achieve greater diversity of housing designs with a different 
mix of housing type and densities. Still, obvious problems are 
found today in the grid system layout which was not delivered 
as a pedestrian-friendly environment as originally planned. The 
heterogeneity in housing types has not been achieved and low 
density has made the emergence of an effective public transport 
system impossible.

CURRENT STANDARDS
In contrast with the comprehensive and far reaching models and 
visions of garden cities and new towns, it appears that the size 
and form of modern urban extensions and new communities 
are planned on individual bases taking into account a variety of 
factors:

• The growth potential and the physical capacity of the available 
sites: Ashford, for example, has relied on extensive urban 
capacity assessments to put forward growth proposals that will 
see 50,000 new people in 31,000 houses by 2031.
• The densities envisaged by PPG3 and its forthcoming 
replacement (PPS3) play an important role in defining the level 
of growth and shape the form and character of new places.
• Forecasts of population and housing growth: numbers are 
driven by regional planning strategies setting overall housing 
targets.
• The constraints of individual sites and areas: most relevantly, 
while the early new towns were planned as self-contained 
communities, often as far as 20-25 miles from their mother 
city, modern urban extensions are conceived where possible, as 
integrated with existing communities.
• Unlike the new towns, in the growth areas the goal is not to 
create truly self-contained new communities. Indeed, much of 
the debate about the growth areas has focussed on whether the 
proposed investment in transport infrastructure will be adequate 
to support the levels of commuting anticipated from the growth 
areas to regional economic centres.
• Lastly, housing market considerations and viability studies are 
an important factor in determining the size of new settlements 
and the location of new housing, especially where private 
developers are nervous to deliver as a result of what are perceived 
to be onerous affordable housing requirements and other 
planning gains.

PAST MISTAKES
Since their designation the fortunes of 
new towns has varied considerably. It is 
lamentable that the extent to which they 
were successful in meeting their original 
objectives and aspirations also has varied. 
The new towns have been criticised as the 
antithesis of sustainable communities, 
some of them for their boring architecture, 
the lack of urban feel and the absence of 
shops and other services. They absorbed 
only a mere fraction of the population 
growth they were planned for. High 
building costs (reflecting the significant 
shortage of both materials and labour for 
building after the war) delayed housing 
delivery, entirely reliant on the public 
sector, and resulted in dwellings not 
affordable for the working classes that 
they were meant to attract. Thus the social 
mix envisaged in the early new towns 
was not achieved. Only in the 1970s, with 
the New Towns Programme review, the 
allocation policies changed their emphasis 
from employment and self-containment to 
housing need of poorer classes.

So, the ultimate vision of Howard, the 
Social City, was never implemented or 
achieved. Often, the physical manifestation 
of the garden city concept has been 
criticised as a watered-down essence 
of the Howard vision, where the shell 
is there but not the substance (Peter 
Hall), and where aesthetic and artistic 
criteria outweighed social and structural 
considerations. For many, ‘garden city’ has 
become synonymous with low density 
development in the rural idyllic setting.

Ebenezer Howard’s diagram
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LACK OF VISION
Regrettably, despite representing a huge policy step in the delivery 
of houses and the promotion of good places, the answers to these 
questions cannot be found in the Sustainable Communities 
Plan. The ODPM sets broad housing needs and figures as a target 
of its Sustainable Communities Plan. It offers no indication 
of certain minima that are necessary for the size of a town in 
terms of population and services, a model setting the ideal level 
of development that would support a vibrant and long-lasting 
community. Not only this, but there is a lack of the romantic and 
convincing physical structure at a grand scale that made Howard’s 
City so reassuringly functional and liveable. The diversity of 
approach in different developments confirms the lack of a model 
and vision of a physical representation that, like the Howardian 
diagram shows what new places will look like and how they will 
work.

The often bland and vague language associated to the concept 
of sustainability is disappointing. ‘Sufficiently large’ and ‘viable’ 
communities are redundant and too vague terms to inspire the 
creation of new neighbourhoods that are to be the future of 
sustainable living. Perhaps there should be a more robust argument 
and investigation on the ideal sizes offered by the garden cities 
and new towns and on whether there is any benefit to discuss the 
creation of settlements of comparable large scale.

Similarly, the growth areas programme lacks the pioneering 
spirit and inspiring, visionary and charismatic character that 
everyone would recognise in Ebenezer Howard. There appears to be 
no clear and comprehensive vision on how sustainable settlements 
should be delivered. Although some developments have been 
regarded as an example of what the Government is trying to achieve 
(ie Greenwich Millennium Community) and faint principles have 
been provided about the need for ‘sustainable building codes’, there 
remains uncertainty on the presence of a vision or philosophy 
of how the communities are going to work. As a result, there is 
concern that new development in the growth areas will be of poor 
quality and at the mercy of private investors and developers.

Lastly, it is sad that there appears to be no desire to learn from 
the past. Although some of the physical features of the garden 
cities and new towns are currently rejected, such as low densities, 
greenfield development and poor urban design, the model and early 
concept remain robust and certainly worth exploring further in 
order to get inspiration for today’s programmes of urban growth. 
Perhaps a better and deeper understanding about how they were 
conceived, and the will to build upon their positive features are 
needed.

Silvia Lazzerini is an Associate at Cluttons LLP and directs the Design and Conservation 
section of the Planning and Regeneration Team.

UNANSWERED QUESTIONS
One century after Ebenezer Howard 
attempted to answer the question: ‘the 
people, where will they go?’ there are 
still relevant questions to be asked 
in relation to some matters that have 
determined the lastingness of Howard’s 
vision.

First of all, is there a perfect size for 
new settlements? What are the magic 
numbers that we have to get right if 
thriving and self-sufficient communities 
are to be established? Linked to this is 
also the issue of thresholds and critical 
mass that determine the right proportion 
of facilities, social infrastructure that 
make a community self-sufficient. Most 
research on sustainable settlements 
suggests that size should hover between 
200-250,000 people. There is a saying 
in Bombay that ‘You need a city of two 
million people to have 20 interesting 
friends”. Perhaps social networks and 
systems cannot and should not be 
overly planned and the policies should 
be enablers rather than prescriptive, 
but it is still felt that the Sustainable 
Communities Plan does not look into 
this issue in too much detail.

Secondly, Howard’s ideas are 
illustrated through what is only a 
diagram but it gave a strong dimension 
to town planning and spatial and design 
considerations. What will the new 
communities in the growth areas look 
like? Should a physical model be defined 
by the Sustainable Communities Plan, 
which would set the spatial structure 
of different residential, community and 
commercial uses within public open 
space and structural landscape?

The often bland and vague language 
associated to the concept of 
sustainability is disappointing

Master plan for the Eastern Quarry in 
Ebbsfleet Valley, Eric Kuhne
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The Government’s Sustainable Communities Plan throws down 
a significant gauntlet to the urban design world, and this is 
no more evident than in North Northamptonshire, a sizeable 
section of the Milton Keynes and South Midlands growth area, 
where considerable development in the three boroughs of 
Corby, Kettering and Wellingborough, and the adjacent East 
Northamptonshire is proposed.

Within this area the population is expanding (once the 
growth targets are met its combined population will equal that 
of Leicester) and the growth area status provides the opportunity 
to think creatively and constructively about long term provision 
for the needs of these communities. From an urban design 
perspective this is an exciting and demanding challenge, not least 
because it demands an ability to think and act across a wide range 
of scales; from consideration of the ecological and infrastructure 
framework of the emerging regional city, to the detail of the 
materials for footpaths or the merits of different roof forms, and 
all that occurs in between.

DESIGNING THE REGIONAL CITY
Proposals for each of the three towns share some common 

elements: a sustainable urban extension linked directly to 
regeneration projects within the existing towns; landscape and 
green infrastructure plans which frame the layout of the proposals 
and inform design decisions; a need to identify a clear purpose for 
each town within the regional city.

This latter point is crucial; the towns are not individuals 
competing for the same prize. Instead they are a team pulling 
together to deliver sustained growth and prosperity. This requires a 
move beyond conventional competitive thinking towards greater 
complementarity, with excellent connections between towns and a 
high quality environment in each in support of this strategy.

At Wellingborough, the most southerly town and only 40 
minutes from King’s Cross Station, the aim is to import the 
metropolitan atmosphere of the Capital. The proposed ‘Pulse 
Park’ will become an important business location as employment 
expands in response to the growth area status. Employers are 
well tuned in to the need to locate where they can attract the 
most skilled professionals, and are aware of the role that lifestyle, 
cultural opportunities and high standards of living play in this.

Kettering is set to become the principal retail location within 
the area. The region currently leaks spending to places such as 
Milton Keynes, and the aim is to retain as much as possible by 
enhancing retail opportunities. This is to be complemented by an 
ongoing emphasis on health and wellbeing, focused on Kettering’s 
hospitals.

At Corby, the emphasis will be on measuring and demonstrating 
economic and environmental performance. The town is seeking to 
reconcile its industrial heritage with the progressive and ‘can do’ 
mentality which is characteristic of the new town culture. It will 
be innovative in its outlook, something which is evident in the 
current exploration of good housing models for the town extension 
at Priors Hall, and the regeneration of the Kingswood estate within 
the town.

This is an ambitious and far reaching vision. It is being driven in 
no small part by developer Bee Bee Developments Ltd, which has 
brought together a number of partners and professional advisers 
to help shape and implement the vision. For Bee Bee, quality of 
place is essential, and planners and urban designers, David Lock 
Associates, are at the heart of the team.

NORTH NORTHAMPTONSHIRE: DESIGNING THE 
REGIONAL CITY
Joanne Cave describes the different approaches to the expansion of three 
towns within the North Northamptonshire area

The new Regional City: Growth and regeneration 
in Wellingborough, Kettering and Corby
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SUSTAINABLE URBAN EXTENSIONS
The master planning of each of the three 
urban extensions presents its own unique 
set of opportunities and constraints. 
The site of the Wellingborough eastern 
expansion (WEAST) is severed from the 
town by the railway line. Earlier attempts 
to master plan the site failed to tackle the 
issue of connecting the site back into the 
town with any real ambition, prompting 
a potential ‘them and us’ scenario. The 
Bee Bee master plan addresses this head 
on, with proposals for a new bridge 
designed by Whitby & Bird, which will 
cross over the railway in close proximity 
to the station. This will provide the 
necessary infrastructure to access the 
town centre, and will also serve as a 
symbolic link between old and new. The 
path of the bridge also passes areas on the 
eastern edge of the town which are to be 

revived through new development offering increased housing 
choice and better facilities.

In Kettering, the extension site used to incorporate three 
elegant avenues of elm trees through the Boughton Park Estate. 
Only one remains, and is in need of restoration. The master 
plan utilises these avenues as key structural elements for the 
development; green infrastructure and transport infrastructure 
are being planned together.

The plans for Kettering and Wellingborough are still being 
refined. The Priors Hall extension leads the way, having now 
received outline planning consent from Corby Borough Council 
and East Northamptonshire Council, whose boundaries the 
site straddles. This former British Steel site was used for iron ore 
extraction, but has long since been abandoned. The proposals, 
for 5,100 dwellings, a new school academy designed by Foster 
& Partners, one district and three local centres, extensive open 
parkland and a wide range of employment, commercial and 
community opportunities, will lead ultimately to a population of 
between 10,000 and 15,000 people. The master plan is influenced 
by several factors. The nearby villages and towns like Weldon 
and Oundle offer not only design inspiration, but messages 
about lifestyle and residential setting which may be reflected at 
Priors Hall. The surrounding area has a rich cultural heritage (the 
historic Kirby Hall and Deene Hall and Deene Park lie in close 
proximity), which requires a sensitive response. In stark contrast 
the Rockingham Motor Speedway on the north-western edge of the 
site creates noise and traffic issues, which have to be factored in.

Finally, and perhaps most significantly is the juxtaposition 
between town and country which is signalled so clearly by the 
North Weldon Industrial Estate. There is no gentle transition 
between urban and rural, and views from the east towards Corby 
are marred by the bulky industrial buildings which mark the 
current extent of the town. The overall development concept set 
out to reconcile these factors. The development will deliver a new 
parkland both in its own right and as a setting for development 
at the eastern edge of the town. This will be inspired by the 
parkland tradition of the Rockingham Forest area. The design will 
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incorporate the existing landscape features to create a unique 
and high quality setting, the structure of which will be based 
on a gully which runs north-south through the site, and the 
east-west course of the Willow Brook. Built development will 
respond to this new parkland edge in two ways: first by bringing 
the existing town to the parkland; and second, by locating the 
town in the parkland. Each element will generate two distinctly 
different types of residential environment: the town of Corby 
will approach the parkland from the west, and in this part of the 
development an urban tradition will prevail. Formally laid out 
streets and terraces will overlook the new parkland, in a manner 
very similar to the elegant rows of properties which overlook 
Richmond Park. Within the parkland there will be a series of 
compact villages and hamlets, drawing some design inspiration 
from the villages of East Northants and Rockingham Forest, 
but developed in the context of current policy on sustainable 
residential densities. Within this area, the landscape framework 
will provide a strong sense of enclosure and definition, 
reinforcing the perception of being within a parkland setting. 
Identifiable points of transition, including gatehouses and cattle 
grids will reinforce this feeling.
 Overall the concept seeks to translate the notion of rural idyll 
within a more sustainable town location. In this way the master 
plan recognises the differences between urban and rural, and 
attempts to address the economic, social and environmental 
interplay between the two to bring about broader benefits. In 
its 2005 design review of the proposals for Priors Hall, CABE 
described the master plan as ‘clear... ambitious... and exemplary’. 
The vision is complete, and whilst those for Wellingborough 
and Kettering are rapidly taking shape, at Priors Hall attention is 
focussed on the challenge of delivery.

DELIVERING THE VISION
The close alignment of urban design, engineering, landscape 
architecture, environmental management, project management 
and marketing are central to the implementation activities at 
Priors Hall. The design code for the first 1,700 homes and the 

district centre is currently being prepared 
in conjunction with the two councils. 
It will be a comprehensive document, 
with high levels of prescription. This 
essentially places the local planning 
authorities in the position of holding 
all of their reserved matters discussions 
up front, and in the absence of any 
applications from house builders. This 
will represent a major leap forward in the 
speed and quality with which new homes 
can be built, news which will please not 
only the councils and the URC, Catalyst 
Corby, but also the ODPM.

However, it can only be achieved by 
very thorough detailed master planning of 
the area, taking account of each element 
of the built form and public realm, and 
simultaneously tackling the perennial 
problem of car parking in imaginative 
ways. In addition, the division of the site 
into saleable parcels is being directly 
influenced by the coding exercise, with 
emphasis on engaging house builders 
to create, and therefore consider whole 
streets, in contrast to the traditional 
approach which sees the parcels divided 
down the centre line of the road.

To add to the current excitement, Bee 
Bee is currently negotiating to host the 
International Festival of the Garden at 
Priors Hall in 2007, an event which will 
put the development on the map long 
before the first house is occupied.

Joanne Cave, Associate Director at David Lock 
Associates Ltd

Opposite page top Priors Hall, 
Corby: Streets and squares 
to the west of the central 
gully, new villages to the 
east

Opposite page bottom The 
design for Priors Hall 
introduces a new urban 
edge, and creates villages 
within the parkland

Left Detailed master planning 
is central to the preparation 
of the prescriptive code
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The growth strategy was embraced by the Government’s 
Sustainable Communities Plan in 2003, and Cambridge found 
itself at the heart of the key London-Stansted-Cambridge-
Peterborough growth corridor. Cambridgeshire Horizons was 
formed in 2004 as the local delivery company charged with 
implementing the strategy. Detailed site definitions, and the 
preparation of area development frameworks and area action 
plans, are being concluded through the adoption of local plans 
and local development frameworks. A roll-forward of the plan to 
2021 is already well advanced through the preparation of the East 
of England Plan.

But, following this intensive period of plan-making, what is 
actually emerging on the ground, and what are the prospects for 
securing the high-quality and distinctive new neighbourhoods 
which will match the high standards and expectations of the 
Cambridgeshire community?

URBAN SITES
With the absence of any significant industrial legacy, urban 
brownfield sites are thin on the ground in Cambridge. The 
structure plan only expected around 6,000 dwellings to come 
from this source. However, one exemplary scheme is beginning to 
emerge from the ground at Accordia, Countryside Properties’ 350-
home development on former government land at Brooklands 
Avenue3. Designed by Feilden Clegg Bradley with Macreanor 
Lavington and Alison Brooks this scheme mixes high-density 
terraced courtyard housing with copper-clad apartment buildings 
that take full advantage of the mature landscape of the site. Car 
parking levels are low but bicycle provision is high, in keeping 
with the Cambridge tradition. Thirty per cent affordable housing 
is mixed into the scheme with a uniformly high standard of 
design and detailing. Less than a third of the development is so far 
complete, but there is enough to show that this development will 
set new standards for quality in urban Cambridge against which 
other schemes will be judged.

The growth strategy for the Cambridge Sub-
region emerged from a radical policy review 
that was carried out during the second 
half of the 1990s. The local authorities 
recognised that it was no longer possible, 
or indeed desirable, to deny the growth 
dynamic that had built up in Cambridge’s 
economy1.

The strategy that emerged through the 
adoption of Regional Planning Guidance 
for East Anglia (RPG6) in 2000 and the 
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure 
Plan in 2003 set an ambitious target for 
growth: 2,800 dwellings per year to be 
built from 1999 to 2016, a 40 per cent 
increase in the rate achieved during the 
1990s. RPG6 set a rigorous sequential 
approach to the location of the growth: 
firstly on brownfield sites in the built-
up area of Cambridge; secondly in urban 
extensions that would be identified by 
a review of Cambridge’s long-standing 
green belt; thirdly at a free-standing ‘new 
town’ well connected to Cambridge; 
and lastly in the ring of market towns 
that surround Cambridge and define 
the outer limits of the Cambridge Sub-
region. Sub-regional studies2 carried out 
during 2001/2 estimated Cambridge’s 
urban capacity, as well as reviewing the 
boundary of the green belt and choosing 
Oakington/Longstanton to the north-west 
of Cambridge as the preferred location 
for the new town, subsequently named 
Northstowe.

DESIGN AND DISTINCTIVENESS IN THE CAMBRIDGE 
GROWTH AREA
Peter Studdert discusses the complex issues involved in turning ideas for 
this growth area into realities
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A significant feature of the Cambridge growth strategy is the 
urban extensions planned for the south, north-west and east 
of the city. The most advanced proposals are for the ‘southern 
fringe’ of the city, where Countryside Properties with PRP 
Architects and Grosvenor Properties with Allies and Morrison 
are planning a 3,500-home expansion of Trumpington, linked to 
an ambitious expansion of Addenbrooke’s Hospital together with 
a new campus for biomedical research4.

The key issues arising from the emerging master plans for the 
southern fringe, which are likely to apply to the other planned 
urban extensions, are:
• The equal importance that is being given to landscape as to 
townscape. Cambridgeshire Horizons has funded a detailed 
landscape strategy for the southern fringe by The Landscape 
Partnership as an inset to a more strategic ‘green infrastructure 
strategy’ for the whole sub-region that will be published in the 
summer.
• The relationship of the new neighbourhoods to the existing 
neighbourhoods. This is proving particularly challenging in 
Trumpington, where the form of the existing urban edge makes 
it difficult to integrate new neighbourhoods in a cohesive way.
• The location and delivery of community facilities. This process 
has been complicated by a review of secondary school provision 
by the county council which has led to a requirement for a new 
school to serve the south of the city.
• The appropriate density range for an urban edge site, where 
the drive for higher densities and the more efficient use of land 
works against the ‘garden suburb’ aspirations of local residents 
and house builders.
• The appropriate mix and type of affordable housing and the 
need to integrate mixed tenures to create balanced communities. 
This issue has been the subject of recent research by The Three 
Dragons for Cambridgeshire Horizons5.
• The extent to which high standards of sustainable 
construction and resource efficiency can be required through the 
planning system.

These issues will become the focus for detailed negotiations 
when outline planning applications are submitted in early 
summer 2006.

ARBURY CAMP
An urban extension allocated in the previous plan period and 
now on site is the Arbury Camp development on the ‘northern 
fringe’ of the city. Outline planning permission for 900 homes 
together with employment and other mixed uses was granted 
in 2005 accompanied by a John Thompson master plan and 
design guide, with an innovative public art strategy prepared 
by the artist Patricia Mackinnon-Day. Gallagher Estates, as 
strategic developers, are now selling serviced sites to a number 
of open-market and affordable house builders. However, the first 
reserved matters application to be submitted by a house builder 
in autumn 2005 was refused by South Cambridgeshire District 
Council’s (SCDC) planning committee on design grounds, with 
one member’s colourful comments about ‘Russian ghettoes’ 
emblazoned across the front page of the local newspaper the 
following day above an archive photograph of Soviet-style blocks 
of flats. A local design review panel has now been established 
to co-ordinate and assess future reserved matters submissions 
against the agreed design guide.

A number of lessons are emerging from this process:
• The need to rigorously test assumptions about housing density, 
parking ratios, parking strategies and street design strategies 
before adopting design guides as part of an outline planning 
permission.
• The need for clear design guidance and ideally the use of 

design codes for sites being developed 
by a number of different house builders, 
particularly where, as at Arbury, a 
‘contemporary’ approach is being sought 
by the planning authority.
• The challenge of ensuring good 
physical integration between market 
and affordable housing when different 
architects and different delivery 
mechanisms are being used.
• The challenge of ensuring co-ordinated 
development of mixed uses when market 
conditions in different sectors lead to 
different delivery timetables. At Arbury 
Camp the commercial development 
plays an important role in shielding the 
housing from traffic noise from the A14 
but has an uncertain delivery timetable 
because of the relatively flat state of the 
commercial property market.
• The value of bringing an artist into 
the master planning process to give the 
neighbourhood distinctiveness.

NEW SETTLEMENTS
The Arbury Camp development 
has taken on a greater significance 
because Gallagher Estates are also the 
developers of the proposed New Town 
at Northstowe6, the most challenging 
element of the Sub-region’s growth 
strategy. Five miles to the north west of 
Cambridge, Northstowe lies between 
the two villages of Longstanton and 
Oakington. Integral to its development 
are high quality transport links based 

Opposite page Arbury 
Camp master plan, 
John Thompson and 
Partners for Gallagher 
Estates

Above Accordia by 
Feilden Clegg Bradley
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construction of a guided busway along the old Cambridge to St 
Ives railway line, which was granted Department for Transport 
approval in December 2005. Northstowe is largely planned 
around the former Oakington Barracks, recently acquired by 
English Partnerships from Defence Estates. Gallagher Estates and 
English Partnerships are now working towards a joint venture 
arrangement and joint promotion of the new town.

Gallagher Estates has already lodged an outline planning 
application for an 8,000 homes new town to a master plan by 
David Lock Associates, although a fresh application is likely later 
in the year. The planned size of the new town and the proportion 
of affordable housing are still matters to be resolved through 
the SCDC local development framework and area action plan 
adoption process later this year.

Whatever its ultimate size, a key issue will be how to make 
Northstowe distinctive as a place. The context is not promising: 
the landscape is flat, and ‘green separation’ has been included 
in the master plan to protect the two villages from the impact 
of the new development. Thus, instead of being able to derive 
distinctiveness from the historic village centres, Northstowe will 
be constructed in the space between the settlements and will 
need to develop its own character without the help of historic 
references.

However, there are hopeful signs:
• English Partnerships and the Housing Corporation have both 
signed up to making Northstowe a ‘flagship’ development.
• Sub-regional arts and sports facilities strategies being 
published by Cambridgeshire Horizons this summer have 
identified a number of specialist facilities which could be located 
at Northstowe and which could give the new town a distinctive 
role.
• Work carried out by energy consultants ESD for SCDC 
has developed a vision for a sustainable energy partnership 
which could make renewable energy an important theme for 
Northstowe7.
• URBED is developing options for local management 
organisations which could give Northstowe a distinctive style of 
local governance8.

There is much work to be done over the next 18 months to turn 
these ideas and aspirations into reality. Time and government 
targets add pressure, but the commitment to quality and 
distinctiveness in the Cambridge growth strategy will remain 
the highest objective.

Peter Studdert, Director for Sustainable Communities, Cambridgeshire Horizons
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3 See www.accordia.uk.com
4 See www.addenbrookes.org.uk/trust/publications/vision2020.html
5 Balanced and Mixed Communities: a Good Practice Guide available from www.
cambridgeshirehorizons.co.uk
6 See www.gallagherlongstanton.co.uk
7 Northstowe Sustainable Energy Partnership ESD, 2005
8 Who runs this place? URBED with Marilyn Taylor Associates, 2006

Thirty per cent affordable housing 
is mixed into the scheme with a 
uniformly high standard of design 
and detailing

Top Cambridge: a schematic diagram of the main spatial 
components of the stategy

Above Northstowe strategic master plan: David Lock Associates
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Throughout 2004 Urban Initiatives worked on a planning 
framework for the Ashford growth area. The ODPM had decided 
that Ashford should double in size taking in an additional 31,000 
new homes and 28,000 new jobs. The 2001 Regional Planning 
Guidance had been followed by a capacity study undertaken by 
Halcrow that concluded that Ashford would effectively become 
a small city the size of Cambridge. The local authority was a 
willing participant in this growth.

Two decades of sprawling, suburban housing estates 
had all but submerged the medieval market town and the 
19th century railway town that followed. More than half 
of Ashford’s population takes home less than the national 
average wage and the town centre retailers struggle to compete 
with Maidstone, Canterbury and Bluewater. How could this 
underperforming Kent town hope to have any of the urban 
quality that characterises a place like Cambridge? How could the 

necessary social, community and physical 
infrastructure be delivered to achieve 
the Government’s emerging agenda for 
sustainable communities?

ESTABLISHING THE TEAM
A town delivery partnership, Ashford 
Futures was established immediately 
prior to the inception of the Greater 
Ashford Development Framework 
(GADF) and, working with English 
Partnerships, the South East of England 
Regional Development Agency (SEEDA), 
the borough council and various 
other organisations including the 
Environment Agency, it commissioned a 

ASHFORD AT THE CROSSROADS
Marcus Wilshere describes the growth aspirations of the town and 
wonders how they are going to be fulfilled

Growth area 
development framework 
master plan
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full team to investigate all aspects of the 
town’s physical and economic growth 
along with specialist investigations 
ranging from hydrology to town centre 
regeneration and strategic environmental 
impact. The Urban Initiatives team 
included Alan Baxter Associates 
responsible for transport, highway and 
infrastructure engineering, DTZ Pieda 
for market analysis, Studio Engleback 
looking at landscape and ecology and 
Turner Townsend providing project 
management. It amounted to a well 
integrated and wide ranging approach to 
the issues of transforming Ashford that 
would bring together all the necessary 
professional disciplines with the range 
of agencies responsible for planning, 
regeneration and environment at 
national, regional and local level.

For the delivery of any major process 
of urban change to be successful there 
must be both a ‘bottom-up’ consensual 
support and strong, ‘top-down’ leadership. 
Each of these preconditions requires that 
local communities be engaged in the 
process from an early stage and that there 
is sufficient awareness and understanding 
of issues for informed decision 
making. The process of preparing the 
GADF therefore needed to go beyond 
consultation and start to build capacity 

into the community from local residents’ groups through to 
council officers and members. For this purpose, a ‘town team’ was 
assembled, based on Urban Initiatives’ earlier work for Yorkshire 
Forward’s Renaissance Town programme. The team consisted of 
a wide range of stakeholders that included tenants’ associations, 
local pressure groups, representatives from education and 
health authorities, a range of council responsibilities including 
housing and highways, rail and bus operators and county, 
regional and national agencies including English Heritage and 
the Environment Agency. The essential features of the 40 or 
so team members were that they were prepared to commit to 
meeting regularly through the life of the project, so that their 
understanding of the challenge ahead could be developed, 
and that they had the authority to speak for their respective 
organisations and be prepared to champion the emerging master 
plan, providing a link to the wider community.

BOARD GAME
The highlight of this process was a week-long design charrette 
(the first of two) held in May 2004 where the town team formed 
the core of over 150 invited community representatives gathered 
to agree the principles that should govern Ashford’s growth. To 
assist this process, Urban Initiatives prepared a planning game 
to allow participants to explore growth scenarios ranging from 
continuing to expand much as Ashford has grown over the past 
two decades, developing around polycentric ‘urban villages’ 
focused around transport hubs, or to consolidate as a more 
compact urban form around a reinvigorated town centre. These 
scenarios were played out on giant game boards formed from 
aerial photography of the town and surrounding countryside 
overlaid with a 5,000m grid. The grid was designed to ensure 
that decision making remained relatively strategic and didn’t 
get bogged down in parochial detail. The game made technical 
planning and engineering issues transparent, allowing a diverse 
range of participants with very different levels of technical 
understanding to play on an equal basis. Most importantly, 
the game required that special interest groups acknowledged 
the legitimacy of other agendas, recognised the advantages 
of each scenario, in particular the impact on the surrounding 
countryside, and allowed participants to focus on the bigger 
picture of what sort of place Ashford should become.

The results of the game were remarkable. Although we had 

The game required that special 
interest groups acknowledged the 
legitimacy of other agendas… and 
allowed participants to focus on the 
bigger picture

Opposite page Diagram of Ashford’s 
expansion from previous study by 
Halcrow

Left The Ashford Planning Game, one 
of three scenarios played out by a 
range of stakeholders
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Canticipated that the higher densities implicit in the compact 
scenario would be controversial, it quickly became clear that 
this was by far the most popular. Paradoxically, self interest and 
‘nimbyism’ had a positive influence since vociferous lobbyists 
from outlying villages were keen to contain further expansion 
into the countryside and all could see the potential impact of 
additional road traffic arising from a doubling of population. The 
outcome was a strong consensus behind a more compact growth 
model backed by a good understanding of its rationale and 
benefits. The game itself proved so successful that it was decided 
to stage an open event in the town centre.

MOVEMENT PATTERNS
Urban Initiatives’ approach involved an understanding of 
urbanism that sees a central relationship between movement and 
land use. The history of post-war town planning, both in Europe 
and the United States has been based on a desire to separate 
traffic modes. Fast roads were seen as necessary to achieve the 
mobility promised by the motor industry, yet the consequences 
of this ease of mobility was a clear threat to pedestrians. The 
results included the concept of the bypass. The desire to divorce 
interconnecting routes from the urban fabric in order to mitigate 
traffic impacts is central to post-war planning, and in particular 
its manifestations in the ‘new towns’. At Ashford it resulted in 
successive rings of over-engineered distributor roads from which 
hang monocultural housing developments, each with a single 
road access. Any opportunity for urbanism is bypassed.

The approach for the GADF turned this structure on its head. 
The Urban Initiatives team recognised that the origins of most 
traditional settlements are at a crossing point (a crossroads or 
a river crossing or port) at a location of maximum interaction 
and activity. Towns and cities grew up around the power of 
movement to generate urbanism.

Renewed interest in the need to make more compact, 
walkable cities that can expect a sustained future has refocused 
attention on how people move through the modern city. At 
Ashford we aimed to use this generative power of movement to 
pump activity into main streets and sustain shops, amenities and 
public transport. The cumulative effect is to integrate land use 
and public transport accessibility as a focus for neighbourhood 
communities with a new sense of place. Mixed use benefits from 
passing trade, and community facilities can sit alongside retail 
uses all served by a viable, efficient public transport system.

The practical application of this approach is demonstrated by 
the proposed Victoria Way, a new, main street carrying a ‘smart 
bus’ serving expansion areas to the southeast and southwest of 
the town. The principle of relating new development to quality 
public transport services was fundamental to the earlier Halcrow 
plan but whereas that plan envisaged another ring road linking 
expansion areas around the town’s periphery, the Victoria Way 
is a cross-town route connecting periphery to centre with a new 
main street that integrates new and existing development and 
opens up underutilised brownfield land nearer the town centre.

NEIGHBOURHOODS
The planned growth of Ashford raises important questions about 
the components needed to make a town. There have been many 
publications and policies concerned with the make up a balanced 
neighbourhood: the schools, shops, healthcare, facilities for play 
and recreation and the infrastructure to service it all. In practice, 
monocultural housing estate development is all too familiar and 
local shops, schools and health facilities are often isolated from 
the communities they serve.

The GADF spells out the uses and amenities needed for 
new neighbourhoods but it goes further by requiring specific 
spatial relationships between these elements and returns to the 
main street as the most successful model for integrating mixed 
use development and transport infrastructure. This approach 

demonstrates the importance of the 
public realm and the role of the public 
sector to deliver successful urbanism.

PUBLIC SECTOR’S RESPONSIBILITIES
As a contribution to Urban Design Week 
2005 Urban Initiatives held a symposium 
at the Hackney Empire chaired by TV 
personality Griff Rhys Jones. The debate 
asked whether the private sector can 
deliver mixed use. The conclusion 
accepted that developers are gaining 
expertise in mixed use schemes but that 
the public sector has a responsibility to 
look after the needs of the place rather 
than the individual site or project. It is the 
public sector that must play the essential 
role of providing a voice for the end user, 
the public. Would a private sector driven 
by profit ever provide marginal uses of its 
own volition? No matter how important 
to minority interests (be they the very 
young or the very old), unfettered 
development will follow the money.

But does it necessarily follow that 
private sector money should pay for 
community benefits? The scale of change 
at Ashford and other growth areas 
reopens debates about the funding of 
major growth that have lain dormant 
since the age of the new towns: how to 
pay for infrastructure, physical and social, 
is the major challenge facing Ashford’s 
delivery partnership. Competing for 
government money with the other 
growth areas and now the Olympics, are 
the Government’s worthy aspirations 
of sustainable communities achievable 
without the investment needed to make 
our towns and cities work better?

The big challenges:
• transport
• flooding
• land ownership
• infrastructure
• delivery.

Marcus Wilshere is a director of Urban Initiatives. 
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When it comes to sustainable transport, 
Britain probably has the best policies and the 
worst practice in northern Europe. Endless 
‘best practice’ guides advocate shaping new 
development to reduce dependence on the car 
and to promote more use of the ‘sustainable’ 
modes. But there is little evidence that the 
trend towards car dependence will be reversed 
in the South East growth areas. Here are ten 
reasons why the car will be the mode of first 
choice in the new areas.

1. New housing includes more parking than 
the older housing, enabling car ownership to 
increase, thereby increasing the proportion of 
trips by car.
2. Leisure, shopping, employment, hospitals, 
education and other facilities continue to be 
built away from town centres, making them 
harder to reach except by car.
3. While town centres continue to be 
served by public transport, they account for 
a declining proportion of destinations, thus 
making bus services less relevant to people’s 
trips. The widespread decline in bus patronage 
is therefore unsurprising.
4. Policies to reduce car use mostly target 
only commuting to work (to reduce peak hour 
congestion). This means that more cars are 
available during the day for other trips, which 
outnumber work trips by four to one.
5. A key aim in the growth areas, especially 
the Thames Gateway, is to attract a wider 
range of social groups (for which read ‘more 
middle class families’). If this aim is not 
realised, the Gateway will be a social disaster; 

if it is a success it will mean very much higher levels of car 
ownership and use than at present.
6. Walking, cycling and public transport are only chosen in 
preference to the car when there is a strong disincentive to drive: 
when a car is not available; when there is no cheap parking at the 
destination; or when congested roads tip the balance of choice in 
favour of the train.
7. And this is where urban design comes in. Most new 
development is designed with little regard to any of the above.
8.  Those who are planning or building new development 
cannot determine where or how buses should run.
9. Planners and urban designers tend not to have experience of 
planning public transport routes.
10. In growth areas that so far have developed as heavily car 
dependent, political support for development oriented to public 
transport is rare.

THE IMPORTANCE OF STRUCTURE: A LESSON FROM MILTON 
KEYNES
Milton Keynes teaches us an important lesson in urban design, 
namely that if the basic form and layout is not right, then 
the resulting problems will be with us forever. The town was 
designed according a big design idea, which was to cater for free 
traffic movement.

The concept was a grid road structure that would distribute 
traffic more evenly than a hub and spoke pattern and hence 
avoid traffic congestion. In addition, employment locations were 
distributed around the edges of the town, so most people would 
be commuting outwards, again reducing traffic congestion. 
Congestion levels are indeed below those found in other towns 
of similar size, making journeys by car very quick. Journeys by 
other modes seem very slow by comparison.

Milton Keynes demonstrates clearly that urban forms 
designed for the car are fairly hopeless for other modes, certainly 
walking and public transport:
• The grid roads are spaced at 1km intervals. Thus whether 

CARS: THE MODE OF CHOICE IN THE GROWTH AREAS
Tim Pharoah deplores the continuing dominance of the car in the 
growth areas
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Cbuses run along the grid roads or within the grid squares a large 
proportion of the population will be more than 300 metres from 
the nearest bus stop.
• Within the grid squares the road layouts are mostly designed to 
prevent through movement, so bus routes using them necessarily 
twist and turn. This slows journey times and makes it difficult to 
know where buses go. Pedestrians get similarly disoriented.
• The main grid roads are accompanied by wide landscaped 
swathes, thus pushing development out of sight and away from 
bus stops on the grid roads, creating lengthy walking routes that 
are dangerously isolated.

The original idea of the master planners was that local centres 
would be located on main roads. The realised plan is very 
different with local centres mostly tucked away out of sight 
(and reach) of drivers. The separation of pedestrians and cyclists 
from other traffic has made the paths deserted places that are 
perceived by many as dangerous. In any case most destinations 
are too far to walk to. The lack of cycling, however, is less easily 
explained, with cultural factors probably being uppermost. The 
early residents of Milton Keynes were people trying to escape the 
poverty and privations of inner city living. Having ‘made it’ to a 
car and a home of your own, why on earth would you then want 
to be seen on a bike?

Central Milton Keynes has a strong retail and leisure presence 
and it accounts for a goodly proportion of employment in the 
town. This, one would think, would make it well suited to public 
transport. A recent study1 proposed that the present rag-taggle 
bus routes and timetables be replaced with eight high quality and 
fast routes on regular schedules. These routes would all serve the 
main central boulevard that connect the centre to the station. A 
major snag was that the boulevard had a few years earlier been 
severed by closing a section of it and building a retail canopy over 
(take a look at Google Earth.) Buses therefore are permanently 
diverted, removing them from view and slowing journey times.

FUTURE GROWTH
Milton Keynes is expected to grow substantially and major areas 
for development are identified both to the east and to the west. 
The big challenge will be to make the switch away from the 1km 
grid road structure in order to overcome the structural problems 
just discussed.

Another idea is to convert some of the major grid roads into 
development spines with public transport and cycle priority and 
mixed use frontage development. This would enable densities to 
be beefed up, and also to create more vibrant locations for local 
shopping and employment. The grid road corridors amazingly 
are wide enough in many places to accommodate at least a single 
development block on either side. This would help to boost non-
car travel, at least from the 8,000 or more dwellings that could be 
accommodated in this way.

Even with all the suggested improvements, it is predicted that 
the town will struggle to get public transport up to 10 per cent of 
all trips. This is more than double the current percentage but only 
a modest contribution to reducing the supremacy of the car.

Other growth areas may have the chance to create a more 
favourable urban structure, but many of the planned schemes 
are a long way from best practice in other parts of Europe 
ensuring that cars will be used sparingly by their occupants. So, 
in conclusion, the trend of increasing car use will continue, with 
the average figure being pulled higher by the failure to find a 
different way of doing things in the growth areas. I only wish I 
were wrong.

Tim Pharoah is a transport and urban planner working independently and for 
Llewelyn Davies Yeang.

1 Public Transport Long Term Vision, for Milton Keynes Council and English 
Partnerships, Faber Maunsell with Tim Pharoah, 2003

Opposite page left A typical 1km grid square shows a tortuous route (broken line) for 
bus services and a local centre away from the main road.

Opposite page right A new 1km grid structure designed for reasonable bus 
catchments (400m radius from stops)

Top New housing with an impermeable layout encourages car use.
Middle Isolated bus stops on landscaped road. The message is clear; go by car.
Above Rieselfeld, Freiburg, Germany. A structure designed for low car use

There is little evidence that the 
trend towards car dependence 
will be reversed in the South East 
growth areas
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integrated system of public open spaces.
 A master plan previously prepared by the council was found to not 
be viable. The brief for Savills was to review the council’s master plan 
for the Southern Area of Totnes with a view to achieving both a viable 
scheme, and a more appropriate layout based on a more responsive 
approach to urban design.
 There were a number of key stakeholders with a diverse range of 
objectives. In order to understand these fully and deliver a master 
plan which could be fully endorsed by the officers and members of the 
council and the local community, consultation was critical. The local 
community was engaged via a consultation exercise and officers at the 
district council provided input with regard to the technical elements 
of the master plan. County council legal representatives reviewed and 
advised on covenants and landownership issues, and consultation was 
undertaken with English Heritage with regards conservation and listed 
building issues. In addition members of the town council, district council 
and Totnes Southern Area Working Group were included in the process.

THE OBJECTIVES
In addition to balancing the objectives of the various key stakeholders 
we set ourselves a number of professional and intellectual objectives to 
ensure a high quality master plan.

The community’s objectives were to:
• ensure long term community involvement in the site
• deliver affordable housing and ensure this housing remained 
affordable

With the increasing government pressure on reuse of previously 
developed land for regeneration, the viability of a master plan or 
scheme is critical. We are all too aware of the proposals with glossy 
visuals which looked great on the drawing board but had to be left 
there as they did not stack up. Further government recognition can be 
found in the recent consultation draft Planning Policy Statement 3: 
Housing which states that in allocating and releasing land for housing 
and for a site to be considered developable, it should meet criteria 
including a test of viability.
 In producing schemes we always advocate an element of 
commercial/development input. This will not only ensure that the 
scheme is deliverable as a whole, but that each individual element 
is feasible and realistic at all levels from the size of a one bedroom 
apartment to the mix and scale of uses within a town centre or new 
settlement. This case study shows how the balance of urban design, 
planning and commercial consultancy can bring forward a sensitive, 
heavily constrained and previously undeliverable site.

THE SITE AND ITS CONTEXT
The Southern Area site is an important area to the south of Totnes’ 
town centre and provides the principal car parking areas for tourism and 
retail facilities in the town. The site is also partly within a conservation 
area, and is influenced by the presence of a number of listed buildings 
and structures and trees protected by preservation orders. Furthermore, 
it is on an elevated position prominent in the wider landscape.
 The draft South Hams Local Plan policy for the site sought housing 
development combined with town centre car parking and a well-

Totnes Southern Area Master Plan
Colin Richards shows how commercial realism can combine with urban 
design and consultation, to achieve quality
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• provide accessible, attractive public open space linked to the town; 
and
• enhance and respect the town’s heritage for the benefit of residents 
and tourists now and in the future.

The council’s objectives were to:
• maximise the amount of affordable housing
• retain as much car parking as possible
• secure housing, split equally between open-market, social-rented 
and intermediate housing
• secure a development which relates to the character of Totnes
• ensure the revised scheme was viable and generated £1 million to 
cover the council’s costs to date; and
• secure an appropriate level of open space.

Savills’ master planning objectives were to:
• deliver a high quality urban design and master planning solution
• explore the potential including additional landowners
• incorporate sustainable measures to reduce resource consumption
• provide environmental improvements to the public realm and 
landscape; and
• enhance the historical assets of the site.

THE APPROACH
Three different master plan options were tested for feasibility. The 
characteristics of each option differed in terms of meeting the agendas 
of the key stakeholders. For example, one option showed a loss of 
car parking which was offset against the deliverability of affordable 
housing. Another option showed a new decked car park, set into the 
existing topography with a single skin of residential development to 
enhance the visual impact of the structure. 
All of the options adhered to a set of key urban design principles 
which set parameters including uses, scale, density, key pedestrian, 
cycle and vehicular routes, provision of open space. The master 
plan also addressed the opportunity to connect to other potential 
development sites adjacent to the defined Southern Area boundary, by 
making provision for linkages and suggesting illustrative urban design 
principles for these sites. The options were then subject to consultation 
before two preferred ones were taken forward to form the basis of a 
master planning document.

VIABILITY AND THE OBJECTIVES OF THE MASTER PLAN
The experience of working closely with development surveyors 
allowed us to refine the master plan options at all stages while fully 
understanding the financial implications of all design decisions. The 
large number of key stakeholder objectives meant that viability was one 
of a number of important elements in bringing the site forward. The 
sensitivities of the site required that design and layout of the scheme 
should also not be compromised. To achieve this, sound principles 
of urban design and layout were set out with illustrative material to 
demonstrate the deliverability of a scheme. One of these key principles 
focused on safe connections to the town centre through providing 
a permeable and legible layout with clearly defined and overlooked 
pedestrian routes. 
 Informal contact with developer clients also gave a clear 
understanding of the market demand and associated cost for the 
development proposals. In addition the detailed costing of more 
innovative elements such as the decked car park could be considered 
realistically. Understanding and expertise in affordable housing 
including socially rented, intermediate affordable and sheltered, 
ensured the provision of an appropriate layout, size, mix, and type of 
units on the site. Clarifying these issues through the master plan gave 
certainty to the associated costs which could be offset against the scale 
and delivery of other key components.
 Consideration of the detailed design aspects of the proposals were 
also critical in assessing the overall value of the scheme. Aspects such 
as the creation of distinct places within the master plan with new 
residential development fronting onto a new park area, helped provide 
both passive surveillance and enhanced value. The scale, massing and 
type of dwellings including their disposition within the layout was 
also relevant to achieving a scheme which respected the existing site 
context and provided the appropriate balance of development form for 
the market.
 The increasing demands of stakeholders in the planning process, 
the rising cost and competition for development land and in particular 
brownfield sites which often carry greater remediation and infrastruc-
ture costs, viability and deliverability are key elements of a successful 
master plan. From our experience, working with development consult-
ants on a project does not mean compromising the integrity and qual-
ity of the design solution. In fact, it can add value to the quality of 
the master plan by creating opportunities for innovation in built form 
and open spaces, which may otherwise have been considered a risk to 
the process.

Colin Richards is head of urban design at Savills’ Southampton office.
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Opposite page The master plan shows a form of development both sound and feasible.
Left Illustrative section through a new multi-level car park with a residential frontage 
Above right Indicative detailed layouts enabled residential values to be attached.
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of high-rise flats, but also contains a significant area of 19th century 
terraced housing, some of it within conservation areas. All of the 
Victorian housing is in private ownership, with a large proportion in 
multiple-occupation and a significant number in poor condition. The 
clear layout of the 19th century terraced housing contrasts markedly 
with the disorienting arrangement of the post-war development. This 
has caused the area to feel isolated from its immediate surroundings and 
lacking in any clear connections to the city centre, which in turn, has 
had a clear negative impact on community safety.
 Nevertheless, the area offers great opportunity for both public and 
private sector investment that could help deliver a better quality of 
life for residents. Its location next to the city centre makes it a very 
desirable place to live with residents being in close proximity to the 
main shopping centres, public transport, centres of employment and the 
main campus of the University of Portsmouth. The driving force behind 
the regeneration is the creation of a place that:
• feels safe and secure, through improving the quality of the 
environment
• promotes a sense of community, making provision for improved 
health and community facilities
• offers good quality of housing and secures a balance in the mix of 
housing types and tenures
• feels part of the city centre and takes maximum advantage of its 
location
• creates a springboard for social and economic regeneration.

The new planning system and PPS1 provide fresh opportunities to 
encourage and control the quality of new development and create a 
solid foundation for urban regeneration. Master plans, urban design 
frameworks and design codes are often published as supplementary 
planning documents and are not always monitored or reviewed in order 
to assist implementation. Area action plans (AAP), on the other hand, 
are statutory planning tools and incorporate policies specific to the 
range of social, economic and environmental issues and priorities in any 
given area. The Somerstown and North Southsea regeneration project 
in Portsmouth provides an example of community-led regeneration that 
has the backing of an urban design framework and code, incorporated 
into an AAP.
 Somerstown and North Southsea is a large fragmented part of the 
urban fabric in the heart of Portsmouth. In recognising that the area 
could benefit from regeneration, the city council and local community 
board brought together a number of stakeholders to develop an 
appropriate scheme. Terence O’Rourke Ltd was commissioned in June 
2005 as lead design consultant, in partnership with Alan Baxter & 
Associates, to produce a new regeneration plan for the area.

REGENERATION AREA
Somerstown and North Southsea is located immediately to the south 
of Portsmouth’s city centre. The regeneration area covers 89 hectares 
and has a resident population of some 9,111 people (4,368 homes). It 
is dominated by post-war public sector housing, with a high percentage 
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Action Plan for Regeneration in Portsmouth
Peter Frankum explains how the new planning system can enable  
long-term community-led regeneration
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APPROACH TO THE DESIGN PROCESS AND THE INVOLVEMENT 
OF THE COMMUNITY
Terence O’Rourke’s approach has been one that has involved residents 
throughout the design process in exploring and understanding the 
particular problems that characterise the area, and has also sought to 
generate a clear sense of community ownership of the outcomes of the 
study. This approach not only represents ‘best practice’ in urban design, 
but is also a key planning requirement of the AAP process. As a starting 
point, residents and other stakeholders were asked to build on the key 
issues raised during an earlier Planning for Real consultation exercise 
carried out in 2004-2005.
 A combination of techniques was used to involve the community in 
the development and analysis of the regeneration options. This included 
an interactive exhibition and movie as part of an open day, community 
design walkabouts, and three design workshops. Feedback displays and 
posters also helped to keep people up to date with the emerging ideas 
for improving the area.

REGENERATION PLAN
The outcome of the process to date has been the publication of a 
draft AAP, with design codes, that incorporates three options for 
regeneration of the area. An options appraisal is required as part 
of the AAP process and the options will be subject to formal public 
consultation during the summer of 2006. Each option demonstrates 
how improvements can be made according to varying degrees of 
change, from the minor improvements put forward in Option 1, to more 
significant restructuring of the environment in Options 2 and 3 which 
propose the creation of a significant number of new homes, new streets, 
open spaces and local facilities, including a mixed-use community 
hub. While a specific ‘level’ of change will be approved following 

consultation, the AAP does not preclude additional restructuring 
beyond the approved option and timescale. The plan has developed a 
long-term urban structure that allows for future street connections and 
additional perimeter block development to be pursued in the area.

CONCLUSION
Two key factors make this different from other similar regeneration 
projects. Firstly the intensive process and variety of techniques 
used to engage and involve the community in the area, and the 
confidence-building that needed to be undertaken following a previous, 
failed master planning exercise in 2003. Secondly the role of the 
final document as a long-term planning tool in the form of an AAP, 
incorporating an urban design framework with codes, which also fulfils 
the requirements of PPS1.
 In pursuing a regeneration and urban design document that will 
incorporate all relevant local planning policies, Portsmouth City Council 
has taken a forward-thinking and robust approach to responding to 
aspirations for the regeneration of Somerstown and North Southsea. 
The document will be tested and then needs agreement by the Secretary 
of State. While this will delay the adoption of the regeneration plan as 
it may take three years, in the interim it will still guide the future of 
development for the area. The great advantage of this approach is that 
the regeneration plan will be a statutory document that will need to be 
monitored and reviewed, and not just a nice document for the coffee 
table like so many urban design documents.

Peter Frankum is Technical Director of Terence O’Rourke Ltd and the lead urban 
design consultant for the Somerstown and North Southsea Regeneration project.
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Opposite page Regeneration proposal option 3
Left Somerstown aerial view
Below left Hudson Road to park (proposal)
Below Figure ground maps, 1910 and future 
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S THE CODE OF THE CITY: STANDARDS AND THE HIDDEN LANGUAGE OF 
PLACE MAKING
ERAN BEN-JOSEPH, CAMBRIDGE MASS, MIT PRESS, 2005, £15.95

In the UK, we are tentatively 
experimenting with design codes as a 
means to raise the quality of new housing; 
in the US they are a well established 
mainstay of the New Urbanist toolkit. 
Today ‘codes’ of one sort or another 
control almost every aspect of the built 
environment.
 This reality was brought home to me 
on a recent visit to Erith in the Thames 
Gateway. There, the main shopping street 
includes along one side a car park on the 
site of an old street market. Recently, when 
the car park was laid out, the local police 
liaison officer argued that one entrance 

and exit was safer because criminals would 
only be able to escape in one direction 
(this despite the fact that the car park 
is open on all four sides to streets and 
surrounded by a very low wall over which 
any able bodied person could hop). The 
result is that criminals can still escape 
in any direction, whilst the elderly and 
disabled are forced to exit through one 
entrance only. Nevertheless, that standard 
was met and no doubt the box was ticked. 
To make matters worse, the attempts by 
the local planners to re-introduce market 
stalls in the shopping street itself have 
been frustrated by the insertion of brass 
studs all down the street by the local fire 
brigade, between which no obstructions 
are allowed. The standard is applied 
despite the fact that the stalls would only 
be there during the day, vehicle access is 
served by a bypass, emergency access can 
be gained at both ends and in the centre, 
and there is no record of a fire in this area 
in recent memory. Again, the box is ticked, 
and the consequences seem to be someone 
else’s (or too often no-one’s) problem.
 How does all this rambling relate to 
Eran Ben-Joseph’s excellent book? The 
sub-title makes the link, ‘Standards and 
the Hidden Language of Place Making’. 
The author traces the evolution of hidden 

codes that dictate so much of the form 
and function of urban space. In doing so 
he argues that often the original purpose 
and value of the codes are forgotten, as 
the bureaucracies that implement the 
standards do so with little regard to their 
actual rationale, and even less to the 
knock-on effects of their existence.
 Ben-Joseph takes a historical view 
of the use and impact of standards and 
codes, focusing in particular on how they 
have shaped the residential and natural 
landscape in the US. He concludes by 
looking at possible alternatives: reliance 
on private developers to innovate, the use 
of new technologies in the design process 
and of place-based design regulations. He 
argues that standards must be used in a 
flexible manner that contributes to the 
creation of real places, with principles of 
sustainability, place, and community at 
their heart.
 Here we would be wise to read and 
fully consider the lessons from history 
that Ben-Joseph so usefully presents here. 
If we understand the lessons, and use the 
tools intelligently, the evidence suggests 
that they can be very powerful tools 
indeed.

Matthew Carmona

ISBN 0 262 52445 7

MAKING CITIES WORK
GEORGE HAZEL AND ROGER PARRY, WILEY ACADEMY, 2004, £34.99

This book demonstrates ways in which 
the quality of city life can be improved. 
The number of people living in urban 
areas continues to increase and too often 
this results in problems of poverty, crime 
and unsatisfactory living and working 
environments. Twenty eight initiatives 
from around the world illustrate measures 
that can enhance the quality of life. These 
are preceded by an examination of Venice 
which is taken as a classic case study 
emphasising the means of transport, 

meeting points and urban character.
 The initiatives are grouped in three 
sections dealing with arrival, enjoyable 
places and movement systems. The first, 
‘Arriving in the City’ includes examples 
of airports, stations, interchange points 
and city terminals with TGV stations given 
appropriate coverage. The second, ‘Enjoying 
the City’ illustrates solutions to city centres, 
existing towns and public spaces, and 
demonstrates how a number of small scale 
amenities can make a city fun. Copenhagen 
and Boston are well known examples and 
the south bank of the river in Brisbane 
provides a good example of a rejuvenated 
city location. The third, ‘Getting around 
the City’ examines how better ways can be 
achieved within existing cities for cycles, 
public transport and general traffic, as 
well as providing information systems to 
assist people in understanding their city. 
These include greenways in Edinburgh, 
cycle provision in Groningen, light rail in 
Strasbourg and road pricing in Singapore.
 The conclusions of the book are that 
cities need to find a solution to dealing 

with the car, that developments need to 
be at a human scale, that people need 
information about how their cities work 
and that key people are needed to make 
things happen. This last point is expanded 
in an appendix headed ‘Urban Heroes’ 
which describes the important role that 
certain people have played in eight of the 
cities mentioned.
 Urban designers will find most of 
the initiatives familiar but there will be 
some outside their experience which 
will illuminate their understanding of 
ways in which cities can be improved. 
Each initiative is well illustrated with a 
balanced amount of text. It should be 
prescribed reading for councillors and 
people interested in seeing what changes 
have been achieved, often against the 
odds. Overall it shows that cities can be 
improved through the combination of 
imagination, visions and people prepared 
to make things happen. This book could 
act as a catalyst.

John Billingham

ISBN 0 470 84681 X
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UNBUILDING CITIES: OBDURACY IN URBAN SOCIOTECHNICAL CHANGE
ANIQUE HOMMELS, MIT PRESS, 2005, £22.95

This book provides some interesting 
models of thinking for the professionals 
of the built environment. In the 
light of mushrooming cities in China, 
skyscrapers densifying city centres in 
the developed as well as the developing 
world, transportation lines and termini 
growing continuously into what Castells 
calls places of nodes and spaces of 
flows, Hommels’ premise that cities 
are extremely hard to change may 
seem implausible. However, her three 
examples chosen in the Netherlands 
are demonstrating that more than 30 

years do not suffice to achieve physical 
changes even of relatively new additions 
to the urban fabric. She analyses a 
railway station with shopping malls, 
Hogg Catherijne on the edge of Utrecht’s 
historic centre developed in the 60s, 
an urban highway carved through the 
existing urban fabric of Maastricht in 
the 50s and a modernist housing estate, 
Bijlmermeer, built on municipal land on 
the fringes of Amsterdam in the 60s.
 The book consists of three 
parts. A discursive development of 
theoretical models of thinking specifies 
her position; the three case studies 
described in great detail constitute the 
bulk of the book; and an evaluation 
of the application of the proposed 
analytical tools to the chosen situations 
concludes the book, together with 
lessons drawn for the future development 
of these analytical tools and their use to 
urbanists.
 She obviously selected examples 
which are most likely to confirm the 
powers of explanation and generalisation 
of her models. Whether her socio-
technical analysis can explain resistance 
to urban change in countries with more 
liberal spatial management systems like 

the United States or the UK remains 
to be demonstrated. Conversely, 
her cases are generic types of urban 
transformation. Thus her analytical 
explanations should theoretically be 
transferable to similar urban fabrics 
elsewhere. Yet the forces of urban 
transformation and resistance to it 
depend on local cultures, the social 
components of specific cities or urban 
areas and they may be more determinant 
than the technological dimensions of her 
models of thinking.
 In her effort to theorise obduracy 
in the urban context Hommels concedes 
that her three models are not mutually 
exclusive. Nevertheless, her work can 
make a useful contribution to those 
involved in negotiations about urban 
change, including presentational 
aspects. She claims to have 
demonstrated that obduracy remains a 
factor at all stages of socio-technical 
development, not simply the outcome of 
the construction process. This book is of 
interest to urban designers who are ready 
to be intellectually challenged.

Judith Ryser

ISBN 0 262 08340 X

COURTYARD HOUSING: PAST, PRESENT & FUTURE
BRIAN EDWARDS, MAGDA SIBLEY, MOHAMAD HAKMI, PETER LAND (EDS), TAYLOR & FRANCIS, 2006, £55

This beautifully produced book results 
from an international conference which 
has revisited courtyard houses, mainly in 
hot, arid climates with Islamic culture, 
and situated their cultural significance 
in current planning and design practices. 
Its message is to reinstate courtyard 
houses in the Arab world to preserve 
traditional ways of life, religious privacy 
requirements, family unity and gender 
segregation. It also recommends to 
make use of climatic advantages of 

courtyard houses and local building 
materials and to revive building trades 
and craftsmanship. The book focuses on 
the Islamic Arab world, bar for tenement 
blocks in Glasgow and references to 
block structures of Berlin and Barcelona, 
a curious extension of the notion of 
courtyard houses. They are incorporated 
simply because of their occupation of 
the periphery as opposed to the centre of 
land plots such as villas or tower blocks.
 The text could have done with 
some solid editing. The examples, often 
presented in very small drawings with 
plans and sections at different scales and 
brief legends are difficult to interpret. 
The final chapter reads like a traditional 
introduction summing up the content of 
the book.  
 The chapters on ecological climatic 
control and their empirical data are 
useful, especially the one on a modern 
building in Saudi Arabia equipped 
with monitoring tools to measure the 
effects of an evaporative cooling tower, 
a swimming pool and fan assisted air 
movements on natural climate control. 
The contemporary building complexes 

of the Sharjah American University and 
the Helwan University in Saudi Arabia 
attempt to reconcile contradictions 
between modern aspirations and 
traditional design. The efforts to 
incorporate the courtyard idea into 
multi-storey, multi-occupancy housing 
show solutions where the courtyards 
are reduced to narrow light wells, not 
unlike European outdated high density 
tenement buildings.
 Many articles imply the 
disappearance of traditional lifestyles and 
architecture. They attribute this to the 
detrimental influence of Western designs, 
wasting resources and energy and 
encouraging outward oriented lifestyles. 
How successful the protagonists of 
traditional courtyard design will be even 
in their chosen world remains doubtful. 
Perhaps a less literal transposition of 
courtyard design and related urban 
design could revitalise their advantages, 
apply them to contemporary urban fabric 
and extend them to a new public realm for 
modern public life.

Judith Ryser

ISBN 0 415 26272 0
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UDG, 70 Cowcross Street,  
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PRACTICE INDEX

ACANTHUS FERGUSON MANN
Royal Colonnade, 18 Great George Street, 
Bristol BS1 5RH
Tel 0117 929 9293
Fax 0117 929 9295
Email admin@acanthusfm.co.uk
Website www.acanthusfm.co.uk
Contact George Ferguson
Registered architects and urban designers. 
Master planning, new buildings, historic 
buildings, urban renewal, feasibility 
studies, exhibition design and inspiration.

ALAN BAXTER & ASSOCIATES
Consulting Engineers,
70 Cowcross Street, London EC1M 6EJ
Tel 020 7250 1555
Fax 020 7250 3022
Email abaxter@alanbaxter.co.uk
Website www.alanbaxter.co.uk
Contact Alan Baxter FIStructE MICE MConsE
An engineering and urban design practice 
with wide experience of new and existing 
buildings and complex urban issues. 
Particularly concerned with the thoughtful 
integration of buildings, infrastructure and 
movement, and the creation of places which 
are capable of simple and flexible renewal.

ANDREW MARTIN ASSOCIATES
Croxton’s Mill, Little Waltham, Chelmsford, 
Essex CM3 3PJ
Tel 01245 361611
Fax 01245 362423
Email ama@amaplanning.com
Website www.amaplanning.com
Contacts Andrew Martin/Richard Hall
Strategic, local and master planning, 
urban design, project coordination and 
implementation, development briefs 
and detailed studies, historic buildings, 
conservation and urban regeneration and all 
forms of environmental impact assessment.

ANTHONY REDDY ASSOCIATES
Dartry Mills, Dartry Road, Dublin 6
Tel 00 353 1 498 7000
Fax 00 353 1 498 7001
Email info@anthonyreddy.com
Website www.anthonyreddy.com
Contact Tom Hennessy
Architecture, planning, urban design, 
project management. Master planning, 
development frameworks, urban 
regeneration, town centre renewal, 
residential, and mixed-use development.

ARNOLD LINDEN
Chartered Architect, 
54 Upper Montagu Street, London W1H 1FP
Tel 020 7723 7772
Fax 020 7723 7774
Contact Arnold Linden RIBA  
 Dip Arch Dip TP
Integrated regeneration through the 
participation in the creative process of 
the community and the public at large, of 
streets, buildings and places.

ARUP SCOTLAND
Scotstoun House, South Queensferry, 
Edinburgh EH30 4SE
Tel 0131 331 1999
Fax 0131 331 3730
Email arup.edinburgh@arup.com
Website www.arup.com
Contact David Anderson
Multidisciplinary consulting engineering 
practice in Aberdeen, Dundee, Edinburgh 
and Glasgow. Transport and environmental 
planning, infrastructure planning and 
design, civil and building engineering.

ASSAEL ARCHITECTURE LTD
Studio 13, 50 Carnwath Road,  
London SW6 3FG
Tel 020 7736 7744
Email maxwell@assael.co.uk
Website www.assael.co.uk
Contact Russell Pedley BA Dipl Arch MA 
Urban Design RIBA FRSA
Architects and urban designers covering 
mixed use, hotel, leisure, and residential, 
including urban frameworks and master 
planning projects. Based in London, but 
work nationally and internationally.

ATKINS PLC
Woodcote Grove, Ashley Road, Epsom, Surrey 
KT18 5BW
Tel 01372 726140
Fax 01372 740055
Email atkinsinfo@atkinsglobal.com
Contact Nicola Hamill (BA Hons) MAUD MLI
Multi-disciplinary practice of urban 
planners, landscape designers, transport 
planners, urban designers, architects and 
environmental planners, specialising in 
master plans, development frameworks 
and concepts, development briefs, 
environmental assessment, environmental 
improvements, town centre renewal, traffic 
management and contaminated land. 

AUKETT ASSOCIATES
2 Great Eastern Wharf, Parkgate Road, 
London SW11 4NT
Tel 020 7924 4949
Fax 020 7978 6720
Email email@aukett.com
Contact Nicholas Sweet
Multi-disciplinary design group offering 
architecture, urban design, engineering, 
landscape architecture and interiors. It 
operates through 14 European offices and 
specialise in large-scale commercial, mixed-
use master planning.

AUSTIN-SMITH:LORD
Architects Designers Planners Landscape 
Architects
5–6 Bowood Court, Calver Road, Warrington, 
Cheshire WA2 8QZ
Tel 01925 654441
Fax 01925 414814
Email aslwarrington@dial.pipex.com
Contact Andy Smith
Also at London, Cardiff and Glasgow
Multi-disciplinary national practice with 
a specialist urban design unit backed by 
the landscape and core architectural units. 
Wide range and scale of projects providing 
briefing, concept development, master 
planning, design guidance, implementation 
and management.

BABTIE GROUP
School Green, Shinfield, Reading, Berks 
RG2 9XG
Tel 0118 988 1555
Fax 0118 988 1666
Email paul.townsend@jacobs.com
A truly ‘one-stop’ consultancy of landscape 
architects, architects, urban designers and 
planners specialising in town and landscape 
assessment, urban design frameworks, 
regeneration visions and strategies, quality 
public space design, integrated strategies 
of public consultation.

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

BARTON WILLMORE PARTNERSHIP
Beansheaf Farmhouse, Bourne Close, Calcot, 
Reading, Berks RG31 7BW
Tel 0118 943 0000
Fax 0118 943 0001
Email  
masterplanning@bartonwillmore.co.uk
Contact Clive Rand DipTP DipLA MRTPL MLI
Urban design from concept through to 
implementation. Complex and sensitive 
sites, comprehensive and innovative design 
guides, urban regeneration, brownfield 
sites, and major urban expansions.

THE BECKETT COMPANY
Architecture and Urban Design
Beauchamp Lodge, 73 Coten End, Warwick 
CV34 4NU
Tel 01926 490220
Fax 01926 490660
Email  
beckett.architecture@btinternet.com
Contacts Roger Beckett DArch, Dip TP, Dip  
 Urban Design/Sarah Grierson BA  
 Hons, Dip LA
Waterside regeneration and community 
collaboration, a partner led approach to 
the creation and repair of places turns the 
vision into a coherent reality.

THE BELL CORNWELL PARTNERSHIP
Oakview House, Station Road, Hook, 
Hampshire RG27 9TP
Tel 01256 766673
Fax 01256 768490
Email savery@bell-cornwell.co.uk
Website www.bell-cornwell.co.uk
Contact Simon Avery
Specialists in urban and master planning 
and the coordination of major development 
proposals. Advisors on development plan 
representations, planning applications and 
appeals. Professional witnesses at public 
inquiries.

bennett urban planning
One America Street, London SE1 0NE
Tel 020 7208 2029
Fax 020 7208 2023
Email mike.ibbott@tpbennett.co.uk
Contact Mike Ibbott
Development planning, urban design, 
conservation and master planning – making 
places and adding value through creative, 
intelligent, progressive, dynamic and joyful 
exploration.

BLAMPIED & PARTNERS LTD
Areen House 282 King Street, London  
W6 0SJ
Tel 020 8563 9175
Fax 020 8563 9176 
Email yvette.newton@blampied.co.uk
Website www.blampied.co.uk
Contact Clive Naylor
Architectural master planning, urban 
design, tourism, education, commercial 
expertise in the United Kingdom and 
overseas.
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XBREE DAY PARTNERSHIP
The Old Chapel
1 Holly Road, Twickenham TW1 4EA
Tel 020 8744 4440
Emai tim@architech.co.uk
Website www.architech.co.uk
Contact Tim Day
Eco-urbanism guides the partnership’s core 
disciplines of architecture, urban design 
and community planning.

BROADWAY MALYAN ARCHITECTS
3 Weybridge Business Park, Weybridge, 
Surrey KT15 2BW
Tel 01932 845599
Fax 01932 856206
Email d.moore@broadwaymalyan.com
Website www.broadwaymalyan.com
Contact David Moore
A multi-disciplinary practice providing the 
highest quality services in master planning, 
urban regeneration and funding. Planning, 
architecture, landscape architecture, 
interior design and sustainable energy 
efficient design. Offices also in London, 
Reading, Southampton, Manchester, Lisbon, 
Madrid and Warsaw.

BROCK CARMICHAEL ARCHITECTS
19 Old Hall Street, Liverpool L3 9JQ
Tel 0151 242 6222
Fax 0151 326 4467
Email office@brockcarmichael.co.uk
Contact Michael Cosser
Master plans and development briefs. 
Mixed-use and brownfield regeneration 
projects. Design in historic and sensitive 
settings. Integrated environmental and 
landscape design skills via BCA Landscape.

BROWNE SMITH & BAKER ARCHITECTS
Morton House Morton Road,  
Darlington DL1 4PT
Tel 01325 462345
Fax 01325 381419
Email info-d@brownesmithbaker.com
Website www.brownesmithbaker.com
Contact D D Brown
Urban design, master planning and digital 
visualisation services with a specialist, in 
house team. Clients include One Northeast, 
Taylor Woodrow, Lovell, and District of 
Easington.

BUILDING DESIGN PARTNERSHIP
16 Brewhouse Yard, Clerkenwell, London 
EC1V 4LJ
Tel 020 7812 8000
Fax 020 7812 8399
Email aj-tindsley@bdp.com
Website  www.bdp.co.uk
Contact  Andrew Tindsley
BDP offers town planning, master planning, 
urban design, landscape, regeneration and 
sustainability studies, and has teams based 
in London, Manchester and Belfast.

BURNS + NICE
70 Cowcross Street, London EC1M 6EJ
Tel 020 7253 0808
Fax 020 7253 0909
Email bn@burnsnice.com
Website www.burnsnice.com
Contacts Marie Burns BA (Hons) MAUD  
 DipLA MLI MIHT FRSA or  
 Stephen Nice BA (Hons) MAUD  
 Dip LD MLI MIHT
Urban design, landscape architecture, 
environmental and transport planning. 
Master planning, design and public 
consultation for community-led 
regeneration including town centres, public 
open space, transport, infrastructure and 
commercial development projects.

BURRELL FOLEY FISCHER
York Central, 70–78 York Way, London  
N1 9AG
Tel 020 7713 5333
Fax 020 7713 5444
Email mail@bff-architects.co.uk
Website www.bff-architects.co.uk
Contact John Burrell MA AADip RIBA FRSA
Urban regeneration and arts and 
cultural buildings – museums, galleries, 
theatres, cinemas. Redevelopment of 
redundant estate land, urban housing. 
New settlements. New design in historic 
contexts. Waterfront buildings and 
strategies.

BUSINESS LOCATION SERVICES LTD
Innovative Urban Design and Planning
2 Riverside House, Heron Way, Newham, 
Truro, Cornwall TR1 2XN
Tel 01872 222777
Fax 01872 222700
Email blsltd@globalnet.co.uk
Website www.bls.co.uk
Contact Russell Dodge BSc(Hons) MRTPI
BLS provides a multi-disciplinary approach 
to town planning, urban regeneration, 
grant funding, economic development and 
property consultancy.

CALDER PEEL CARDEN CROFT
Market Court, 20-24 Church Street, 
Altrincham WA14 4DW
Tel 0161 929 7622
Fax 0161 929 7655
Email chrisparks@calderpeel.com
Website www.calderpeel.com
Contact Christopher Parks
Architectural practice with dedicated team 
of urban designers offering a commercially 
minded holistic design service, delivering 
responsive and sustainable environments.

CAREY JONES ARCHITECTS
Rose Wharf, 78 East Street, Leeds LS9 8EE
Tel 0113 224 5000
Fax 0113 224 5001
Email chris.bailey@careyjones.com
Contact Chris Bailey

CDN PLANNING LTD
77 Herbert Street, Pontardawe, Swansea  
SA8 4ED
Tel 01792 830238
Fax 01792 863895
Email cdnplanning@btopenworld.com
Website www.cdnplanning.com
Contact Kedrick Davies DipTP DipUD(Dist)  
 MRTPI
Urban design, planning and development. 
Integration of land-use planning and urban 
design. Collaborative and community 
working to enhance the environment. 
Feasibility studies and design.

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

CHARTER CONSULTANTS ARCHITECTS
Architecture and Urban Design
2 St Stephen’s Court, 15-17 St Stephen Road, 
Bournemouth, Dorset BH2 6LA
Tel  01202 554625
Fax  01202 294007
Email 
bournemouth@charter-architects.com
Contact  Martin Dobbs
Charter is committed to the delivery of 
excellence in design and service and offers 
expertise and project experience in diverse 
sectors including leisure, mixed use, 
residential, commercial, retail, education, 
health and government facilities. 
Based in four national offices, Bedford, 
Bournemouth, London and Ipswich, 
Charter employs over 100 committed and 
enthusiastic staff.

CHILD GRADDON LEWIS ARCHITECTS
Studio 1, 155 Commercial Street, London 
E1 6BJ
Tel 020 7539 1200
Fax 020 7539 1201
Email hq@cgluk.com
Website www.cgluk.com
Architects and master planners specialising 
in the creation of attractive, sustainable 
and inclusive urban environments and 
communities in areas requiring renewal and 
regeneration with particular experience in 
East London and the West Midlands.

CHRIS BLANDFORD ASSOCIATES
1 Swan Court, 9 Tanner Street, London SE1 3LE
Tel 020 7089 6480
Fax 020 7089 9260
Email mmartin@cba.uk.net
Website www.cba.uk.net
Contacts Chris Blandford/Mike Martin
Also at Uckfield
Landscape architecture, environmental 
assessment, ecology, urban renewal, 
development economics, town planning, 
historic landscapes, conservation of cultural 
heritage.

CIVIC DESIGN PARTNERSHIP
22 Sussex Street, London SW1V 4RW
Tel 020 7233 7419
Fax 020 7931 8431
Contact Peter J Heath
Led since 1990 by architect and town 
planner Peter Heath, the practice 
undertakes all aspects of public realm 
projects throughout the UK for public and 
private sectors. Recent London projects 
include proposals for the setting of 
Parliament, regeneration in Fulham and 
pedestrianisation plans for Trafalgar and 
Parliament Squares. Specialisms also include 
lighting strategies, product design, street 
furniture manuals and design guides.

CIVIX
Exton Street, London SE1 8UE
Tel 020 7620 1589
Fax 020 7620 1592
Email mail@civix.demon.co.uk
Website www.civix.co.uk
Contact Daniel Bone MA DipArch RIBA  
 MRTPI MAPM
Urban design, development planning and 
project management devising town centre 
appraisals, urban design frameworks, site 
development briefs, design guidelines, 
master plans and management strategies for 
implementation.

CLARKE KLEIN & CHAUDHURI 
ARCHITECTS
5 Dryden Street, London WC2E 9NW
Tel 020 7829 8460
Fax 020 7240 5600
Email info@ckcarchitects.com
Contact Wendy Clarke
Small design-led practice focusing on 
custom solutions for architectural, planning 
or urban design projects. Emphasis on 
research and detailed briefings to explore 
the potential for appropriate and innovative 
urban design proposals.

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

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

COLOUR URBAN DESIGN LIMITED
Milburn House, Dean Street, 
Newcastle upon Tyne NE1 1LE
Tel 0191 242 4224
Fax 0191 242 2442
Email  colour@colour-udl.com
Website www.colour-udl.com
Contact  Peter Owens
Concept to completion on site. Delivery 
of design oriented projects with full 
client participation. Contemporary public 
spaces, regeneration, development, master 
planning, residential, education and 
healthcare.

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

CONROY CROWE KELLY ARCHITECTS
65 Merrion Square, Dublin 2, Ireland
Tel 00 353 1 661 3990
Fax 00 353 1 676 5715
Email info@cck.ie
Website www.cck.ie
Contacts Clare Burke B Arch MSc UD MRIAI  
 David Wright Dip Arch (Hons) Dip  
 UD MRIAI
Architecture, urban design, master 
planning, town village studies, urban 
frameworks. The practice advocates 
the design of mixed use residential 
developments with a strong identity and 
sense of place.

CONSERVATION ARCHITECTURE & 
PLANNING
Wey House, Standford Lane, Headley, 
Hants GU35 8RH
Tel 01420 472830
Fax 01420 477346
Email cap@capstudios.co.uk
Website www.capstudios.co.uk
Contact Jack Warshaw, BArch Dip TP  
 AADipCons ARB RIBA RTPI IHBC
CAP connects urban design and 
conservation of good places. CAP is 
government approved. CAP’s clients 
cover all sectors nationwide. CAP accepts 
historic areas, regeneration, topic 
studies, buildings, settings, new design, 
conservation solutions and expert witness 
commissions.

COOPER CROMAR
Newton House, 457 Sauchiehall Street, 
Glasgow G2 3LG
Tel 0141 332 2570 
Fax 0141 332 2580
Email info@coopercromar.com
Website www.coopercromar.com
Architecture and urban design for inner city 
commercial, residential and offices. Master 
planning and feasibility studies for business 
and industrial parks.

CUNNANE STRATTON REYNOLDS
3 Molesworth Place, Dublin 2, Ireland
Tel 00 353 1 661 0419
Fax 00 353 1 661 0431
Email info@csrlandplan.ie
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X DAVID HUSKISSON ASSOCIATES
17 Upper Grosvenor Road, Tunbridge Wells, 
Kent TN1 2DU
Tel 01892 527828
Fax 01892 510619
Email dha@dha-landscape.co.uk
Contact Rupert Lovell
Landscape consultancy offering master 
planning, streetscape and urban 
park design, landscape design and 
implementation, estate restoration, 
environmental impact assessments and 
expert witness. Quality assured practice.

DAVID LOCK ASSOCIATES LTD
50 North Thirteenth Street, Central Milton 
Keynes, Milton Keynes MK9 3BP
Tel 01908 666276
Fax 01908 605747
Email mail@davidlock.com
Website www.davidlock.com
Contact Will Cousins DipArch DipUD RIBA
Planning, urban design, architecture, land 
use and transportation planning. Urban 
regeneration, mixed use projects including 
town and city centres, urban expansion 
areas, new settlements and historic 
districts. Strategic planning studies, area 
development frameworks, development 
briefs, design guidelines, master planning, 
implementation strategies, environmental 
statements and public inquiries.

DEGW PLC ARCHITECTS & CONSULTANTS
8 Crinan Street, London N1 9SQ
Tel 020 7239 7777
Fax 020 7278 3613
Email lnicolaou@degw.co.uk
Website www.degw.co.uk
Contact Lora Nicolaou
Development planning and briefing. Master 
planning and urban design. Strategic 
briefing and space planning. Architecture 
and interiors.

DEVEREUX ARCHITECTS LTD
200 Upper Richmond Road,  
London SW15 2SH
Tel 020 8780 1800
Fax 020 8780 2646
Email design@devereux.co.uk
Website www.devereux.co.uk
Contact Nic Allen
Designing projects including significant 
public space has generated Devereux’s 
urban design work. Master planning covers 
major health and education developments.

DHA PLANNING
Southgate House, High Banks, Loose, 
Maidstone, Kent ME15 0EQ
Tel 01622 747899
Fax 01622 743351
Email info@dhaplanning.co.uk

DNA WALKER STUART LIMITED
Bridge House, Waterside, Upton upon Severn, 
Worcestershire WR8 0HG
Tel 01684 594367
Email bd@dnaconsultancy.co.uk
Website www.dnawalkerstuart.co.uk
Contact Mark Newey
Urban design practice providing a 
responsive and professional service by 
experienced urban designers from both 
landscape and architectural backgrounds.

DPDS CONSULTING GROUP
Old Bank House, 5 Devizes Road, Old Town, 
Swindon, Wilts SN1 4BJ
Tel 01793 610222
Fax 01793 512436
Email dpds.swindon@dpds.co.uk
Website www.dpds.co.uk
Contact Les Durrant
Town planning, environmental assessments, 
architecture, landscape architecture and 
urban design: innovative solutions in 
master planning, design guidance and 
development frameworks.

DUALCHAS BUILDING DESIGN
Duisdale Beag, Sleat, Isle of Skye IV43 8QU
Tel 01471 833300
Email info@dualchas.com
Website www.dualchas.com
Contact Lara Hinde

EC HARRIS LLP
The Royal Exchange, Manchester M2 7EH
Tel  0161 214 0214
Fax  0161 214 0215
Email  chris.standish@echarris.com
Website  www.echarris.com
Contact  Chris Standish
Specialist in understanding the process 
of urban design. Engagement and 
empowerment of local stakeholders. 
Project management from a regeneration 
perspective. Early win projects. Community 
involvement strategies. Linking stakeholder 
needs in major mixed used projects. The 
value (£) of people to places.

EDAW PLC
1A Lonsdale Square, London N1 1EN
Tel 020 7700 9500
Fax 020 7700 9599
Email edaweurope@edaw.co.uk
Contacts Bill Hanway BA MArch AIA/  
 Jason Prior BA Dip LA MLI
MANCHESTER
Express Networks Phase 2, 3 George Leigh 
Street, Manchester M4 5DL
Tel 0161 200 1860
Fax 0161 236 3191
EDINBURGH
5 Coates Crescent, Edinburgh EH3 7AL
Tel 0131 226 3939
Fax 0131 220 3934
EDAW’s European region is led from London, 
with offices in Manchester and Edinburgh 
providing urban design, planning, 
landscape architecture and economic 
development services. Particular expertise 
in market-driven development frameworks, 
urban regeneration, master planning and 
implementation. 

ENGLISH PARTNERSHIPS
Urban Design Team, National Consultancy 
Unit, Central Business Exchange,  
414-428 Midsummer Boulevard,  
Milton Keynes MK9 EA
Tel 0190 869 2692
Fax 0190 835 3605
Email 
IrinaMerryweather@englishpartnerships.co.uk
Contact Irina Merryweather

ENTEC UK LTD
Gables House Kenilworth Road, Leamington 
Spa, Warwicks CV32 6JX
Tel 01926 439 000
Fax 01926 439 010
Email brann@entecuk.co.uk
Website www.entecuk.co.uk
Contact Nick Brant
Master planning, urban design, 
development planning and landscape 
within broad based multidisciplinary 
environmental and engineering consultancy. 
Related expertise in project management, 
consultation, transportation, sustainability, 
contaminated land remediation, ecology 
and air and noise quality assessment.

FABRIK
38 A High Street, Alton,  
Hampshire GU34 1BD
Tel 01420 593250
Fax 01420 544243
Contact Johnny Rath

FAULKNERBROWNS
Dobson House, Northumbrian Way, Newcastle 
upon Tyne NE12 0QW
Tel 0191 268 3007
Fax 0191 268 5227
Email info@faulknerbrowns.co.uk
Contact Neil Taylor
Architectural design services from inception 
to completion: Stages A–M RIBA plan of 
work. Expertise in transport, urban design, 
master planning, commercial and leisure 
projects. Interior and furniture design. 
CDM-planning supervisors.

FAULKS PERRY CULLEY AND RECH
Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby DE74 
2RH
Tel 01509 672772
Fax 01509 674565
Email tim.jackson@fpcr.co.uk
Website www.fpcr.co.uk
Contact Tim Jackson 
Integrated design and environmental 
practice of architects, landscape 
architects, urban designers and ecologists. 
Specialists in master planning, urban and 
mixed use regeneration, development 
frameworks, EIAs and public inquiries. 45 
years experience of working extensively 
throughout the UK and overseas.

4D LANDSCAPE DESIGN
PO Box 554, Bristol BS99 2AX
Tel 0117 942 7943
Fax 0117 914 6038
Email 4DLD@4DLD.com
Contact Michelle Lavelle
Our design decisions are not based on any 
systematised approach, rather a considered 
response to the client, brief, site and 
budget. We endeavour to create spaces that 
make people feel special.

FRAMEWORK ARCHITECTURE AND 
URBAN DESIGN
3 Marine Studios, Burton Lane, Burton 
Waters, Lincoln LN1 2WN
Tel 01522 535383
Fax 01522 535363
Email info@frameworklincoln.co.uk
Contact Gregg Wilson
Architecture and urban design. The 
fundamental approach of the practice is 
characterised by its commitment to the 
broader built environment. Work is born 
out of an interest in the particular dynamic 
of a place and the design opportunities 
presented.

GILLESPIES
Environment by Design
GLASGOW
21 Carlton Court, Glasgow G5 9JP
Tel 0141 420 8200
Fax 0141 429 8796
Email admin.glasgow@gillespies.co.uk
Contact Brian M Evans
MANCHESTER
Tel 0161 928 7715
Fax 0161 927 7680
Email 
admin.manchester@gillespies.co.uk
Contact Fraser Teal
OXFORD
Tel 01865 326789
Fax 01865 327070
Email admin.oxford@gillespies.co.uk
Contact Paul F Taylor
Urban design, landscape architecture, 
architecture, planning, environmental 
assessment, planning supervisors and 
project management.

GL HEARN PLANNING
20 Soho Square, London W1D 3QW
Tel 020 7851 4900
Fax 020 7851 4910
Email david_beardmore@glhearn.com
Contact David Beardmore
Master plans and development briefs for 
new communities and brownfield sites; 
urban design framework studies; fine grain 
studies addressing public realm design 
and improvement. Specialists in retail and 
economic regeneration.

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

GOLDCREST HOMES PLC
3 Hurlingham Business Park, Sullivan Road 
London SW6 3DU
Tel  020 77317111
Fax  020 7381 7782
Email  adams@goldcresthomes.co.uk
Contact  Alan Roake

GREATER LONDON CONSULTANTS
127 Beulah Road, Thornton Heath, Surrey 
CR7 8JJ
Tel 020 8768 1417
Fax 020 8771 9384
Email jpa@btinternet.com
Contact John Parker Dip Arch ARIBA  
 DipTP FRTPI FRSA
Town planning, architecture, urban 
design and conservation related to: 
traffic schemes, pedestrians, townscape, 
security, town centres, master plans, marina 
development and environmental impact 
assessment.

GVA GRIMLEY
Enterprise House, 55-59 Adelaide Street, 
Belfast BT2 8FE
Tel 02890 726027
Fax 02890 726061
Email justine.west@gvagrimley.co.uk
Contact Justine West
Also at London and Manchester
Planning, development and urban 
regeneration consultancy with 
multidisciplinary teams of urban designers, 
architects, town planners, graphic 
designers, development surveyors and 
economists. Providing deliverable quality 
design solutions from the strategic regional 
scale to site specific.

HALCROW GROUP LTD
44 Brook Green, Hammersmith, London 
W6 7BY
Tel 020 7603 1618
Fax 020 7603 5783
Email shaheeda@halcrow.com
Website www.halcrow.com
Contact Asad Shaheed BA Arch MArch
Award winning urban design consultancy, 
integrating planning, transport and 
environment. Full development cycle 
covering feasibility, concept, design and 
implementation.

HALPERN PARTNERSHIP LTD
The Royle Studios, 41 Wenlock Road, London 
N1 7SG
Tel 020 7251 0781
Fax 020 7251 9204
Email info@halpern.uk.com
Website www.halpern.uk.com
Contact Greg Cooper DipTP DipUD MRTPI
Metropolitan urban design solutions 
drawn from a multi-disciplinary studio of 
urban designers, architects, planners, and 
heritage architects. Full range of projects 
undertaken for public and private sector 
clients.
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Landscape Studio, Reading Road, Lower 
Basildon, Reading RG8 9NE
Tel 01491 872185
Fax 01491 874109
Email consult@hda-enviro.co.uk
Contacts Ian Hankinson Dip Arch/Moira  
 Hankinson BSc(Hons) DipLD FLI/  
 Brian Duckett BSc(Hons) M Phil  
 MLI
An environmental planning consultancy 
with landscape architects, architects and 
ecologists, providing a comprehensive 
approach which adds value through 
innovative solutions. Development 
planning, new settlements, environmental 
assessment, re-use of redundant buildings.

HEPHER DIXON
Bridewell Gate, 9 Bridewell Place,  
London EC4V 6AW
Tel 020 7353 0202
Fax 020 7353 1818
Email 
ben.vanbruggen@hepherdixon.co.uk 
Website www.hepherdixon.co.uk
Contact Ben van Bruggen
Hepher Dixon offers a full range of town 
planning and urban design services. These 
include housing capacity studies, master 
plan work and development briefs.

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

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

HYLAND EDGAR DRIVER
One Wessex Way, Colden Common, 
Winchester, Hants SO21 1WG
Tel 01962 711 600
Fax 01962 713 945
Email hed@heduk.com
Website www.heduk.com
Contact John Hyland
Hyland Edgar Driver offers innovative 
problem solving, driven by cost efficiency 
and sustainability, combined with 
imagination and coherent aesthetic of the 
highest quality.

INDIGO PLANNING LTD
Queens House, Holly Road, Twickenham 
TW1 4EG
Tel  020 8607 9511
Fax  020 8607 6512
Email  info@indigoplanning.com
Website  www.indigoplanning.com

INTELLIGENT SPACE
81 Rivington Street, London EC2A 3AY
Tel 020 7739 9729
Fax 020 7739 9547
Email eduxbury@intelligentspace.com
Website www.intelligentspace.com
Contact Elspeth Duxbury
Planning analysis and support, pedestrian 
modelling, GIS and specialists in retail and 
urban master planning.

JOHN ROSE ASSOCIATES
The Old Pump House, Middlewood Road, 
Poynton, Cheshire SK12 1SH
Tel 01625 873356
Fax 01625 859459
Email admin@johnroseassociates.co.uk
Website www.johnroseassociates.co.uk
Contact John Rose
Professional and realistic advice to local 
authorities, developers and corporate and 
private clients. Analyses problems, prepares 
briefs and creates bespoke design solutions, 
which maximise development opportunities, 
and formulates sustainable strategies.

JOHN THOMPSON AND PARTNERS
Wren House, 43 Hatton Gardens, London 
EC1N 6EL
Tel 020 7405 1211
Fax 020 7405 1221
Email jtplon@jtp.co.uk
Contact John Thompson MA DipArch RIBA
Multidisciplinary practice, working 
throughout the UK and Europe, specialising 
in architecture, urban design and master 
planning, urban regeneration, new 
settlements and community consultation; 
addressing the problems of physical, 
social and economic regeneration through 
collaborative interdisciplinary community 
based planning.

JON ROWLAND URBAN DESIGN
65 Hurst Rise Road, Oxford OX2 9HE
Tel 01865 863642
Fax 01865 863502
Email jonrowland@jrud.demon.co.uk
Website www.jrud.co.uk
Contact Jon Rowland AADipl MA RIBA
Urban design, urban regeneration, 
development frameworks, site appraisals, 
town centre studies, design guidance, 
public participation and master planning.

KEMBER LOUDON WILLIAMS LTD
Ridgers Barn, Bunny Lane, Eridge  
Near Tunbridge Wells TN3 9HA
Tel 01892 750018
Fax 01892 750019
Email  juliet.billingham@klw.co.uk
Website www.klw.co.uk
Contact Juliet Billingham

KPF
13 Langley Street, London WC2H 9JG
Tel 020 7836 6668
Fax 020 7497 1175 
Email info@kpf.co.uk
Website www.kpf.co.uk
Contact Marjorie Rodney
Architecture, urban planning, space 
planning, programming, building analysis, 
interior design, graphic design.

LANDSCAPE PROJECTS
31 Blackfriars Road, Salford,  
Manchester M3 7AQ
Tel 0161 839 8336
Fax 0161 839 7155
Email post@landscapeprojects.co.uk

LAND USE CONSULTANTS
43 Chalton Street, London NW1 1JD
Tel 020 7383 5784
Fax 020 7383 4798
Email luc@london.landuse.co.uk
Website www.landuse.co.uk
Contact Mark Lintell
Urban regeneration, landscape design, 
master planning, sustainable development, 
land use planning, EIA, SEA in UK and 
overseas. Offices in London, Glasgow and 
Bristol.

LATHAM ARCHITECTS
St Michael’s, Queen Street, Derby DE1 3SU
Tel 01332 365777
Fax 01332 290314
Email enquiries@lathamarchitects.co.uk
Contact Derek Latham Dip Arch RIBA Dip TP 
  MRTPI Dip LD MLI IHBC IHI FRSA
The creative reuse of land and buildings. 
Planning, landscape and architectural 
expertise. Town and city centres, national 
parks, conservation areas, listed buildings, 
combining the new with the old. Master 
planning, development proposals, EIAs.

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

LEVITT BERNSTEIN ASSOCIATES LTD
1 Kingsland Passage, London E8 2BB
Tel 020 7275 7676
Fax 020 7275 9348
Email post@levittbernstein.co.uk
Website www.levittbernstein.co.uk
Contact Patrick Hammill
Levitt Bernstein are acknowledged leaders 
in the fields of urban renewal, housing and 
buildings for the arts and winners of many 
awards. Services offered include urban 
design, master planning, full architectural 
service, lottery grant bid advice, interior 
design, urban renewal consultancy and 
landscape design.

LHC URBAN DESIGN
Design Studio, Emperor Way, Exeter Business 
Park, Exeter, Devon EX1 3QS
Tel 01392 444334
Fax 01392 445080
Email jbaulch@ex.lhc.net
Contact John Baulch
Urban design analysis and frameworks. 
Master planning of greenfield and 
brownfield regeneration sites. Home zones: 
new build and retrofit. Visual impact 
studies.

LIVING CITIES CONSULTANCY LTD
Cavendish House, St Andrew’s Court,
Burley, Leeds LS3 1JY 
Tel 0113 243 5808 
Fax 0776 458 8932 
Email contact@livingcities.co.uk
Contact Farouk Stemmet
Urbanism: understanding all professions 
involved in making cities but taking a 
broader view than each: enabling an 
open and integrated approach that gives 
sustainable city-wide results. Identifying 
synergies that realise project benefits 
beyond the brief.

LIVINGSTON EYRE ASSOCIATES
35–42 Charlotte Road, London EC2A 3PD
Tel 020 7739 1445
Fax 020 7729 2986
Email lea@livingstoneyre.co.uk
Contact Laura Stone
Landscape architecture, urban design, public 
housing, health, education, heritage, sports.

LIZ LAKE ASSOCIATES
William Robinson Buildings, Woodfield 
Terrace, Stansted Mountfitchet, Essex  
CM24 8AJ
Tel 01279 647044
Fax 01279 813566
Email office@lizlake.com
Website www.lizlake.com
Contact Matt Lee
Urban fringe/brownfield sites where  
an holistic approach to urban design, 
landscape, and ecological issues can 
provide robust design solutions.

LLEWELYN DAVIES YEANG
Brook House, 2 Torrington Place, London 
WC1E 7HN
Tel 020 7637 0181
Fax 020 7637 8740
Email s.gray@ldavies.com
Contact Simon Gray
Architecture, planning, urban design, 
development and master planning; urban 
regeneration, town centre and conservation 
studies; urban design briefs, landscape and 
public realm strategies.

LOVEJOY
Level Seven, 52 Grosvenor Gardens, 
Belgravia, London SW1W 0AU
Tel  020 7901 9911
Tel  0121 329 7976
Fax  020 7901 9901
Email enquiries@lovejoylondon.uk.com
Website www.lovejoy.uk.com
Contacts David Blackwood Murray/  
 Martin Kelly
Also at Birmingham
Land planners specialising in environmental 
planning, urban design and landscape 
architecture in the UK and overseas.

LSI ARCHITECTS LLP
The Old Drill Hall, 23 A Cattle Market Street, 
Norwich NR1 3DY
Tel  01603 660711
Fax  01603 623213
Email  
david.thompson@lsiarchitects.co.uk
Contact  David Thompson
Large scale master planning and 
visualisation demonstrated in specific 
sectors such as health, education and 
business, and in detailed proposals for 
new sustainable settlements on brownfield 
sites, such as the 4th millennium village in 
King’s Lynn.

LYONS + SLEEMAN + HOARE
Nero Brewery, Cricket Green, Hartley 
Wintney, Hook, Hampshire RG27 8QA
Tel 01252 844144
Fax 01252 844800
Email andrewaldridge@lsharch.co.uk
Contact  Andrew Aldridge
Architecture, planning, master planning, 
urban design – commercial practice 
covering a broad spectrum of work 
– particularly design of buildings and spaces 
in urban and historic contexts.

MACCORMAC JAMIESON PRICHARD
9 Heneage Street, London E1 5LJ
Tel 020 7377 9262
Fax 020 7247 7854
Email mjp@mjparchitects.co.uk
Website www.mjparchitects.co.uk
Contact Liz Pride
Range from major master plans to small, 
bespoke buildings. Acclaimed contemporary 
buildings designed for historic centres 
of London, Cambridge, Oxford, Bristol 
and Durham. In Dublin, the Ballymun 
Regeneration master plan won the Irish 
Planning Institute’s Planning Achievement 
Award.

MACGREGOR SMITH LTD
Christopher Hse, 11–12 High St, Bath BA1 5AQ
Tel 01225 464690
Fax 01225 429962
Email michael@macgregorsmith.co.uk
Website www.macgregorsmith.co.uk
Contact Michael Smith
A broad based landscape/urban design 
practice with considerable experience 
of master planning, detail design for 
construction, EIA work and urban regener-
ation studies, with particular emphasis on 
high quality prestige landscape schemes.
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X MATRIX PARTNERSHIP
40-42 Scrutton Street, London EC2A 4PP
Tel 020 7655 4540
Fax 020 7655 4530
Email d.horner@matrixpartnership.co.uk
Website www.matrixpartnership.co.uk
Matrix Partnership provides a fully 
integrated approach to urban design 
combining planning, architecture and 
landscape. Work is focused on master plans, 
regeneration strategies, development briefs, 
site appraisals, urban capacity studies, 
design guides, building codes and concept 
visualisations.

MAX FORDHAM LLP
42-43 Gloucester Crescent, London NW1 7PE
Tel 020 7267 5161
Fax 020 7482 0329
Email a.ritchie@maxfordham.com
Contact Adam Ritchie
Award-winning, multidisciplinary 
consulting engineers specialising in 
sustainable urban design, site master 
planning, renewable energy, water and 
waste infrastructure studies, modelling, 
building services.

MELVILLE DUNBAR ASSOCIATES
The Mill House, Kings Acre, Coggeshall, Essex 
CO6 1NN
Tel 01376 562828
Email cad@mda-arch.demon.co.uk
Contact Melville Dunbar
Architecture, urban design, planning, 
master planning, new towns, new neighb-
ourhoods, neighbourhood centres, urban 
regeneration, conservation studies, design 
guides, townscape studies, design briefs.

METROPOLITAN WORKSHOP
14-16 Cowcross Street, Farringdon  
London EC1M 6DG
Te 020 7566 0450
Fax 020 7566 0460
Email info@metwork.co.uk
Website www.metwork.co.uk
Contacts David Prichard, Neil Deely
Metropolitan Workshop has experience 
in urban design, land use planning, 
regeneration and architecture in the UK, 
Eire and Norway. Recent projects include 
Ballymun Dublin, Durham Millennium 
Quarter, Adamstown District Centre Dublin, 
Bjørvika Waterfront Oslo.

MOORE PIET + BROOKES
33 Warple Mews, Warple Way, London  
W3 0RX
Tel 020 8735 2990
Fax 020 8735 2991
Email mpb@moorepietandbrookes.co.uk
Contact Colin Moore
Regenerating the public realm environment 
to enhance the quality of people’s lives: 
strategies, master plans, community 
participation, design guides, imaging and 
legibility. Implementation of town centre, 
streetscape, park, waterway, environmental 
and business area improvements.

MOUCHEL PARKMAN SERVICES LTD
209 - 215 Blackfriars Road, London SE1 8NL
Tel 020 7803 2600
Fax 020 7803 2601
Email david.orr@mouchelparkman.org.uk
Contact David Orr DipLA MLI MIHT
Integrated urban design, transport 
and engineering consultancy providing 
services in changing the urban landscape 
in a positive manner, creating places for 
sustainable living.

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

MWA PARTNERSHIP LTD
Parkway Studios, Belmont Business Park,
232-240 Belmont Road, Belfast BT4 2AW
Tel 028 9076 8827
Fax 028 9076 8400
Email post@mwapartnership.co.uk
Contact John Eggleston
The planning and design of the external 
environment from feasibility stage through 
to detail design, implementation and future 
management.

NATHANIEL LICHFIELD & PARTNERS LTD
14 Regent’s Wharf, All Saints Street, London 
N1 9RL
Tel 020 7837 4477
Fax 020 7837 2277
Email nthompson@lichfields.co.uk
Website www.nlpplanning.com
Also at Newcastle upon Tyne and Cardiff
Contact Nick Thompson BA BPI MA  
 (UrbDes) MRTPI
Independent planning consultancy: 
analytical and creative. Urban design, 
master planning, heritage/conservation, 
visual appraisal, regeneration, daylight/
sunlight assessments, public realm 
strategies

NJBA ARCHITECTS & URBAN DESIGNERS
4 Molesworth Place, Dublin 2
Tel 00 353 1 678 8068
Fax 00 353 1 678 8066
Email njbarchitects@eircom.net
Website homepage.eircom.net/~njbrady1
Contact Noel J Brady Dip Arch SMArchS  
 MRIAI
Integrated landscapes, urban design, town 
centres and squares, strategic design and 
planning.

NOVO ARCHITECTS
2 Meard Street, London WIV 3HR
Tel 020 7734 5558
Fax 020 7734 8889
Contact Tim Poulson
Urban design and master planning, 
creative and innovative design solutions 
for brownfield and other complex sites to 
realise single or mixed use development 
opportunities.

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

PHILIP CAVE ASSOCIATES
5 Dryden Street, London WC2E 9NW
Tel 020 7829 8340
Fax 020 7240 5800
Email principal@philipcave.com
Website www.philipcave.com
Contact Philip Cave BSc Hons MA (LD) MLI
Design-led practice with innovative yet 
practical solutions to environmental 
opportunities in urban regeneration, town 
centre projects, urban parks, community 
art, public participation. Large-scale 
site/master planning through to small scale 
detailed design, from studies to constructed 
projects. Specialist expertise in landscape 
architecture.

PLANIT EDC LTD
David House, Cecil Road, Hale WA15 9PA
Tel  0161 928 9281
Fax  0161 928 9284
Email  mail@planitEDC.com
Contact  Peter Swift

POLLARD THOMAS EDWARDS 
ARCHITECTS
Diespeker Wharf 38, Graham Street, London 
N1 8JX
Tel 020 7336 7777
Fax 020 7336 0770
Email robin.saha–choudhury@ptea.co.uk
Website www.ptea.co.uk
Contact Robin Saha–Choudhury
LIVERPOOL
Unit S204, Second Floor, Merchants Court, 
Derby Square,  
Liverpool L2 1TS
Tel 0151 703 2220
Fax 0151 703 2229
Email roo.humpherson@ptea.co.uk
Contact Roo Humpherson
Master planners, urban designers, 
developers, architects, listed building and 
conservation area designers; specialising 
in inner city mixed-use high density 
regeneration.

PRINGLE BRANDON
10 Bonhill Street, London EC2A 4QJ
Tel 020 7466 1000
Fax 020 7466 1050
Email post@pringle-brandon.co.uk
Contact Alison Anslow
Offices, hotels, workplace design.

PROJECT CENTRE LTD
Saffron Court, 14b St Cross Street, London 
EC1N 8XA
Tel 020 7421 8222
Fax 020 7421 8199
Email info@projectcentre.co.uk
Website www.projectcentre.co.uk
Contact Peter Piet
Multi-disciplinary consultancy providing 
quality services including landscape 
architecture, urban design, urban 
regeneration, street lighting design, 
planning supervision, traffic and 
transportation, parking, highway design, 
traffic signal design and road safety audits.

PRP ARCHITECTS
Ferry Works, Summer Road, Thames Ditton, 
Surrey KT7 0QJP
Tel 020 7653 1200
Fax 020 7653 1201
Email lon.prp@prparchitects.co.uk
Contact Barry Munday Dip Arch PNL RIBA 
 FFB
Multi-disciplinary practice of architects, 
planners, urban designers and landscape 
architects, specialising in housing, urban 
regeneration, health, special needs, 
education and leisure projects.

QUARTET DESIGN
The Exchange, Lillingstone Dayrell, Bucks 
MK18 5AP
Tel 01280 860500
Fax 01280 860468
Email quartet@qdl.co.uk
Contact David Newman
Landscape architects, architects and urban 
designers with wide experience of master 
planning, hard landscape projects in 
urban areas and achieving environmental 
sustainability objectives.

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

RANDALL THORP
Canada House, 3 Chepstow Street, 
Manchester M1 5FW
Tel 0161 228 7721
Fax 0161 236 9839
Email rt@rt-landscape.co.uk
Contact Pauline Randall
Master planning for new developments 
and settlements, infrastructure design 
for new developments and urban renewal, 
design guides and design briefing, public 
participation and public inquiries.

RANDOM GREENWAY ARCHITECTS
Soper Hall, Harestone Valley Road
Caterham Surrey CR3 6HY
Tel 01883 346 441
Fax 01883 346 936
Email 
rg@randomgreenwayarchitects.co.uk
Contact R Greenway
Architecture, planning and urban design. 
New build, regeneration, refurbishment and 
restoration.

RICHARD REID & ASSOCIATES
Whitely Farm, Ide Hill, Sevenoaks, Kent 
TN14 6BS
Tel 01732 741417
Fax 01732 740569
Email richardreid.co.uk
Contact Richard Reid

RICHARD COLEMAN CONSULTANCY
Bridge House, 181 Queen Victoria Street, 
London EC4V 4DD
Tel 020 7329 6622
Fax 020 7329 6633
Email r.coleman@citydesigner.com
Contact Lewis Eldridge
Advice on written assessment of 
architectural quality, urban design, 
and conservation, historic buildings 
and townscape. Negotiation with and 
production of supporting documents for the 
local and national bodies involved in these 
fields, including environmental statements, 
listed buildings/area consent applications.

ROGER EVANS ASSOCIATES
59–63 High Street, Kidlington, Oxford  
OX5 2DN
Tel 01865 377 030
Fax 01865 377 050
Email design@rogerevans.com
Website www.rogerevans.com
Contact Roger Evans MA (UD) RIBA MRTPI
A specialist urban design practice providing 
services throughout the UK and abroad. 
Expertise in urban regeneration, quarter 
frameworks and design briefs, town centre 
strategies, movement in towns, master 
planning and development economics. 
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XRPS
at London, Birmingham, Bristol, Swindon, 
Oxford, Durham
Tel  0800 587 9939
Email  rpspte@rpsplc.co.uk
Website  www.rpsplc.co.uk
Part of the RPS Group providing a wide range 
of urban design services including master 
planning and development frameworks, 
design guides and statements, regeneration 
strategies, detailed architectural design 
and implementation, and environmental 
planning throughout the UK.

SAUNDERS PARTNERSHIP
Studio Four, 37 Broadwater Road, Welwyn 
Garden City, Herts AL7 3AX
Email  
martin.williams@sandersarchitects.com
Contact Martin Williams

SAVILLS (L&P) LIMITED
Brunswick House, Brunswick Place, 
Southampton SO15 2AP
Tel 02380 713900
Fax 02380 713901
Email crichards@savills.com
Website www.savills.com
Contact Colin Richards
Savills combines innovation with commercial 
acumen to provide deliverable urban design 
solutions including, concept design, 
master planning, landscape, feasibility, 
sustainability, design briefing and coding.

SCOTT WILSON
3-4 Foxcombe Court, Wyndyke Furlong, 
Abingdon Business Park, Abingdon, Oxon 
OX14 1DZ
Also at Birmingham, Leeds, London, 
Manchester, Plymouth
Tel 01235 468700
Fax 01235 468701/2
Email paj.valley@scottwilson.com
Website www.scottwilson.com
Contacts Paj Valley, Ken Jores
Urban design, planning, landscape, 
economic and architectural design 
expertise supported by comprehensive 
multidisciplinary skills in project 
management, tourism, public consultation, 
transportation, environmental and wide-
ranging engineering skills.

SHEILS FLYNN LTD
Bank House High Street, Docking, Kings Lynn 
PE31 8NH
Tel 01485 518304
Fax 01485 518303
Email uk@sheilsflynn.com
Contact Eoghan Sheils
Creative urban design taken from 
conception to implementation. Award 
winning town centre regeneration schemes, 
urban strategies and design guidance. 
Specialists in community consultation and 
team facilitation.

SHEPHEARD EPSTEIN HUNTER
Phoenix Yard, 65 King’s Road, London  
WC1X 9LW
Tel 020 7841 7500
Fax 020 7841 7575
Email stevenpidwell@seh.co.uk
Contact Steven Pidwill
SEH is a user-friendly, award-winning 
architects firm, known for the quality 
of its work in regeneration, education, 
housing, master planning, mixed-use and 
healthcare projects. An established practice 
of sensitive and thoughtful designers, SEH 
delivers demanding projects through a 
depth of experience and training in project
management, CDM roles and a range of 
support services. 

SHEPPARD ROBSON
77 Parkway, Camden Town, London NW1 7PU
Tel 020 7504 1700
Fax 020 7504 1701
Email nick.spall@sheppardrobson.com
Website www.sheppardrobson.com
Contact Nick Spall
MANCHESTER
113-115 Portland St, Manchester M1 6DW
Contact  Phil Doyle
Planners, urban designers and architects. 
Strategic planning, urban regeneration, 
development planning, town centre 
renewal, public realm planning, new 
settlement planning, tourism development. 
Associated offices across USA.

SKIDMORE, OWINGS & MERRILL INC
30 Millbank, London SW1P 3SD
Tel 020 7798 1000
Fax 020 7798 1100
Email somlondon@som.com
Contact Roger Kallman
Also at Chicago, New York, Washington, San 
Francisco, LA, Hong Kong
International multi-disciplinary practice. 
Master planning, landscape architecture, 
civil engineering and urban design. Urban 
regeneration schemes, business park master 
plans, university campus, transportation 
planning. Associated services: 
environmental impact assessments, design 
guidelines, infrastructure strategies.

SMEEDEN FOREMAN PARTNERSHIP
8 East Parade, Harrogate HG1 JLT
Tel 01423 520 222
Fax 01423 565 515
Email trevor@smeeden.foreman.co.uk
Contact  T A Foreman
Ecology, landscape architecture and 
urban design. Environmental assessment, 
detailed design, contract packages and site 
supervision.

SMITH SCOTT MULLAN ASSOCIATES
378 Leith Walk, Edinburgh EH7 4PF
Tel 0131 555 1414
Fax 0131 555 1448
Email 
e.mullan@smith-scott-mullan.co.uk
Contact Eugene Mullan BSc Hons Dip Arch  
ARIAS RIBA MSc UD
Architects and urban designers dedicated to 
producing high quality design solutions for 
our clients. Particular experience of working 
with communities in the analysis, 
design and improvement of their urban 
environment.

SOLTYS: BREWSTER CONSULTING
87 Glebe Street, Penarth, Vale of Glamorgan 
CF64 1EF
Tel 029 2040 8476
Fax 029 2040 8482
Email enquiry@soltysbrewster.co.uk
Website www.soltysbrewster.co.uk
Contact Simon Brewster
Assessment, design, planning in UK and 
Ireland. Expertise includes urban design, 
master plans, design strategies, visual 
impact, environmental assessment, 
regeneration of urban space, landscape 
design and project management. Award 
winning design and innovation.

SPACE SYNTAX
11 Riverside Studios, 28 Park Street, London 
SE1 9EQ
Tel 020 7940 0000
Fax 020 7940 0005
Email t.stonor@spacesyntax.com
Contact Tim Stonor MSc DipArch RIBA
Spatial master planning and research-
based design; movement, connectivity, 
integration, regeneration, safety and 
interaction. Strategic design and option 
appraisal to detailed design and in-use 
audits.

SPAWFORTH ASSOCIATES
Junction 41 Business Court, East Ardsley, 
Leeds WF3 2AB
Tel 01924 873873
Fax 01924 870777
Email spawforth.co.uk
Website www.spawforth.co.uk
Contact Adrian Spawforth
Urbanism with planners and architects 
specialising in master planning; community 
engagement (including workshops, 
exhibitions, theme groups and town teams); 
visioning; development frameworks.

STUART TURNER ASSOCIATES
12 Ledbury, Great Linford, Milton Keynes 
MK14 5DS
Tel 01908 678672
Fax 01908 678715
Email st@studiost.demon.co.uk
Website www.studiost.demon.co.uk
Contact Stuart Turner Dip Arch (Oxford)  
 Dip UD (PCL) RIBA
Architecture, urban design and 
environmental planning, the design of new 
settlements, urban regeneration and site 
development studies for commercial and 
housing uses.

SURFACE INCLUSIVE DESIGN RESEARCH 
CENTRE
School of Construction & Property 
Management
University of Salford M5 4WT
Tel 0161 295 5279
Fax 0161 295 5011
Email r.newton@salford.ac.uk
Website www.inclusive-design.it
Contact Rita Newton

TAYLOR YOUNG URBAN DESIGN
Chadsworth House, Wilmslow Road, 
Handforth, Cheshire SK9 3HP
Tel 01625 542200
Fax 01625 542250
Email stephengleave@tayloryoung.co.uk
Contact Stephen Gleave MA DipTP (Dist)  
 DipUD MRTPI
LIVERPOOL
Tel  0151 702 6500
Urban design, planning and development. 
Public and private sectors. Town studies, 
housing, commercial, distribution, health 
and transportation are current projects. 
Specialist in urban design training.

TEP
Genesis Centre, Birchwood Science Park, 
Warrington, Cheshire WA3 7BH
Tel 01925 844 004
Fax 01925 844 002
Email tep@tep.uk.com
Website www.tep.uk.com
Contact David Scott
Multi-disciplinary consultancy in 
environmental planning and regeneration 
master planning, landscape and 
urban design, ecology, urban forestry, 
arboriculture, land stewardship, community 
consultation and graphics.

TERENCE O’ROURKE
Everdene House, Deansleigh Road, 
Bournemouth BH7 7DU
Tel 01202 421142
Fax 01202 430055
Email maildesk@torltd.co.uk
Website www.torltd.co.uk
Contact Terence O’Rourke MBE DipArch  
 DipTP RIBA MRTPI FRSA
Town planning, master planning, 
urban design, architecture, landscape 
architecture, environmental consultancy, 
graphic design. Urban regeneration, 
town centre studies, new settlements and 
complex urban design problems.

TERRA FIRMA CONSULTANCY
28 The Spain, Petersfield, Hants GU32 3LA
Tel  01730 262040
Fax  01730 262050
Email  contact@terrafirmaconsultancy.com
Contact  Lionel Fanshawe
Independent landscape architectural 
practice with considerable urban design 
experience at all scales from EIA to project 
delivery throughout UK and overseas. 2004 
LGN Street Design Award winners for best 
home zones and runners up in waterside 
category for recently completed projects in 
Portsmouth and Paddington.

TERRY FARRELL AND PARTNERS
7 Hatton Street, London NW8 8PL
Tel 020 7258 3433
Fax 020 7723 7059
Email tfarrell@terryfarrell.co.uk
Website www.terryfarrell.com
Contact Drew Nelles
Architectural, urban design, planning and 
master planning services. New buildings, 
refurbishment, conference/exhibition 
centres, art galleries, museums, studios, 
theatres and visitor attractions, offices, 
retail, housing, industry, railway 
infrastructure and development.

TETLOW KING GROUP
Lone Barn Studios, Stanbridge Lane, Romsey, 
Hants SO51 0HE
Tel 01794 517333
Fax 01794 515517
Email mail@tetlowking.co.uk
Contact Melvyn King MA (Urban Design)  
 MSAI MCIOB FRSA
Multi disciplinary practice incorporating 
urban design, architecture, town planning 
and landscape. Specialising in urban 
design strategies in master planning and 
development frameworks for both new 
development areas and urban regeneration.

TIBBALDS PLANNING & URBAN DESIGN
19 Maltings Place, 169 Tower Bridge Road, 
London SE1 3JB
Tel 020 7089 2121
Fax 020 7089 2120
Email  mail@tibbalds.co.uk
Website  www.tibbalds.co.uk
Contact  Andrew Karski BA (Hons) MSc  
 (Econ) FRTPI
A multi disciplinary urban design and 
planning practice, with a team of architects, 
planners, urban designers, landscape 
designers and tourism specialists. Expertise 
in master planning and urban design, 
sustainable regeneration, development 
frameworks and design guidance, design 
advice, town planning and consultation.

TREVOR BRIDGE ASSOCIATES
7–9 St Michael’s Square, Ashton-under-Lyne, 
Lancs OL6 6LF
Tel 0161 308 3765
Fax 0161 343 3513
Email info@tbridgea.co.uk
Contact Trevor Bridge Dip LA DA FFB MI  
 Hort MLI
Landscape architecture, urban design, 
environmental planning, ecology, expert 
witness. Landscape for housing, industry, 
urban renewal, environmental improvement, 
visual impact assessment, master planning 
and implementation.



TURLEY ASSOCIATES
25 Savile Row, London W1S 2ES
Tel 020 7851 4010
Fax 020 7851 4020
Email mlowndes@turleyassociates.co.uk
Website www.turleyassociates.co.uk
Contact Michael Lowndes
Creating successful places and sustainable 
communities nationwide, through the 
creative integration of urban design, 
master planning, heritage and development 
planning.

TURNBULL JEFFREY PARTNERSHIP
Sandeman House, 55 High Street, Edinburgh 
EH1 1SR
Tel 0131 557 5050
Fax 0131 557 5064
Email tjp@tjp.co.uk
Contacts Geoff Whitten BA(Hons) MLI, 
 Karen Esslemont BA(Hons)  
 MLI Dip UD
Award winning design-led landscape 
architect practice. Expertise: Landscape 
architecture, urban design, master 
planning, landscape design and 
implementation, environmental/visual 
impact assessment, urban regeneration, 
environmental strategies.

TWEED NUTTALL WARBURTON
Chapel House, City Road, Chester CH1 3AE
Tel 01244 310388
Fax 01244 325643
Email entasis@tnw-architecture.co.uk
Contact John Tweed B Arch RIBA FRSA
Architecture and urban design, master 
planning. Urban waterside environments. 
Community teamwork enablers. Design 
guidance and support for rural village 
appraisals. Visual impact assessments 
and design solutions within delicate 
conservation environments.

URBAN DESIGN FUTURES
97c West Bow, Edinburgh EH1 2JP
Tel 0131 226 4505
Fax 0131 226 4515
Email info@urbandesignfutures.co.uk
Website www.urbandesignfutures.co.uk
Contact Selby Richardson DipArch DipTP  
 MSc ARIAS MRTPI
Innovative urban design, planning 
and landscape practice specialising in 
master planning, new settlements, urban 
regeneration, town and village studies, 
public space design, environmental 
improvements, design guidelines, 
community involvement, landscape design 
and management.

URBAN INITIATIVES
1 Fitzroy Square, London W1T 5HE
Tel 020 7380 4545
Fax 020 7380 4546
Email k.campbell@urbaninitiatives.co.uk
Website www.urbaninitiatives.co.uk
Contact Kelvin Campbell BArch RIBA MRTPI  
 MCIT FRSA
Urban design, transportation, regeneration, 
development planning.

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

URBAN PRACTITIONERS
70 Cowcross Street, London EC1M 6EJ
Tel 020 7253 2223
Fax 020 7253 2227
Email 
anthonyrifkin@urbanpractitioners.co.uk
Contact Antony Rifkin
Specialist competition winning urban 
regeneration practice combining economic 
and urban design skills. Projects include 
West Ealing Neighbourhood Regeneration 
Strategy, Plymouth East End Renewal Master 
plan, Walthamstow Urban Design Strategy.

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

URBED (THE URBAN AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT GROUP)
10 Little Lever Street, Manchester M1 1HR
Tel 0161 200 5500
Email urbed@urbed.co.uk
Website www.urbed.com
Contact David Rudlin BA MSc
Also 19 Store Street, London WC1E 7DH
Tel 020 7436 8050
Urban design and guidance, master 
planning, sustainability, consultation and 
capacity building, housing, town centres 
and urban regeneration.

VINCENT AND GORBING LTD
Sterling Court, Norton Road, Stevenage, 
Hertfordshire SG1 2JY
Tel 01438 316331
Fax 01438 722035
Email 
urban.designers@vincent-gorbing.co.uk
Website www.vincent-gorbing.co.uk
Contact Richard Lewis BA MRTPI MA Urban  
 Design
Multi-disciplinary practice offering 
architecture, town planning and urban 
design services for private and public sector 
clients. Master planning, design statements, 
character assessments, development briefs, 
residential layouts and urban capacity 
exercises.

WEST & PARTNERS
Isambard House, 60 Weston Street, London 
SE1 3QJ
Tel 020 7403 1726
Fax 020 7403 6279
Email wp@westandpartners.com
Contact Michael West
Master planning for achievable development 
within (and sometimes beyond) the 
creative interpretation of socio-economic, 
physical and political urban parameters: 
retail, leisure, commercial, residential, 
listed buildings, expert witness evidence, 
statutory development plan advice.

WHITE CONSULTANTS
18–19 Park Place, Cardiff CF10 3DQ
Tel 029 2064 0971
Fax 029 2064 0973
Email 
sw@whiteconsultants.prestel.co.uk
Contact Simon White MAUD Dip UD (Dist) 
 (Oxford Brookes) Dip LA MLI
A qualified urban design practice offering 
a holistic approach to urban regeneration, 
design guidance, public realm and open 
space strategies and town centre studies for 
the public, private and community sectors.

WHITELAW TURKINGTON LANDSCAPE 
ARCHITECTS
354 Kennington Road, London SE11 4LD
Tel 020 7820 0388
Fax 020 7587 3839
Email post@wtlondon.com
Contact L Oliver-Whitelaw
Award winning, design-led practice 
specialising in urban regeneration, 
streetscape design, public space, 
high quality residential and corporate 
landscapes. Facilitators in public 
participation and community action 
planning events.

WHITE YOUNG GREEN PLANNING
21 Park Place, Cardiff CF10 3DQ
Tel 029 2039 8681
Fax 029 2039 5965
Email glewis@wtgl.co.uk
Contact Gordon Lewis
Also at London, Newcastle, Manchester, 
Leeds, Bristol and Southampton
Urban design, town planning, economic 
development, architecture and landscape 
architecture for public and private sector 
clients. Regeneration and development 
strategies, public realm studies, economic 
development planning, master planning 
for urban, rural and brownfield land 
redevelopment.

WILLIE MILLER URBAN DESIGN & 
PLANNING
20 Victoria Crescent Road, Glasgow G12 9DD
Tel 0141 339 5228
Fax 0141 357 4642
Email mail@williemiller.com
Contact Willie Miller Dip TP Dip UD MRTPI
Conceptual, strategic and development work 
in urban design, master planning, urban 
regeneration, environmental strategies, 
design and development briefs, townscape 
audits and public realm studies.

YELLOW BOOK LTD
Studio 1010, Mile End, Abbey Mill Business 
Centre, Paisley PA1 1JS
Tel  0141 561 2325
Fax  0141 561 2328
Email  john.lord@yellowbookltd.com
Contact  John Lord

CORPORATE INDEX

BROXAP LIMITED
Rowhurst Industrial Estate, Chesterton, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffs ST5 6BD
Tel 01782 564411
Fax 01782 565357
Email sales@broxap.com
Contact Robert Lee
The design and manufacture of street 
furniture, cycle and motorcycle storage 
solutions and decorative architectural 
metalwork in cast iron, mild steel, stainless 
steel, concrete, timber, Duracast™ 
polyurethane, plastic and recycled plastic.

ISLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
PO Box 43, St Peter Port, Guernsey GY1 1FH, 
Channel Islands
Tel 01481 717000
Fax 01481 717099
Email idc@gov.gg
Contact W Lockwood
The Island Development Committee plays 
a similar role to a local authority planning 
department in the UK.

ST GEORGE NORTH LONDON LTD
81 High Street, Potters Bar,  
Hertfordshire EN6 5AS
Tel 01707 664000
Fax 01707 660006
Contact Stephen Wood
London’s leading residential developer.
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EDUCATION INDEX

CARDIFF UNIVERSITY
School of City & Regional Planning, Welsh 
School of Architecture, Glamorgan Building 
King Edward V11 Avenue, Cardiff CF10 3WA
Tel 029 2087 6293
Fax 029 2087 4845
Email biddulphMJ@cardiff.ac.uk
Contact Mike Biddulph
One year full-time and two year part-time 
MA in Urban Design. Further information:
www.cardiff.ac.uk/cplan/ma_urbandesign

EDINBURGH COLLEGE OF ART/HERIOT 
WATT UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF 
ARCHITECTURE 
Lauriston Place, Edinburgh EH3 9DF
Tel 0131 221 6175/6072
Fax 0131 221 6154/6006
Contact Leslie Forsyth
Diploma in Architecture and Urban Design, 
nine months full-time. Diploma in Urban 
Design, nine months full time or 21 months 
part-time. MSc in Urban Design, 12 months 
full-time or 36 months parttime. MPhil and 
PhD, by research full and part-time on and 
off-campus.

LEEDS METROPOLITAN UNIVERSITY 
SCHOOL OF ART, ARCHITECTURE AND 
DESIGN
Brunswick Terrace, Leeds LS2 8BU
Tel 0113 283 2600
Fax 0113 283 3190
Contact Edwin Knighton
Master of Arts in Urban Design consists of 
one year full time or two years part time 
or individual programme of study. Shorter 
programmes lead to Post Graduate Diploma/
Certificate. Project based course focussing 
on the creation of sustainable environments 
through interdisciplinary design.

LONDON SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS
Cities Programme, Houghton Street, London 
WC2A 2AE
Tel 020 7955 6828
Fax 020 7955 7697
Email a.datta2@lse.ac.uk
Contact Ayona Datta
LSE runs a MSc in City Design and Social 
Science which can be studied full time 
over a one year period or part-time over 
two years. The course is designed for social 
scientists, engineers and architects.

LONDON SOUTH BANK UNIVERSITY
Faculty of Arts and Human Sciences, 
103 Borough Road, London SE1 0AA
Tel  020 7815 7353
Fax  020 7815 5799
Contact Dr Bob Jarvis
MA Urban Design (one year full time/two 
years part time) or PG Cert Planning 
based course including units on place and 
performance, sustainable cities as well as 
project based work and EU study visit. Part 
of RTPI accredited programme.

OXFORD BROOKES UNIVERSITY
Joint Centre for Urban Design, Headington, 
Oxford OX3 0BP
Tel 01865 483403
Fax 01865 483298
Contact Georgia Butina-Watson and  
 Alan Reeve
Diploma in Urban Design, six months full 
time or 18 months part time. MA one year 
full-time or two years part-time.

UNIVERSITY OF CENTRAL ENGLAND IN 
BIRMINGHAM
Birmingham School of Architecture and 
Landscape, UCE, Perry Barr,  
Birmingham B42 2SU
Tel 0121 331 7755
Fax 0121 331 5114
Email built.environment@uce.ac.uk
Contact Noha Nasser 
MA Urban Design. This new course enhances 
the creative and practical skills needed to 
deal with the diverse activities of urban 
design. Modes of attendance are flexible: 
full-time, part-time or individual modules 
as CPD short courses. The course attracts 
students from a wide range of backgrounds.

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

UNIVERSITY OF GREENWICH
School of Architecture and Landscape, 
Oakfield Lane, Dartford DA1 2SZ
Tel 020 8316 9100
Fax 020 8316 9105
Contact Richard Hayward
MA in Urban Design for postgraduate 
architecture and landscape students, full 
time and part time with credit accumulation 
transfer system.

UNIVERSITY OF NEWCASTLE UPON TYNE
Department of Architecture, Claremont 
Tower, University of Newcastle, Newcastle 
upon Tyne NE1 7RU
Tel 0191 222 7802
Fax 0191 222 8811
Contact Tim Townshend
MA/Diploma in Urban Design. Joint 
programme in Dept of Architecture and 
Dept of Town and Country Planning. Full 
time or part time, integrating knowledge 
and skills from town planning, architecture, 
landscape.

UNIVERSITY OF STRATHCLYDE
Dept of Architecture and Building Science,
Urban Design Studies Unit,
131 Rottenrow, Glasgow G4 0NG
Tel 0141 548 4219
Fax 0141 552 3997
Contact Wolfgang Sonne
The Postgraduate Course in Urban Design is 
offered in CPD,Diploma and MSc modes. The 
course is design centred and includes input 
from a variety of related disciplines.

UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST OF ENGLAND, 
BRISTOL
Faculty of the Built Environment, Frenchay 
Campus, Coldharbour Lane, Bristol BS16 1QY
Tel 0117 328 3508
Fax 0117 976 3895
Contact Lee Stickells
MA/Postgraduate Diploma course in Urban 
Design. Part time two days per fortnight for 
two years, or individual programme of study. 
Project-based course addressing urban 
design issues, abilities and environments.

UNIVERSITY OF WESTMINSTER
35 Marylebone Road, London NW1 5LS
Tel 020 7911 5000 x3106
Fax 020 7911 5171
Contact Marion Roberts
MA or Diploma Course in Urban Design for 
postgraduate architects, town planners, 
landscape architects and related disciplines. 
One year full time or two years part time.

In the 1950s and 60s, the new orthodoxy of the comprehensive 
redevelopment programme swept through the inner areas of British 
cities. It was based on the indiscriminate clearance of everything 
– roads, housing both good and bad, factories, shops – enabled by the 
legal tool of the compulsory purchase order (CPO). Thank goodness 
things are different now.
 I am a member of a group in Birmingham called the Eastside 
Sustainability Advisory Group, made up of a diverse range of people. 
We are a semi-official group which advises the city council on how 
the regeneration of the huge area on the eastern edge of the city 
centre known as Eastside can be achieved sustainably. We define 
sustainability in a very broad way, not only the usual energy and 
technical criteria, but also economic and social ones. Will new 
development displace the existing small-scale industry? How do we 
avoid new housing being just expensive apartments for sale? How do 
we get a mixture of different kinds of people living there?
 To assist this we have just started an Eastside Community Group, 
to give a voice in the planning process to people who live and work 
in the area, and to counter the common perception that Eastside is a 
tabula rasa. One of the people who came to the first meeting was a 76 
year old man who lives in a canalside cottage built as a lock-keepers 
house. It is in a part of Eastside designated as the Learning Quarter, 
which has recently had a master plan prepared for it by LDA and ARUP.
 He was feeling extremely anxious as he had been told a CPO will 
be served on his house. He has lived in the cottage for 41 years; his 
wife’s family lived next door for several generations. The cottage is 
locally listed, and is in a conservation area. The CPO (now served) 
states that his house will not be demolished. To add insult to injury, 
the letter states that one of the reasons for the CPO is that it is for 
the good of his health. He is being made ill with worry.
 The house is not in the way of anything. But its owner, all of 
whose assets and memories are invested in the house, has to leave, 
presumably to be replaced, after ‘regeneration’, with a new buyer. This 
is how planning works; a uniform, tidy state has to be achieved within 
a boundary, with all the awkward bits ironed out. What we have here 
is the incapacity, or refusal, of planning to deal with real complexity; 
the complexity which is the natural result of people living their lives, 
and which makes places attractive and efficient to live in.
 Richard Sennett described the psychological roots of this refusal 
very well in The Uses of Disorder. In the planners’ ideology of what 
he calls the purified city, all the parts have to be subject to the 
‘urban whole’. ‘Their impulse has been to give way to that tendency, 
developed in adolescence, of men to control unknown threats by 
eliminating the possibility for experiencing surprise’.1

 The reasons given for the CPO of course invoke sustainability. ‘The 
overall objective is to secure the redevelopment and regeneration of 
the area to create a sustainable mixed use development including a 
thriving waterside community around the canal.’ So, sustainability 
means throwing an old man out of his house? Not in any definition 
of sustainability that I know. It’s a distortion of the term; at best 
negligent, at worst cynical.

Joe Holyoak

1 The Uses of Disorder, Richard Sennett, Penguin; Middlesex, 1971
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