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The UDG in 2018
This year marks the 40th anniversary of the
Urban Design Group, and the UDG webpages note that the ‘foundation of the UDG
is dated to 22 November 1978, when Francis
Tibbalds, Keith Ingham, Percy JohnsonMarshall, Kevin Eastham and others
convened a meeting at the RIBA under the
title ‘Architects in Planning’. Arnold Linden,
an early member of the UDG, recalls: ‘They
did so knowing full well that the institutes
of architecture and of planning no longer
recognised each other’s legitimate role in

Diary of events
Please check the UDG website
www.udg.org.uk for the latest events.

the creation of the urban scene. The public
realm had become, by default, largely the
consequences of mechanistic decisions by
highways, traffic and municipal engineers’.
The name Urban Design Group was soon
coined, with the subtitle: ‘a forum for architects, landscape architects and designers in
planning’ and the group held from its inception that everyone acting in the environment
was an urban designer, whether they were
performing positively, negatively or just passively, because the decisions they make (or
disregard) affect the quality of urban space.’
Forty years later, this seems uncannily familiar. Yes, we are a broader forum
that now embraces those concerned with
the health and mental well-being effects

UDG Study Tour
of the Abruzzi,
Italy,
9—17 June 2018
The Abruzzi is a wild, mountainous region
of Italy which contains many hill towns
including the city of L’Aquila, which was
devastated by an earthquake in 2009. We
shall be looking at how the city has been
reconstructed, and acquainting ourselves
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of our urban spaces, but there remains
that lingering hangover of the mechanistic
decision-makers.
This brings us nicely to the 10th anniversary of the National Urban Design
Awards held in March this year; it is the
best opportunity to showcase and reward
emerging best practice for those involved
in the design of quality spaces. As ever, the
awards draw upon a wide pool of talent,
from students at the start of their career,
exploring new ideas; to professionals from
the public and private sector challenging
the orthodoxy of the highways authority (ok,
I added that last bit in), and from writers
that can articulate many of the issues we
face in trying to un-mechanise the mechanised. The winners and highlights from the
Awards will be published in the next issue of
Urban Design.
And finally, this year commemorates
the 25th anniversary of the publication of
Francis Tibbalds’ inspirational book Making
People-Friendly Towns. Francis Tibbalds believed strongly in engaging everyone in how
we create places and developed ‘peoplefriendly’ principles to help shape our towns
and cities and to inspire us to create better
places in the digital age (whilst acknowledging that many highways, traffic and
municipal engineers still prefer to live in the
mechanistic age).
We look forward to seeing you at the
many events planned throughout the year,
details of which can be found on the UDG’s
website www.udg.org.uk!

•

Colin Pullan, Chair of Urban Design Group
and Director of NLP Planning

1 Illustration from Francis
Tibbalds’s Making PeopleFriendly Towns

with the distinctive urbanism of the region.
The cost of the tour is £960 (£910 for UDG
members).
Further details are available from Alan
Stones at a.stones907@btinternet.com.
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The Editorial Board meets on a quarterly
basis and plans the forthcoming topics
about a year in advance. If you would like to
suggest a future topic, please contact the
editors with an indication of the issues to be
addressed and likely contributors of articles.
The choice of topics and articles is at
the discretion of the editors, and is based on
readers’ interest, relevance to urban design,
and how recently they have been featured in
the publication.
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2 leader

First, do no harm…
Urban design proposals are often referred to as
‘interventions’ or even ‘urban surgery’, and so it
is worth considering whether as a profession, we
should have an oath like this phrase, popularly
(but wrongly) thought of as the Hippocratic oath
for medical ethics. Are we sure that our urban
design interventions have been fully considered,
and the risks and benefits of design well tested?
So many urban design projects and their reports
make optimistic assertions about outcomes,
and yet could be completely misguided with the
benefit of hindsight.
This issue raises this very question. Sebastien
Miller’s viewpoint on driverless cars questions the
vision being promoted and whether autonomous
vehicles will bring the benefits suggested. David
McKenna’s viewpoint explores a shared space
in historic Chester, drawing on users’ feedback
rather than design assertions to demonstrate its
qualities.
Colin James, with support from Daniela Lucchese,
has guest edited this issue’s topic looking at
post conflict urban design, and drawing on his
own experience working in different countries,
to present an array of issues: battles between

authorities and citizens; groups trying to act
in a united way but with uneven resources to
hand; different ideas about what renewal plans
should convey to the wider world; symbolism
and reassigning spatial priorities in divided and
reunified cities; sharing spaces between different
cultures; and, setting up new systems to restore
peace street-by-street, house-by-house after
major bloodshed.
Many of the contributors find the role of urban
designers potentially troubling, deepening and
perpetuating conflicts through ill-informed
actions, showing political naivety or making
irrelevant changes to how people want to live in
peaceful times. The message is that we need to
act with caution and humility, which for a creative
profession busy defining new growth areas and
settlements with gusto, means questioning the
benefits or harm in our actions more closely.
Ironically, Clough Williams-Ellis’s England and
the Octopus, which is the current addition to the
Urban Design Library, was saying something very
similar in 1929…

•

Louise Thomas, independent urban designer
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update 3

Manual for Streets
10th Anniversary
Seminar
22 November 2017, The Gallery,
London

With the Manual for Streets (MfS) guidance
now being a decade old, this seminar was a
chance to reflect on how it came into being,
the impact that it has had, and where the
built environment professions need to go
next. Of particular interest to me was to hear
the speakers’ views of why so many streets
built since MfS’ publication have fallen short
of the standards that it promotes. While the

The Kevin Lynch
Memorial Lecture,
Space Syntax, Past
Present and Future
12 December 2017, The Gallery,
London

Colin Pullan introduced this year’s Kevin
Lynch Memorial Lecture with a change:
planned as a double act, a broken leg had
prevented Bill Hillier from joining the eager
audience. What follows here is a very brief
and condensed report of a very well argued
presentation.
Tim Stonor, managing director of Space
Syntax, took the opportunity to restructure
his address into four parts: an appreciation
of Bill Hillier’s work since the emergence of
the Space Syntax concept in the 1970s, the
development of Space Syntax, current work
and a conclusion looking to the future.
Bill Hillier’s intention in developing the
Space Syntax tool was not one of self-aggrandisement, but to discover a mechanism to
enable the world to understand cities better,
and to produce more humane and workable places in which to live. Over the past 40
years, the hardware available to Space Syntax

consensus seemed to be that the blame lies
squarely at the feet of traffic and highway
engineers like me, I question whether making jokes at our expense is the best way to
achieve change. Pillorying engineers may
make other professions feel better about
themselves, but we are by no means the only
culprits. Collaboration, not finger-pointing,
is essential if we really want better streets.
A highlight was the insightful and constructive look at the realities of trying to
deliver high quality residential streets from
two council officers: Amy Burbidge (North
Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit) and
Stefan Kruczkowski (North West Leicestershire Development Control). They explained
how the two-tier governance structures that
cover most of the country (with highways
and planning functions sitting in different

users has changed enormously and it is now
possible to model the urban world with much
greater flexibility and openness. In the early
days, the simple straight-line model, which
had derived from Kevin Lynch’s description of
the path, edge, district, node and landmark
elements, took significant amounts of time,
pushing the limits of computing power available to the researcher. It was, however, in his
early work that he identified movement as a
key element in defining spatial configuration
and the establishment of the ‘law of natural
movement’.
Key points in the development of Space
Syntax over the last 40 years have been:
Bill’s discussion with Coin Street’s
residents on the TV programme Tomorrow’s
World in 1993, demonstrating its grassroots
foundation and the utility of the concept
The work on ‘skycycle’ which showed the
value of Space Syntax as tool for linking an
idea to action
Bill’s role in demonstrating how to
integrate old and new spaces in Darwin,
Australia, using a land value model, and
the demonstration that connectivity can
significantly reduce local crime.
Space Syntax was now looking at the
relationship between loneliness, health and
connectivity, and at the way that movement
in the London area would be modified if
flooding caused the loss of Thames bridge
crossings.

•
•
•
•

organisations) are often at the root of the
problem. At best, this makes inter-disciplinary working difficult; at worst, differing
agendas directly conflict.
A fundamental issue, we were reminded,
is that developers just want their streets to
be adopted so that they can get on with the
business of selling houses. Their intent is
not to produce poor quality streets, but they
will usually do no more than the minimum
necessary. While developers are usually far
more willing to be flexible on street design
than with their standard housing types,
many highways departments just do not
have the resources to adopt streets that are
anything more than bog standard. Elements
like cul-de-sacs and private driveways help
to reduce the amount of adoptable highway
while, by contrast, trees and SUDs features
increase the maintenance burden. Sadly, the
more MfS-friendly a street is, the less likely
it is that highway authorities will be able to
adopt it.
What is needed most to deliver high
quality residential streets is to address the
process and business by which they are
built. While we remain unable to insist on
better streets, we are unlikely to get them,
and we would also do well to try to bring
other professions with us, not alienate
them.

•

Oliver Davy, traffic engineer, Urban Movement

In 2015 an on-line operating manual was
published; this is an open source system intended to expand the use of Space Syntax.
The recently-formed Space Syntax company
is employee-owned and reflects the egalitarian ethos of the whole Space Syntax concept.
Questions covered the sources of data
used in building Space Syntax models, which
ranged from press reports, the Ordnance
Survey and even drones in China; how Space
Syntax could be used as a predictive tool, by
being able to ‘snip out’ bits from a model,
so that impacts could be noted; addressing
the fact that the presentations were cycleunfriendly; and, the models used were very
urban rather than low density areas, which it
was agreed needed to include more work on
‘Range Rover’ settlements.

•

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

Urban Design Library
#25
England and the Octopus, Clough
Williams-Ellis, published by Geoffrey
Bles (1929)

By today’s standards this is an odd book.
The language is colourful and its argument
diffuse. It displays prejudice, jingoism and
polemics and the text bears signs of a world
still recovering from the effects of the first
European war. Clough Williams-Ellis was only
29 years old when he wrote it in 1929, and
had just built Portmeirion, the faux Italianate
village in North Wales. He became the first
chairman of Stevenage, the first English New
Town.
Williams-Ellis divides his discussion into
twelve chapters including A Devil’s Dictionary, Containing Some Specific Complaints,
and Warnings and Proposals. This section
alone is worth revisiting as there are parallels to a number of situations today. Written
by Patrick Abercrombie, then Secretary of
the newly-formed Council for the Preservation of Rural England (later the Campaign to
Protect Rural England, now known as CPRE),
the epilogue gives a clue to the main thrust
of the book’s message.
The octopus in the title is intended to
be 1920s’ London, expanding with significant development along the tentacle-like
main arterial roads, swallowing up what
Williams-Ellis saw as the essence of the English countryside. His first chapter bemoans
the spread of low density development
beyond London and pleads that ‘Having already had the larger part of the South Downs
filched from us…’ there is a need to control
development if anything is to be left of the
countryside for future generations to enjoy.

The South Downs now form England’s youngest National Park, a concept promoted in the
book.
Without statutory control to aid his campaign Williams-Ellis sought, in chapter two,
to rally all those who care, in amenity societies or local groups, to come together to
champion what in their view was beautiful.
Shades of NIMBYism perhaps, but anticipating today’s growing need for local groups to
act in the light of the decreasing local authority resources.
In chapters three and four, the author’s
message tends to be lost in a diatribe against
industry and a hankering after the world of
William Morris and Ruskin. His prejudice
against bungalows is evident in his dislike of
Peacehaven and Waterlooville on England’s
south coast, where low density development
went uncontrolled in the 1920s. His message
remains relevant: if there is damage to the
environment today, it will remain as damage
in the future. Now is the time to ‘do something about it’.
Williams-Ellis’s dislike of uncontrolled
development and the unpleasant conditions
created by placing houses and manufacturing in close proximity comes to the fore in
chapter four: Some causes of urban beastliness and of the consequent rush to escape.
His concerns were clearly legitimate in the
1920s and explain why we need to unpick the
sterility of zoning in many urban areas today
with mixed work and living spaces.
Not wholly negative though, WilliamsEllis makes a plea for New Towns for Old. His
England was undergoing change: birth rates
were falling, agriculture was declining, and
heavy industries were closing. He calls for
coordinated government-sponsored action
and for surveys and plans, taken for granted
at present, but threatened by a reliance on
the private sector to resolve our problems.
Williams-Ellis mentions Welwyn Garden City
but fails to acknowledge the financial mechanism that enables garden cities, whereby
through buying cheap agricultural land, the
garden city builders were able to enjoy an
uplift in value not available in today’s market. He has a romantic view of continental
examples and would have imported Soviet
ones too. Had he really seen Baku, one
wonders. He is however realist enough to accept that for his ideals to be achieved, bold
parliamentary action would be needed and
‘Private ownerships, vested interests and finance would all be difficult to deal with’.
From New Town idealism, Williams-Ellis
moves to ‘the laissez-faire towns’. Using an
imaginary case study, he demonstrates how
the free market can destroy what is valued
and how short-termism and strict departmentalism can have consequences from
which the environment can never recover.
Luckily his wider aim of introducing planning
controls has been realised, but insufficiently
to prevent the homogenisation in the high
street, where the thrust of corporate imagery
can still destroy local character and ignore
the special form of an individual building.
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Williams–Ellis continues his diatribe
against developers in the next chapters
and his message may be lost in his extreme
prejudice and elitism. Today we can take a
more measured approach, as society has
become better informed about environmental issues, arguably to his call for wider
environmental education. His concern about
the loss or insensitive conversion of the nation’s stately homes sowed the seed of listing
and protecting buildings of note. Chapter
10 The Beneficent Busybodies, is essentially
a plea for amenity societies, and includes a
short beginners guide to what to look for in a
building, reminding us of what makes a good
building in any context. The final chapter
Devil’s Dictionary ranges from advertisements to electrical power distribution (today
akin to wind farms and solar collectors), and
from local government to trees. Each element is subject to astringent analysis and is
often relevant in Britain today. Abercrombie
ends the book in a quaintly entitled Epistola Epiligica, a plug for the CPRE, but also
a demonstration of stakeholder action. An
interesting gallery of development horrors
rounds off the book.
Is the Octopus relevant to us today? It
is certainly a reminder of the need for development control and continued vigilance
regarding the dangers of an unconstrained
free market approach. This book, which may
well have influenced planning legislation in
its day, is worth reading today. No equivalent
contemporary book comes to mind, but I
hope we have learnt Williams-Ellis’s lessons,
and there is no harm in reminding ourselves
of the dangers of relaxing our guard.

•

Richard Cole

update 5

My Favourite Plan:
Liz Kessler
Evolving Lobtau, Reviving the town for
Dresden

WHY I LIKE IT…

I have chosen the plan Evolving Lobtau, Reviving the town for Dresden as my favourite
plan because it demonstrates how a plan can
be pivotal to positive quality of life changes
in a run-down area. My introduction to it
came as a surprise, which no doubt added to
my delight in the place.
In 2015 a Professor of Landscape at the
University of Dresden invited me to speak
to his students and while there I was taken
to see various places of interest including
Lobtau, an old industrial area not far from
city centre. Lobtau had a good feel to it as a
place to live and work as a result of the quality of changes that had taken place over the
last few years, and which are ongoing. These
changes have taken place in the context of
a plan highlighting the creation of a green
corridor, redesigning public spaces, the
sustainable renovation of old buildings and
some new development.
Lobtau was an old settlement that grew
rapidly in the 19th century with small-scale
industrial units on the river bank and much
new housing for industrial workers, mostly
flats in four and five storey detached blocks.
The area suffered from bombing at the end of
the Second World War and subsequently declined further as the industry departed. After
the war it was not rebuilt but left to decay

until reunification. In 2003 the plan to guide
change over the next 10-15 years was produced by the City Council; it included areas
for redevelopment, improvements to existing
buildings, streets, parks, the green corridor
and landscaping. The Council also managed
the implementation with a locally-based
co-ordinator, some external designers, an
emphasis on engaging with residents, and
working with the university and its students.
Walking round the area on an ordinary
Friday in June it felt alive, calm and attractive, with a lively central shopping and
commercial area, renovated and new homes,
attractive green areas and trees, especially
on residential streets, streets reconfigured
to be attractive for pedestrians and cyclists,
opportunities for imaginative play, and the
green corridor – a new park following the
river on old industrial land. What was particularly noticeable was the integration of
the old and new, with industrial remains
being incorporated into open spaces, the
presence of small, but engaging, public art,
and opportunities for residents to grow flowers and vegetables on small plots as part of
the landscaping adjacent to their homes.

WHAT TO LEARN FROM IT…

The combination of the plan, and the way
it has been implemented over time so that
all elements are considered as part of the
whole, but treated individually, is what has
given the area its character, integrating
buildings, improved streets and landscaping,
with an emphasis on detail, care, thoughtfulness and imagination applied at different
levels. It demonstrates what can be achieved
in run-down areas with an overall plan, a
holistic approach and continuity.

Current Position
Councillor in Winchester and Design
Council CABE Built Environment Expert
Education
MA in Urban Design, Oxford Brookes
University
BA Philosophy, Politics and Economics,
Oxford University
Diploma in Arts Administration, City
University
Specialisms
Neighbourhood regeneration in areas of
multi-deprivation, resident engagement in
plan-making and implementation.
Ambitions
To see existing places improved, with some
development, and bring delight to those
who live, work and visit them.
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6 Dissertation and Project Research

Measuring Urban Form
Martin Fleischmann describes his systematisation of the
attributes of quantitative urban morphology
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This article is a synopsis of the thesis Measuring Urban Form as part of an MSc in Urban
Design at the University of Strathclyde. This
work also contributes to the University’s
Urban Design Studies Unit (UDSU), the urban
research-focused arm of the Department of
Architecture. Some of the key topics studied
by the UDSU concern masterplanning for
change and resilience through the concept
of plot-based urbanism. A significant part
of the unit’s research uses quantitative
approaches to understand the morphological features of urban areas as a basis
for decision-making. Ideas of resilience,
morphology and evidence-based design are
applied in the thesis and put into practice
in the investigation and design of complex
urban areas.
The UDSU started working on a theory of
the evolution of urban form through a series
of articles which culminated with On the
Origin of the Spaces (2017). Although the
unit’s research is still at an early stage, the
principles of that article helped to shape my
MSc thesis. Using these principles I aimed
to add to the backbone of the analysis,

defining ways of measuring the various elements that constitute cities. It is essential
to have a wide range of measures of urban
form, across scales and purposes. As several
approaches and methods already exist, my
focus was to create a comprehensive picture
of the available approaches and methods at
all scales, as well as to identify gaps and areas needing development.

DIFFERENT METHODS

Measuring space itself has a long history,
from demarcation for development and
mapping for taxation, to advanced analyses for socio-economic and environmental
purposes. It started as a field activity in feet
and yards, later with enhanced measurement tools. Fairly recently, digital data has
become available and now we can measure
at larger scales and across a wider range of
parameters in a digital environment. When
collecting and analysing large amounts of
data, manual computation is time-consuming and difficult to control, hence there has
been significant advancement in algorithmbased measuring methods, either using
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GIS or not. GIS allows us to process a high
amount of geographical data in a relatively
accessible way and to compute more complex values in a fraction of the time needed
for manual methods. These analyses are
important at urban scales, because we deal
with a complexity of data across many fields
and areas. One of the well-known GIS-based
methods of measuring urban attributes is
Space Syntax. A similar method, measuring
centrality – Multiple Centrality Assessment –
is an integral part of the UDSU.
All of these methods have various constraints to do with the management of data
and its availability. GIS software has limited
built-in functions that are not always the
best for a morphological analysis. An analysis of a large amount of data demands a lot
of computing power. However, it is becoming
a less crucial issue with recent developments
in technology as even personal computers
are quite powerful.
In terms of the availability of data, there
are geographic disparities: the developed
world has an abundance of easily accessible data, through precise governmental sets
(generally available under licensing for a fee
or as open data on new sharing portals), as
well as crowd-based ones. Ordnance Survey
(OS) is a typical example in the context of the
UK, while Open Street Maps (OSM) is at the
other end of the spectrum of data resources,
available under a Creative Commons license.
In developed countries, the data has a high
level of completeness and is a viable source.
In the developing world, the situation is
more complicated and sometimes OSM is the
only source available.

URBAN FORM MEASUREMENT

The potential scarcity of data does not affect
this research, because its central purpose is
to provide an overview of existing methods.
To do this, this research was structured in
two parts: the first part mapped the current
situation in quantitative analysis of urban
form through a review of existing literature.
Due to the focus of the thesis on measuring,
only quantitative and mixed method studies
were included in the content analysis; the
literature review focused on 57 works on
urban form measurement from the last 30
years (the majority are recent) fulfilling these
two criteria. The articles were systematised
according to five criteria or characteristics:
1	
Goal, why the research was conducted
2	
Scale, classifying the methods according
to scale from block to regional
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scale
block
intensity
category

neighbourhood

coverage
objective

plot
block

network density

(sub)metropolitan
network density

vehicular n.
pedestrian / bike n.

streets
cul-de-sacs

2

source
3	
Range, reflecting the number of metrics
used
4	
Time, distinguishing synchronic and
diachronic approaches (i.e. more than the
one-time point – typically in growth studies), and
5	
Mode, whether the research was quantitative or mixed.

NEW SYStEMATISATION

The second part of the thesis was an analysis
of the work collected and its interpretation.
Methods of measuring urban form were
extracted from each study in the literature
review, to address the degree of disorganisation and lack of agreement in the adopted
terminology. Therefore, a new systematisation was developed classifying them according to six main categories: dimension, shape,
distribution, intensity, connectivity and
diversity. Every measure found in the studies
was categorised into one of these and consequently defined by what it measured and
from what – the objective and the source.
The following categories were used, and their
order reflects the complexity of measures:
	Dimension – the dimensions of an object,
like width or area
	Shape – the relationships between dimensions, like width/height, but more often as
more complex indices
	Distribution – the spatial relationships
between measured objects
	Intensity – the density of subjects within
the area
	Connectivity – the spatial relationship of
street and road networks
	Diversity – the variety of measured objects
within the selected area.

•
•
•
•
•
•

CONCLUSIONS

Conclusions were drawn from both sections
of the research. From section one, the identification of gaps and patterns in the literature
was achieved by mapping the works into a

matrix using the criteria above. This matrix
was translated into histograms, and showed
three major goals of the existing research:
1	
comparison
2	
measuring or predicting growth patterns
3	
measuring the performance of urban
form.
Current work in the comparison group has
a focus on different scales, while the two
other groups are skewed to larger scales or
smaller scales. One crucial finding is a rising
number of metrics being used, as well as a
more frequent use of cross-scale methods in
recent years. Some gaps have been identified in the scale coverage: the sub-metropolitan scale and cross-scale methods seem
to be underrepresented, whilst the block
or metropolitan scales are studied in the
majority of the literature.
The data from the second part on the
content itself is presented as a matrix of
metrics, showing the less clear gaps. Whilst
dimension, shape, distribution, intensity,
and connectivity are well established and
represented in the literature, diversity needs
more attention as a very important character of urban form.
Research on measuring urban form
is well developed overall, and extremely
varied. There are few examples of studies trying to combine a higher number of
different methods to capture the essential
characteristics of urban form coherently. It
will become increasingly important to learn
how to combine different approaches and
measurements to truly uncover the complex nature of our cities. I plan to develop
this further in a PhD at the UDSU focussing
on the quantitative analysis of urban form,
combining different methods of measurement to form a taxonomy of urban form.

•

Martin Fleischmann, PhD Student, University
of Strathclyde

2 An extract showing two lines
from the matrix systematising
the measures with additional
labels

Do you have ideas from your
dissertation that you would
like to publish?
Please send an abstract from your
postgraduate research thesis (or other
studies) for consideration to:
research@udg.org.uk and we will be in
touch.
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Will Autonomous Vehicles
Change Our Cities?
Sebastien Miller cautions against assuming traffic
problems will be solved
commuting patterns and city forms. Taking
Dubai as an example, the diagram shows
why most projections are overconﬁdent
when estimating the potential trafﬁc reductions associated with AVs.
Autonomous vehicles advocates naively promise that congestion will be a thing
of the past and commuting times radically slashed. Certainly, congestion will be
reduced with more efﬁcient, computercontrolled driving techniques and route
selection, but it will never be eliminated,
especially when most cities have radial
transport networks that focus congestion on
central employment districts.
Electric AVs require parking spaces to
re-charge after the peak hour rush, especially in city-regions or metropolitan areas that
have commuting times of two hours or more.
Convenience dictates that these be located
in or near to the central business districts,
which means downtown areas will continue
to require on-street and dedicated parking
structures. Autonomous vehicles will free up
urban space on key streets, districts or plazas, but not city wide and unfortunately, not
in the quantities that we expect. Only a major uptake in public transportation or more
ﬂexible working hours could offset the need
for vast ﬂeets of AVs to satisfy our peak hour
commuting demands.
We are being sold an autonomous vision
that is in equal parts intimately personal
and seamlessly efﬁcient. However, this private model of transportation will do nothing
to alleviate peak hour trafﬁc congestion or
parking. A million commuters in private cars
(automated or not) is still a million vehicles
on our roads.

Evolution or Revolution?

1

The development of autonomous vehicles
(AVs) promises to change our commuting patterns in the not too distant future.
Reduced trafﬁc volumes and congestion
will allow us to do away with extensive road
lanes and mass parking facilities. Given that
currently vehicle infrastructure takes up anywhere from 30-50 per cent of urban land,
this could be a blessing for cities, as the
amount of redevelopable land will increase.
For designers and city planners, it offers a
potential urban renaissance, where we can
make good all of the missed opportunities
of ill-conceived transport decisions. It could
allow us to provide higher densities, more
affordable inner city housing options, to

develop networks of linear parks for sports,
recreation and commuting, as well as to
explore urban farming in cities previously
built on prime agricultural soils. If managed
right, this could offer a new model of city
living.

Are We Overestimating the
BeneFIts?

Some professionals cite an 80-90 per cent
reduction in trafﬁc as we transition to AVs.
However, the number of autonomous vehicles required within a city is not dictated by
overall daily usage, but by peak usage. This
is the most important point in understanding potential impacts that AVs will have on
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Shared autonomous vehicles are unlikely
to offer a like-for-like replacement with
the private transportation models. Private
autonomous vehicles will offer signiﬁcantly
higher levels of comfort, privacy, personal
security, and ﬂexibility with their use, a
privilege that many people will happily pay
for. The argument of a direct substitution
with private automobiles is unrealistic in our
complex and ﬂuid world. More likely is that
shared AVs will offer a new layer of urban
transit, the same way we have taxi, bus,
bicycle and metro to choose from. It will give
us more options and play a role in making
our cities more efﬁcient and democratic, especially for those who are mobility impaired
(young or old).

viewpoint 9
1 Vehicle dominant land uses could
be transformed into vibrant mixed use
areas. Image from Happy City by Charles
Montgomery (2013)
2 Autonomous vehicles promise new levels
of commuting efﬁciency and ﬂexibility for
both individuals and cities. Image by Volvo.
3 Assuming half the population transitions
to Shared Autonomous Vehicles and the
remaining half use Private Autonomous
Vehicles, this would only result in a 28 per
cent reduction of trafﬁc volumes.

Too Successful?

Paradoxically, autonomous vehicles could
deliver more trafﬁc on the road as we see
reduced costs and increased independence.
As I type this article, (working from home),
I’m thinking of things I have to do today: a
business meeting in town; collect the kids
from school at 3pm; pick up my wife from
work at 4:30pm. We are a one-car family
that tries to save on costs and minimise our
carbon footprint, so I have to bundle these
tasks into a single loop-trip. The downside
is the inefﬁcient use of my time, as this will
take the best part of two hours. If the family had the beneﬁt of a cheap and efﬁcient
autonomous vehicle system, we would
almost certainly make three individual trips,
increasing both congestion and distances
travelled.

2

From One Problem to Another

AVs could be just as polluting as petrolbased cars. Electric cars are only environmentally friendly if the recharge points are
linked to carbon-free energy. Otherwise,
we are literally driving coal or gas powered vehicles. Fortunately, opportunities
for meaningful carbon reduction exist as
renewable energy sources increase in both
use and efﬁciency. One issue that is rarely
considered however is the decommissioning and recycling of batteries. Chemical
point-source pollution is likely to be the next
major environmental concern as we develop
ﬂeets of millions of electric vehicles this
century. Compared to the effects of carbon
and global warming, it is the lesser of two
evils, but government and industry need to
think about how this will be managed before
we trade one environmental disaster for
another.

The Future is Near…

The rapid pace at which automotive and
communications technology is proceeding
means that AVs will be commercially available within the next 10-15 years. Autonomous
technology requires 5G systems, which is
only expected to be launched in 2020 at the
earliest. 5G networks allow autonomous vehicles to communicate with each other while
in motion, as well as navigating amongst
regular and unpredictable human drivers.
All the major car manufacturers and tech
companies are getting involved, including
Tesla, Uber, Ford, Toyota, and Google. In
2015, self-driving trucks started live testing
on freeways in Nevada where they safely

3

navigate public auto routes, although still
with a human driver to monitor all systems.
City ofﬁcials and governments are
already preparing for the change in commuting patterns, with forward-thinking city
regions introducing pioneering AV policies.
Dubai (UAE) recently launched a strategy
that aims for 25 per cent of all trips to be
autonomous by 2030 and to ‘turn itself
into the world largest R&D lab for driverless transportation’. This 25 per cent ﬁgure
also includes the existing automated Dubai
Metro system, which one could argue does
not really count as an independently autonomous vehicle. Nor does it specify what
percentage of those trips will be shared.
Regardless of this detail, the Emirate has
introduced an autonomous test vehicle
as part of its commitment to a self-driving future. Such a vision goes beyond city
efﬁciency, as Dubai will capitalise on economic revenues associated with research
and technological development, positioning
itself as one of the leading knowledgebased cities in the world.

Conclusion

For autonomous transportation to deliver a
meaningful reduction in vehicle numbers in
our cities, we need to rethink the models of
car ownership. Cities require a vision where
shared-use models (rather than private
models) of autonomous transportation are
promoted. Policy development must not naively view autonomous vehicles as a like-forlike swap with the private automobile. Such
a goal requires governments, city planners,
the auto industry and third party operators
come together with a common approach and
vision. It would be the missed opportunity of
the century if we don’t get this right.

•

Sebastien Miller, urban designer and planner,
currently working from Broadway Malyan’s
studio in Abu Dhabi
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Shared Space Success
David McKenna describes a pedestrian priority street
in historic Chester which the blind/partially sighted
community applaud

1 People use all areas of the
new street layout

1

Frodsham Street in Chester is a narrow, historic, secondary retail street, dominated by
charity and bargain shops, with a one-way
traffic system and low vehicular flows. Its
very narrow pavements, less than 1m wide in
places, accompanied by regular bus traffic,
created an extremely poor pedestrian environment that discouraged shoppers. Traffic
surveys found that average traffic speeds
were around 12-14mph and flows peaked at
150-200vph, of which 60 were buses.
Covering almost the entire 200m length
of Frodsham Street, this street design challenge encompasses a key piece of Chester’s
townscape outside Marks & Spencer’s, where
visitors have some of the best views of the
Eastgate Clock.

Design Proposals

The layout was developed following a workshop with a wide range of council officers
identifying issues, opportunities and aspirations. We were aiming for a step-change in
the character of Frodsham Street to create
a bustling and accessible retail environment
where pedestrians would be encouraged to
dwell and feel comfortable criss-crossing
the street between shops. Vehicles would
travel slowly along the street respecting
pedestrian priority, and cyclists could travel
in both directions. The key elements of the
design are:
a pedestrianised street in appearance
a sequence of spaces to reinforce traffic
calming

•

•
•

•

•
•
•

•

a level surface to appear to drivers as a
pedestrian environment
pedestrian-only areas demarcated by
street furniture and artwork, on either side
of the street with the central carriageway
area shared by all users
a tactile strip indicating to blind/partially
sighted users where the pedestrian-only
area is, free of street furniture
a design character to enhance historic
Chester, and
the relocation of bus stops to an adjacent
street.
The pedestrian-only area at the sides of the
street was surfaced in Yorkstone, and the
central area was originally intended to be
granite blocks to reflect the historic street
character, but a value engineering exercise
resulted in a coloured tarmac replacing the
granite. This is less attractive, but does not
appear to have diminished the sense of pedestrian priority. Street furniture separated
the traffic area from the pedestrian-only
area, and a series of artist-designed totems
conveyed the sense of pedestrian priority.

SHARING SPACE

The project was completed in April 2017, and
has been very well received by access group
blind and partially sighted members, which
included long cane users and a guide dog
user. The following are comments sent to
the National Federation for the Blind on the
scheme:
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‘…the really amazing thing, the area reserved for pedestrians has been completely
cleared of all obstacles… I found this incredibly liberating… I found myself walking
faster and faster up and down the street, not
quite believing it could be so clear.
I was very sceptical before we actually
went out on the site visit… however, having
now experienced this, as I told the officials
present, ‘when are you going to do the same
to all the other streets in Chester?’ Honestly,
it is really great. I can’t see any disadvantages to it. This is not a shared space as I understand the definition, it does nevertheless
involve the removal of all standard curbs.
Anne, found that Yaris, her guide dog, had
no problem navigating down the pedestrian
reserved area and, even if he had wandered
over the corduroy strip, Anne could easily
detect this and correct him. It is up to guide
dog owners to be as aware as they can be
of their environment and handle their dog
responsibly, always being alert and correcting any mistakes. Guide dogs learn fast when
handled well by good, competent owners.
I take nothing away from the important
campaigning work that is going on against
shared spaces but we must be very careful
not to tar every scheme we hear about with
the same brush. This scheme in Chester, I
am convinced, has a lot of positive benefits
for visually impaired people.
To all those campaigning against shared
space schemes, please keep up the good
work but also please take every case on its

•
•

viewpoint 11

2–3 Before: narrow footways.
After: it is much easier to navigate
particularly when two people in wheeled
transport pass one another.

4–5 Before: bus stops dominated the
southern end of the street.
After: people now dominate the space

6–7 Before: low levels of traffic meant
people wandered onto the carriageway.
After: the new layout legitimises this
and provides seating areas
8 Site location plan – Frodsham Street
in yellow with the city walls in red
9 The street design in plan

2 Before

4 Before

6 Before

3 After

5 After

7 After

merits. People should try not to jump to conclusions. This scheme has been talked about
for two years or more in Chester and has
almost always simply been labelled a shared
space but it isn’t.
So we should all try to get involved in the
planning of these schemes and help turn the
things into the kind of development we have
ended up with in Chester as this really is an
excellent outcome.’

To conclude, the design team were only
engaged up to the tender stage, and a number of layout decisions were made during
this phase which we felt weakened the concept of the scheme. Some decisions that on
the face of it would improve safety may have
actually increased hazards, as they would
result in different driver behaviours and a
slight increase in traffic speeds.

•

•

David McKenna, landscape architect and
engineer at IBI, working with Mott MacDonald
on this project

We have found that people are more comfortable spending time in the street, strolling
down the middle of the space, rather than
sticking to the edges. The benches are very
popular and cafés have started to put out
chairs and tables too.

PERSUASIVE EVIDENCE

At the design stage, blind and partially
sighted users categorically stated that they
did not want a shared space in Frodsham
Street. The team used video evidence of
Queen Street in Oxford to convince the client that this type of scheme was inclusive,
and blind and partially sighted users now
fully support the scheme. Videos of similar
schemes were vital to show how pedestrians
and vehicles can interact, as it is not possible to get a full impression of a pedestrian
priority or shared space scheme from still
photographs or drawings, and there are
many examples to be found on YouTube of
this and other schemes.
8

9
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Scenes after conflict in Abyei, South Sudan. Photograph by Tom Carter
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Post Conflict Urban Design
‘There is the potential for brutality in the act of
drawing a line’. I remember that opening phrase
of the lecture well. With Nelson Mandela still in
prison in my first year, the need to appreciate that
urban design is an implicitly political act had all
the more relevance for a young student in South
Africa. ‘The line that we choose to draw’, the
lecturer went on to explain, ‘could be either a wall
that keeps people apart, or the bridge that forges
connection’.
This issue is all about those walls and bridges,
both physical and metaphorical. As an exploration
of the post conflict urban environment and the
challenges it presents to our practice, it offers an
insightful perspective on structure and agency in
urban design and the very political nature of city
making.
Urban regeneration and renewal is always about
giving shape to a new future, but in communities
affected by recent civil and civic conflict, it
must navigate heightened challenges and
responsibilities. The contributing articles are
diverse and address the topic broadly, but all
share in an appreciation that in the fraught post
conflict context, an awareness that the production
of space goes beyond a narrow definition of
material space is essential. To this end, meaningful
participatory engagement in the planning and
design process emerges as essential common
theme.
From Istanbul, Ayşe Gökşin reveals the civic
conflict emerging in face of the large scale urban
renewal projects that are required to address
the city‘s seismic fragility. She describes how
these urgent programmes have been distorted
by the agenda of what many perceive to be an
increasingly authoritarian and nefarious state.
Ayşe suggests that it is only through a bottom
up approach to urban regeneration that this

ostensible democratic deficit could be addressed
and suggests meaningful public participation as a
remedy.
Tom Carter reflects on his own experiences in the
post conflict environments of Afghanistan and
South Sudan. Amongst other observations, he
addresses the subject of legitimacy that is ever
present in the act of planning and design. Tom
observes how issues around this ethical challenge
are heightened in a post conflict scenario. This
is particularly so when meaningful participation
is hampered by the lack of professional capacity
and capability in communities seeking to rebuild.
In her article, Judith Ryser revisits cold war West
Berlin to illuminate just how political the act of
urban design is. She describes the physical
consequence and controversy that emerged as
differing ideological agendas played themselves
out in one small part of the city before and after
the fall of the wall.
Karen Lee Bar-Sinai and Yehuda GreenfieldGilat proffer an optimistic proposition for
conflict affected communities and suggest that
participatory urban design has the potential to
serve as a means of negotiating an alternative
future. Reflecting on how Jerusalem has been
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contemporary urban projects and encouraging
initiatives that are sustaining hope in a future
vision of a reunited city.
From Oslo, Paul Woodville reports on the ongoing
debate surrounding the current masterplan
proposal for the government quarter that was
destroyed in a tragic terrorist attack in 2011.
Echoing what is an increasingly universal urban
design conversation, his article explores the
challenges of reconciling security requirements
with the ambition of creating accessible public
space that embodies an open democratic order.
In his article on Hargeisa in Somaliland, Musyimi
Mbathi reports on how GIS has served as an
essential tool in addressing the post conflict
urban legacy. Here, modern ICT technology has
helped inform an understanding of the existing
urban condition and served to underpin a new
system of municipal planning and management.
With contested territory having been a feature
of the preceding civil conflict, Musymi describes
how meaningful civic participation was of critical
importance to the process.

physically shaped to ideological intents and
played sad host to a long running conflict, they
explore projects that employ the very same urban
mechanics to alternate effect. Their work serves
to offer hope and vision by seeking to construct
an alternative urban reality for the city.
A hard dividing wall is still in place in Nicosia,
embodying the long running stalemate that
followed Cyprus’ civil conflict. Martina Juvara,
together with Glafkos Constantinide, Andreas
Markides, Agni Petridou and Maria Ioannou
offer insights on the complexities and impact
of the lack of political resolution. Against this
troubled backdrop, they recount a number of
Urban Design ― spring 2018 ― Issue 146

Finally, Gruia Badescu explores the political
impact of symbolism and meaning in urban design
and how it was all the more significant in the
tense post conflict environments of Beirut and
Sarajevo. He contrasts projects that appropriated
religious symbolism to nationalistic ends with
design schemes that instead sought reconciliation
in a shared multicultural identity. It is precisely
because of the potential for such profound
political consequence that Gruia draws attention
to the challenges of legitimacy as well as the
importance of participation in urban design.

•

Colin James, Director, WYG

Topic 15

Istanbul’s Neighbourhood
Redevelopment Battlefield
Ayşe Gökşin describes ongoing conflicts in a changing city

C

ivil wars create conflict in cities. Less well-known is
the civil conflict in Turkish cities, particularly Istanbul,
caused by large-scale neighbourhood redevelopment. An
authoritarian top-down approach to the designation and implementation of urban regeneration areas has provoked organised
and, at times violent, neighbourhood resistance. Widespread
and often forced evictions are an inevitable component of this
gentrification model of physical renewal.
An urban conflict arena
Neighbourhood redevelopment appeared on the Turkish urban
agenda after the 1999 Marmara Earthquake, which killed 18,000
people, hospitalised a further 40,000 and destroyed or seriously
damaged 300,000 dwellings. The need to demolish and rebuild
hundreds of neighbourhoods in Istanbul alone was widely
acknowledged.
Most of these neighbourhoods were the product of the
explosive post-war growth of Turkish cities when the population of Istanbul increased from 1 million people in 1950 to 5
million in 1980, and to 14 million in 2014. Urban expansion was
dominated by illegal development on vacant, publicly owned,
but earthquake-vulnerable Treasury Lands. In the 1950s, lowincome rural migrants built squatter housing – gecekondus
(literally built overnight). The state responded with a series of
amnesty laws, giving title deeds and providing basic services in
return for political support.
In the 1980s these laws enabled gecekondu neighbourhoods
to be redeveloped with Improvement Plans, which gave 4-storey
development rights, but weak regulation resulted in poor quality
7-8 storey apartment buildings. Gecekondu dwellers had to apply
for official pre-title deeds to be converted to title deeds after
the municipality implemented the Improvement Plan for their
neighbourhood. But many residents could not afford to apply,
and so the outcome in any one block was a complex variety of
property ownership levels and rights ranging from title deeds,

1 New and existing
housing in SarıgölYenidoğan URA
neighbourhood

to pre-title deeds to no deeds at all, and
tenants had no occupancy rights. This
sowed the seeds of urban conflict: thousands of badly constructed, earthquakevulnerable, apartment blocks occupied
by the poor, in hundreds of deteriorating
neighbourhoods.
The legal basis of neighbourhood
redevelopment emerged from three laws:
firstly Article 73 of Municipal Law No.
5393 approved in 2005, then modified
and extended in 2010. This provided
district municipalities the powers to designate Urban Regeneration Areas (URAs)
of 5-500 hectares in size, implement
regeneration projects to redevelop or
restore old neighbourhoods, create new
neighbourhoods, specify building heights
and densities, and take measures against
earthquake risk. The municipalities
implemented URAs in partnership with
the central government agency, the Mass
Housing Administration (TOKI), which
redeveloped the existing building stock
through a coercive demolish or rebuild
strategy. But implementation was limited,
not least by the construction sector’s
perception of inadequate profit margins
and residents’ opposition.
Secondly the Law on Renovating,
Conserving and Actively Using Dilapidated Historical and Cultural Immovable
Assets Law No. 5366 provided powers for
municipalities to designate Renewal Areas
(RAs) in historic conservation areas,
to specify earthquake-proof construction standards, implement a phased
programme of projects, and ensure local
residents’ participation in this process.
All of the RAs initiated in the historic city
were controversial, as they resulted in the
displacement and dispersal of residents
in a process characterised as planned
gentrification.
Thirdly with the passing of a longawaited Law of Transformation of Areas
under the Disaster Risks No. 6306
(known as the Urban Regeneration Law)
in 2012, the new Ministry of Environment
and Urbanism (MEU) took control of
the URA programme through its powers
to designate both URAs and relocation
areas, in response to applications from
municipalities. District municipalities can
identify potential URAs, and undertake all
technical and planning analyses, including earthquake vulnerability surveys,
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The residents, organised in a neighbourhood
association, did not want to leave their low-rise
gecekondus with gardens, not least because
they could not afford the new mortgages plus the
monthly maintenance costs for common areas
before application for URA designation. Neighbourhood
residents do not participate at this stage. After designation, the
municipality finalises implementation plans as the framework
within which construction companies will develop housing
redevelopment projects with residents. Crucially, this law
provided major subsidies to construction companies in URAs in
the form of VAT exemptions and improved support for tenants
displaced by redevelopment.
Hence, after a decade of unsuccessful attempts to develop
and upscale redevelopment models, the 2012 legislation
prompted the designation of 40 URAs in Istanbul by the end
of 2014, including pre-2012 URAs redesignated to enable new
powers and resources to be applied. But the designation criteria
are not transparent and very few of this first wave of URAs are
in the high earthquake risk neighbourhoods areas identified in a
major study by the Japanese International Co-operation Agency
and the Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality in 2002. Hence
many designations were taken to court by residents (supported
by professional architectural and planning bodies), and cancelled on the grounds of inadequate assessment of earthquake
risk. However, the areas are then redesignated with limited
changes in boundaries and additional earthquake risk surveys,
and the modified plans and projects are finally approved. The
conflict then refocuses on property acquisition and rehousing
processes.
Conflicting stakeholder interests
This turbulent process is a function of a centralised, authoritarian and top-down framework of implementation, dominated
by private construction companies working closely with central
government-dominated local authorities, which creates conflict
with residents, both property owners and tenants.
Central government’s primary objective is neo-liberal
economic growth and its interest is in maximising the output of
the construction industry as a major economic driver; hence the
generous subsidies that make neighbourhood redevelopment
highly profitable, both within and outside the prime areas of the
historic city.
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2 The Sulukule
masterplan in Fatih.
Source:
www.groupaarti.com

The construction sector’s interest is
profit maximisation, and so companies
favour locations where it is viable to
quickly construct highly profitable,
high value, high density, high-rise, often
luxurious, apartment blocks, irrespective
of earthquake vulnerability. This requires
access to vacant land, albeit vacated
through a conflict-ridden process of
resistance to acquisition and relocation,
which the local municipality has had to
deal with.
Local municipalities have been
reduced to the role of agents delivering
central government policies and priorities. For many mayors this is not a problem, as they wish to see old, poor quality
neighbourhoods demolished and replaced
with modern high-rise apartment
blocks, attractive to both their better-off
residents and higher income newcomers.
They are content to provide accommodation for those owners who cannot afford
this in distant relocation areas, and have
only the minimum interest in the fate of
displaced tenants. Other mayors find their
capacity to deliver a more progressive set
of outcomes severely limited.
But the interests of central and local
government and the construction industry conflict with those of the residents.
Owner occupiers want to stay in their
neighbourhoods after redevelopment
without having to pay mortgages to fund
the difference between the price they
receive for their property and the price
of the replacement apartment. Moreover
they prefer low-rise dwellings designed to
suit their social and cultural ways of living
and their economic circumstances, rather
than high-rise apartment blocks. Tenants
have no legal rights and know that they
will not be given a chance to remain in
their neighbourhood after redevelopment.
It is not until the first projects are
being developed within an approved URA
that residents are made aware of the available options. Then opposition often leads
to confrontation varying from vigorous to
violent. During negotiations, owners are
often intimidated by ‘urgent expropriation decisions’ issued by municipalities to
compulsorily secure agreement from owners who are reluctant to sell their property
on the basis of the municipality’s offer.
Conflict in the
neighbourhoods
The dimensions of the urban conflict
generated by planned gentrification in
Istanbul can be illustrated by events in
four districts. The Başıbüyük Neighbourhood in Maltepe was designated as an
URA in 2008. The municipality’s plan
was for TOKI to build six apartment
blocks on vacant land in the neighbourhood and move existing residents to
those blocks. The existing homes would
then be cleared and redeveloped by a
construction company for profitable, high
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standard housing. The residents, organised in a neighbourhood
association, did not want to leave their low-rise gecekondus
with gardens, not least because they could not afford the new
mortgages plus the monthly maintenance costs for common
areas. When the construction company trucks arrived to build
the TOKI blocks they were met with fierce resistance: residents
blocked the roads and stoned the trucks. The escorting police
responded with teargas, heavy batons and dozens of arrests.
The construction company withdrew, only to return a few weeks
later with a reinforced police escort which met angry residents
in exchanges that were captured in dramatic TV news bulletins.
The long delayed start of construction was accompanied by a
continuing police presence.
The Sulukule Neighbourhood in Fatih was an area of very
poor quality low-rise housing within and adjacent to the historic
city walls, which had been the home of a Roma community for
over a thousand years. In April 2006, it was designated as a
renewal area (RA). Three months later, the municipality initiated
comprehensive redevelopment with an ‘urgent expropriation
decision’. Under the threat of this decision and through a
combination of negotiation and expropriation, the municipality
acquired and demolished most of the dwellings in the area within
three years. A minority of property owners secured an agreement to purchase apartments in the area after redevelopment.
The value of their existing property constituted a down-payment
for their new property and they were required to pay the balance
through a 15-year mortgage, starting at a low rate of interest
which would increase every six months.
Rebuilding began in the summer of 2010 and was completed
in 2013. A small minority of owners moved into the replacement
housing in Sulukule where they struggled, often unsuccessfully,
with mortgage and maintenance payments, and the new lifestyle.
Tenants with no property rights were given temporary rent and
moving support, and forced to take the cash and go. The majority
of residents were relocated to a peripheral high rise TOKI estate
40km away, with no community facilities, job opportunities or
public transport links. Most of the families who moved there
were unable to maintain mortgage payments and moved back as
tenants to neighbourhoods surrounding Sulukule. This ruthless
destruction of Sulukule was widely publicised by campaigners
in Istanbul, nationally and internationally and the slogan ‘No
Sulukule here’ was taken up by many other neighbourhood
groups.
The Sarıgöl-Yenidoğan neighbourhood in Gaziosmanpaşa
was designated a URA in 2013. Residents with pre-title deeds
were offered half the compensation given to residents with title
deeds. Residents with no legal documents were not accepted as
rightful owners and given compensation only for demolition.
Tenants were given one-off cash support to move out. This
unclear acquisition process of doing individual deals was
resented as unfair. Residents’ opposition was also driven by a
fear that the replacement housing would be similar to that built
close by: high-rise towers with swimming pools and security
gates, burdening residents with major mortgage and maintenance payments. The neighbourhood association, established in
2014, secured a court ruling to cancel the designation in December 2014 on the grounds of inadequate assessment of earthquake
risk. But, it was redesignated in May 2015 and an ‘urgent
expropriation decision’ was issued in April 2016 for buildings on
407 plots, enabling their acquisition to be swiftly completed by
compulsory purchase.
The experience of the Göztepe URA in Bağcılar illustrates
another dimension of conflict: between different groups of residents in a socially diverse neighbourhood. The URA was selected
because its low-rise buildings and low population density offered
the progressive mayor the prospect of redevelopment by consent. However, a small but highly organised and vocal minority
group were opposed in principle to profit-led redevelopment.
Municipal engineers needed police protection to complete site
surveys. Conflict with residents in favour of redevelopment

3

4

resulted in meetings called by the municipality degenerating into rowdy confrontations with chairs flying. Individual
residents visiting the municipal project
office said they supported the project, but
dared not say so in meetings. Conflict has
stalled progress.

3 The area before
clearance
4 The new housing
in Sulukule. Source:
www.fatih.bel.tr

Reconciliation
In the 18 years since the Marmara
Earthquake less than a dozen earthquakevulnerable neighbourhoods have been
redeveloped. The evolving market-led
redevelopment model is bypassing these
areas in favour of locations where a subsidised private sector, in partnership with
development-oriented municipalities, can
achieve deliver highly profitable development. Nonetheless, the inherent conflicts
have slowed the rate of URA declarations.
Further state intervention is needed to
enable an alternative and inclusive model
to be developed through complementary
subsidies to municipalities and the urban
poor. Key requirements include a transparent and fair system of compensation
for residents, affordable below-market
rent social housing which would provide
a local rehousing option for all residents,
together with funding for local municipalities for public realm improvements and
essential community facilities. Such innovations would create the conditions for
progressive municipalities to develop a
participatory process, rooted in clearance
by consent, which would include earthquake vulnerable neighbourhoods.

•

Ayşe Gökşin, Assistant Professor, Istanbul
Kultur University

Urban Design ― spring 2018 ― Issue 146

18 Topic

1

Post Conflict Urban
Reconstruction
he essential development components and planning procedures required for post conflict urban reconstruction
are similar to those in non-conflict situations: planning
the main physical features and implementation procedures,
underpinned by the creation of robust institutions for later
planning and delivery. And yet post conflict situations exhibit
particular characteristics that impose particular challenges for
progressive urban management. This article reflects the writer’s
experience in post conflict states, such as long-term assignments
in Afghanistan and South Sudan, and short-term in countries
including Sudan, Pakistan, Tajikistan and Syria. It is sensible to
observe that the term ‘post conflict’ hardly applies to most of
these countries, given the continuing social and physical disorder they experience.

T

backers, which gave little room for stakeholder participation or community-based
development initiatives.
This is not just a problem for post
conflict countries; numerous non-conflict
countries are locked into development
plan-based practice, broadly echoing
European practice. This slow and laborious practice is unable to effectively
address the challenge of rapid urban
growth and the informal forces determining the shape and structure of most cities,
given typically weak urban management
institutions.
All of these completely different
models are ill-matched to the challenges
of post conflict reconstruction. Moreover
they encourage the selective use of ‘correct procedures’, typically directed against
poor and marginalised communities; such
as unauthorised or illegal development
designations used to target low-income
settlements, while illegal development
carried out by the wealthy remains
untouched.

Inappropriate inherited planning practice
It is rare for a developing country to have a planning system
formulated to reflect its actual conditions and circumstances. In
Sudan, planning followed an early 20th century model developed
by the British, incorporating colonial-era military regulations
used for planning army settlements, and adapted to guide the
classification and planning of residential areas - a method that
continues to be used today.
In Afghanistan, the communist regime of 1979-89 introduced highly centralised, top-down administrative and technical
procedures reflecting the political culture of the country’s Soviet

Returnees from the diaspora
The weakness of post conflict institutions is manifest in the lack of urban
management expertise. So post conflict
administrations call on the resources of
the diaspora to strengthen the reconstruction process, by attracting home
those who have acquired technical and
professional education in other countries.
This is entirely logical, but it creates its
own problems.

Tom Carter offers his perspective from practical
experience
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1 Scenes after conflict
in Kabul, Afghanistan
(top row) and Abyei,
South Sudan (bottom
row). Photographs by
Tom Carter
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In order to be attracted away from the relative comfort of
other lifestyles, returnees expect senior posts, which often
means displacing or leapfrogging those who remained behind
and endured conflict, while they enjoyed far greater health,
education and employment opportunities. This leads to understandable resentment.
Moreover, returnees are often parachuted into positions that
bear little relation to their technical education or work experience: in South Sudan, one Director of Water Supply had spent
some years on the production line of a shoe factory in Canada;
and, another had spent five years unemployed and on benefits
in the UK on completion of his university course. Local staff
members were unimpressed by these new arrivals being placed
in positions above them.
Returnees are made to feel uneasy by the presence of international advisers. Local staff are generally welcoming, both aware
of and unembarrassed by their lack of knowledge and expertise.
So they value the opportunity to pick up skills and expertise
(including improving their English) from international advisers.
Returnees on the other hand are frequently less co-operative,
worried that their supposed technical credentials and expertise
will be put to the test, and perhaps shown to be of dubious
validity.
Command versus demand-led practice
In 2004, Afghanistan attempted to introduce a more westernstyle demand-driven approach to replace the Soviet-style
top-down command administration. A key figure was then the
Minister of Finance, now President Ashraf Ghani.
The Ministry of Urban Development and Housing (MUDH)
was weak, under-staffed, under-resourced, characteristic of a
post conflict state. Staff were keen to work, but were paralysed
by the lack of political or technical direction. Most significantly,
they were perplexed by the demands that the Ministry of Finance
was throwing at them. Most senior staff were trained under the
Soviet model – and some actually in the Soviet Union – and were
accustomed to sectoral work programmes being formulated at a
senior level, and passed to MUDH with a budget for implementation. MUDH had no creative input into the content or scale of the
programme.
In 2004 the Ministry of Finance reversed the process, and
all ministries were required to formulate a 5-year development
programme. Staff used to the Soviet model, had never previously
been asked what to do, prioritise activities or consider what the
public might want MUDH to deliver.
The idea that professional administrators had a duty to
articulate the needs and aspirations of the wider public was an
alien concept, which was distinctly threatening. Many felt their
technical skills were being disrespected; it was surely for them,
the experts, to tell the masses what they needed, not the other
way round.
Although the genesis of the administration was quite
different, the resulting situation in South Sudan was not that
dissimilar. Both countries exhibited the collective unwitting
arrogance of a professional elite, whose origins in one country
lay in the centralised operations of the communist system, and
in the other lay in the command-driven military background of
new ministers drawn from a liberation army.
Distorting influence of elites
It is self-evident that the political and technical direction of
urban management in post conflict countries comes from
educated elites. Yet even where the living conditions of senior
government officials are very modest, it is surprising how
remote these officials can be from understanding the interests of
the wider population they are expected to serve.
Many appear to have great difficulty identifying with the
needs and aspirations of the urban poor, who comprise the vast
majority of urban households, and even though many officials
will have come quite recently from that environment. Two

anecdotes from South Sudan illustrate the
point:
At weekly Ministry progress meetings,
chaired by the Minister, discussion on
water supply regularly focused on complaints received from ministers or government officials about the lack of water
in their bathroom taps –ignoring the fact
that over 70 per cent of urban households
have no piped water from a tap, let alone a
bathroom.
Driving past a large low-income settlement of mud houses with thatched roofs
(tukuls) in Juba, the capital, a Ministry
colleague remarked: ‘We will replace all
this with proper low-cost housing’, ignoring the fact that this was ‘proper’ low-cost
housing, i.e. built of local materials at
a cost that low-income families could
afford. (Many readers will have their own
version of such a story.)

•
•

Dubai or Bust
‘I have visited Dubai/Frankfurt/Toronto/
Melbourne/Cape Town, and that’s the
sort of city we want to create…’ Another
manifestation of elite distortion derives
from the fact that only the elite have the
opportunity for international travel. And
they are easily seduced by the places
that they visit, understandably given the
degraded quality of their home towns and
cities.
This engenders an earnest desire to
refashion their capital into a replica of a
modern international city; Dubai is the
most commonly quoted simulacrum. This
well-intentioned aspiration is hopelessly
misplaced because it shows a failure to
appreciate:
The economic wealth that underpins
such dramatic and rapid development
The urban management resources and
expertise required over the long-term for
effective planning and implementation,
and
The time required: it has been a very
long journey for those cities to become
what they are today; even Dubai’s apparent recent transformation has been
realised incrementally over more than 50
years.

•
•
•

An interesting inversion of the same
theme is the comment on the lines of: ‘We
don’t want to be like Nairobi; we must
make sure we avoid that’, which is usually
a far cry removed from the problems that
they are actually dealing with.
International Advisers
International advisers are often engaged
for post conflict reconstruction, typically
through multi- and bi-lateral agencies,
NGOs, or funding agency programmes;
this is often a condition of external funding support. Advisors will either come
from the immediate geographical region
(e.g. Kenyan, Ugandan and Ethiopian
personnel in South Sudan) or be drawn
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executed with short-term assignments.
Although sometimes questioned for their
efficacy, these can be extremely effective,
given a team or individuals with appropriate expertise.
In practice, post conflict challenges
will be very similar from country to country, albeit with different characteristics
reflecting local conditions. Moreover,
most of the solutions are well-known and
well-tried, drawing on progressive urban
management practice over the past 60
years. Policy and physical interventions
will often follow an approach that is
essentially formulaic, in the best sense of
the word; there is no need to reinvent the
wheel.
A short and sharp approach offers
the advantage of greater focus on urgent
needs and speed of action, corresponding
to an action planning approach (see
Urban Design issue 141, p.31). This is
preferable to a laborious, if more comprehensive long-term study, which tends to
delay urgent action. Conversely, a series of
short-term assignments may not provide
the continuous support required for effective implementation.

2

from the global pool of urban development professionals. They
may be seconded directly by the relevant agencies, or recruited
through technical consulting firms.
The value of international advisers is often questioned, both
within the host government and in the wider professional environment. There is no special magic about being international;
advisers must have experience and expertise relevant both to
post conflict reconstruction and to the particular country. Those
with the right blend of skills and commitment can provide crucial support to the stretched resources of national agencies. And
it can be difficult to fill these roles: in addition to the challenges
of the reconstruction work, the postings can impose demanding
working conditions, including single person status, basic office
accommodation, and rudimentary housing provision (shared
houses, container units, tented camps, etc.).
Moreover major agencies such as the UN find it difficult to
recruit high quality personnel for these postings. Typically one
finds a small number of highly dedicated senior professionals,
supported by international staff from low-income countries and
who place very high value on a UN position, and are willing to
work in the most difficult and unattractive postings. Sadly they
are not necessarily best equipped to drive a progressive and
dynamic approach to reconstruction.

Capacity versus capability
Agencies commissioning development
assistance frequently use the term
capacity in the form of capacity building,
referring to the task of strengthening
an institution in order to improve its
efficiency and effectiveness. But there
is common semantic confusion between
capacity (the size of an institution) and
capability (the skills and expertise), with
the two being conflated. In many cases
where the term capacity building is used,
it is less about the size of the institution,
and more about its level of competence or
expertise, which is about capability.
This conflation obfuscates the
important point that institutional
strengthening usually requires both
capability and capacity to be addressed
in a separate, but linked manner as they
are equally important. Capability issues
will usually be addressed first, followed
by capacity issues: i.e. what types of skills
or expertise does the institution lack or
require strengthening? Then, how many
staff members of each discipline need to
be recruited or trained to create a viable
effective institution?
There is frequent reference to these
as events, as in ‘The contracted firm will
carry out capacity building six times
during the duration of the assignment…’
but of course, capacity and capability
building is a process, not an event,
and should be seen as a continuous
activity through the entire duration of an
assignment.

Working alongside counterparts
Ideally international advisers should be embedded into the
relevant urban reconstruction agencies. This ensures the
continuous transfer of skills on a day-to-day basis, and allows
the advisors to identify more closely with their counterparts,
through developing a shared understanding of objectives and
ways forward. It may mean working in very uncomfortable
office conditions. The writer has vivid memories of working
for months in a fiercely hot dusty office in Juba, with a tin roof,
broken windows and no air-con; and in a freezing office in an old
Soviet-era block in Kabul, with no heating; and both with only
rudimentary office furniture, no toilet facilities and no reliable
power supply or internet.
Sadly, many international staff do not work alongside their
counterparts, but prefer to base themselves in comfortable modern offices with full air-conditioning, heating, decent toilets, and
hot and cold drinks on tap. This is exemplified by the stereotypical UN office compound, with staff hidden away behind those
distinctive blue and white walls. In this way international staff
comfort is traded against effective collaboration with their host
government counterparts.
Short-term versus long-term assignments
Even when the funding and programme vehicles are in place,
recruitment remains difficult for long-term assignments in
potentially difficult countries offering modest or difficult working and living conditions. So international support will often be
Urban Design ― spring 2018 ― Issue 146
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2 Abyei, South Sudan.
Photograph
by Tom Carter

Tom Carter, independent urban management
consultant with extensive African experience
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Berlin: Places of Conflict
Judith Ryser reports on design strategies for a divided city

M

ost urban spaces are potential
places of conflict, owing to
contradictory claims by diverse
interest groups over areas of transformation. Berlin is notable for two characteristics: its relatively recent state as a divided
city, and its large amount of vacant
land. Due to its history of a dual and
divided city with recurrent divisions and
reunifications, Berlin has a propensity for
conflictual urban development. Its recent
manifestations of large-scale spatial conflict date from the Cold War between West
Berlin, a subsidised capitalist enclave
amidst Communist Germany, and East
Berlin, the capital of the German Democratic Republic (GDR) with its planned
economy and nationalised land and property. Moreover, while approaches to the
two parts of Berlin were contrasting, West
Berlin also experienced internal conflicts
driven by different design ideologies.
The selected examples are representative of three types of political choices
between conflicting approaches to
Berlin’s urban design and place-making.

1 Towers on
Potsdamer Platz,
photograph by Ulrich
Schopke

They resulted in very different physical expressions. IBA, the
International Building Exhibition, took place in West Berlin
in two phases in various locations, in 1984 and in 1987, as a
contribution to the celebration of Berlin’s 750th anniversary. It is
an illustration of the internal spatial conflicts within West Berlin
itself.
The other two places illustrate how conflict affected highly
symbolic spaces in reunited Berlin. Potsdamer Platz was situated
in a no-man’s-land between the two parts of Berlin when the wall
divided it. It is an example of conflicting place-making shortly
after the fall of the Berlin Wall between spaces produced by the
global neo-liberal capitalist development industry and planned
Berlin, which had taken on the principles of the IBA-Alt. More
recently, Schlossplatz located on Spree Island in the historic
centre of united Berlin is an illustration of conflicting views of
history and how they are expressed in the physical fabric. The
choice was between the reconstruction of the Berliner Schloss
(Berlin Palace), residence of Prussian kings and emperors, as a
monument symbolising imperial Germany, and the preservation
of the Palast der Republik (Palace of the Republic), the seat of
government of the GDR, as a legacy of Communist East Germany.
The three examples illustrate the dominance of political
decisions in Berlin over conflicting views of symbolic spaces and
their future. During this time Berlin also harboured a counterculture whose grassroots activists instigated spontaneous physical
transformation, thereby creating yet more places of conflict.
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motorways and, most importantly,
fostered new models of architecture and
lifestyles through public debate. It pleaded
for equal rights between utilitarian social
and artistic formal aspects of the built
environment. The aim was to recreate
Berlin’s genius loci by reconfirming former
layouts at morphological and typological
levels, especially the lost structure of
urban blocks. One example was to deconstruct levels of history by overlaying the
baroque and the modern movement grids
of Berlin’s urban map.
IBA-Neu realised an astonishing
amount of projects designed by some 200
teams, among them Rob and Leon Krier,
Hans Hollein, Oswald Mathias Ungers,
Aldo Rossi, James Stirling, Herman Hertzberger, Vittorio Gregotti, Peter Eisenman,
Rem Koolhaas, Akvaro Siza, and Arata
Isozaki. Many others submitted entries
to the numerous planning and design
competitions which were internationally
publicised. However the many tourists that
the IBA buildings attracted created resentment among residents.

2

Places for temporary uses continue to be colonised until they
are absorbed by the capitalist development industry for more
permanent place-making, akin to Potsdamer Platz, Schlossplatz
and other landmarks in Berlin.
IBA-Neu and IBA-Alt
IBA was politically staged to keep West Berlin on the map during the Cold War when the allies occupied Berlin: the UK, US
and France in the West, and the Soviet Union in the East. IBA
expected creative results from organised conflict with current planning philosophy, large-scale social housing estates,
urban motorways, and also the wholesale demolition of 19th
century housing and community displacement. However, the
global highbrow approach was contested by both the planning
establishment and Berlin’s counterculture. A compromise led
to two contrasting approaches to place-making run in parallel:
IBA-Neu - postmodern international new-build architecture,
and IBA-Alt - sustainable and participatory urban regeneration
and building refurbishment without evictions. At that time, very
different principles of state socialism determined place-making
in East Berlin, which mark the division of the city today. Thirty
years after IBA, a recent debate explored the future of the dual
Berlin and its large-scale physical-historical remains.
IBA-Neu
IBA-Neu was led by Josef Paul Kleihues who invited international
and German ‘starchitects’ to participate in competitions for
four main sites: suburban Tegel harbour, Pragerplatz and the
baroque quarters, southern Friedrichstadt, and Tiergarten
near the wall in the city centre. IBA-Neu was driven by ‘critical
reconstruction’, strong political will, generous subsidies, and the
chief architect at the Berlin Senate Hans Stimmann, who wished
to achieve a differentiated contemporary structure, instead of
recreating historic conditions or a nostalgic landscape.
IBA-Neu managed to fill many gaps in blocks left vacant
since the war, landscaped spaces earmarked for abandoned
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2 IBA map with
redevelopment sites
for new build and
refurbishment. Source:
IBA 1987, Leitfaden

IBA-Alt
IBA-Alt was led by Harth-Waltherr
Andreas Haemer, who undertook refurbishment and modernisation in preference
to demolition and reconstruction. IBA-Alt
found that renewal was in fact cheaper
than total destruction and rebuilding,
as well as having important social and
cultural advantages. It aimed at decentralisation, retaining social structures and
investing in housing regeneration over
the long-term, sometimes with minimal
repairs to make derelict buildings habitable for sitting tenants, technical and
ecological interventions, recycling and
self-build. Haemer and his team (StERN)
worked closely with inhabitants and local
businesses towards a soft regeneration
which, besides refurbishing buildings,
included preserving mixed uses, revitalising inner courtyards, landscaping streets
and squares and adding social amenities,
play spaces, schools and special provision homes for the elderly and women.
Wherever possible they tried to preserve
the existing urban ground floor plan as a
memory of the city. Much of their work
was experimental and needed further
development. One example is their innovative water-recycling scheme in which they
turned a smelly pond to an open space
asset.
They operated mainly in Luisenstadt
SO 36 near the wall in impoverished Kreuzberg, with its large Turkish immigrant
population, emigrants from East Germany
and students. IBA-Alt devised 12 guiding
principles of caring regeneration, which
were subsequently adopted as guidelines
- albeit non statutory - by the Senate for
Urban Development, and applied also in
East Berlin after the fall of the wall, where
StERN continues to operate to this day.
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IBA-Neu managed to fill
many gaps in blocks left
vacant since the war, land
scaped spaces earmarked
for abandoned motorways
and, most importantly,
fostered new models of
architecture and lifestyles
through public debate

3

5

4

6

Potsdamer Platz
No one predicted the imminent fall of the Berlin Wall, the reunification of Germany with Berlin becoming the capital of the Federal Republic of Germany. This period and the wrestle to become
the capital, and its rise as a metropolis are well described in
Berlin, Rebirth of a City by Hermann Rudolph (2014).
Until its destruction Potsdamer Platz was a symbol of
cosmopolitan and mundane metropolitan Berlin. Not formally
designed and lying just outside the historic core, it was an
internationally important transportation node until 1961 when
the wall was erected across it and a no-man’s-land created. After
1989 when the wall came down, the empty space was colonised
by temporary pop-up entertainment uses, but the planners of
reunited Berlin had earmarked it as a prime location to attract
international corporations to reconnect the two halves of Berlin
and thereby increase Berlin’s chances as a future capital. A large

3 Wohnhof LiMa, Herman
Hertzberger mit Henk de
Weijer
4 IBA Alt: Old people’s
home, Kreuzberg, with the
interior space connecting
the refurbished part with the
new build giving access to
all of the flats. Photograph
by Siegwart Geiger and
Gisela Voss-Geiger.
5 Self-build addition against
a party wall on a bombed
site from the Second
World War (IBA 1984 1987
catalogue)
6 IBA-Neu building, by Rob
and Leon Krier, photograph
by Ulrich Schopke
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heart of Berlin in 1443, was completed in
1845 and almost totally destroyed during
the Second World War. The GDR removed
its bombed remains and built a new seat
of government in its place, Volkskammer,
used for great public events as the People’s Palace. It was demolished soon after
German reunification and a copy of the
Berlin Palace is currently being erected on
Schlossplatz as a ‘place of world culture’.
The fate of this highly symbolic place
illustrates the emotional importance
of physical structures in the conflict of
place-making, and one which has led to
heated controversies. What was at stake
was the symbolic and material eradication of some 40 years of communist
rule in Berlin. Opponents of the Schloss
reconstruction felt that all parts of Berlin’s chequered history deserved to leave
tangible historic traces. Conversely the
protagonists claimed to reinstate Berlin’s
urban identity by recreating a central
focus. They invoked the significance of
the Palace in Berlin’s urban structure
with its five portals - triumphal arches
- erected by Berlin’s various rulers, intrinsically connecting it to the city and its
hinterland. Asbestos was the pretext for
the demolition of the Palace of the Republic. Its defenders invoked the removal of
asbestos from the congress hall in West
Berlin, which was erected as a symbol of
German-American alliance in the 1950s.

7

8

amount of land had been in public hands before the war and only
little was subjected to potential claims by pre-GDR landowners.
Development and a formal land use plan were overtaken by speculative interventions. Public land was sold at a huge discount to
just four investors, including Debis (owner of Daimler Benz) and
Sony in 1990, which turned Potsdamer Platz into a commercial
and entertainment hub with free-standing ubiquitous skyscrapers designed by Helmut Jahn (Sony), Renzo Piano (Debis) and
Hans Kollhoff, in direct contradiction to Berlin’s development
strategy to reinstate its medium height city blocks, and awardwinning masterplan by Hilmer and Sattler.
Not awaiting design competition results and commissioning
its own masterplan from Richard Rogers, Sony steamed ahead
with its development, followed by Debis which was pledged a
pre-let tenant in the form of Deutsche Bahn HQ. The result was
a chaotic, fragmented unplanned collection of buildings of all
styles, heights and shapes, incorporating token vestiges of the
old hotel Esplanade and the only surviving restored wine house
Huth, privatised public space, new public transport stations and
a large underground car park. Potsdamer Platz has now regained
its role as congested traffic node. All retail activity takes place in
a single enclosed shopping mall leaving the street frontages bare,
and dwellings are mainly corporate apartments for travelling
employees. The whole space resembles a theme park used by
transient visitors rather than a lived-in urban central place.
The property boom waned from 1983. Meanwhile Sony and
Debis sold their properties albeit still occupying parts of them,
while Deutsche Bahn moved to its own HQ building. Clearly,
early speculative development led to the market overheating
and excess floorspace being built (which has still not been taken
up to this day) due to an overestimated flux of population and
businesses to Berlin, after reunification. The conflict between a
commercial theme park and a liveable sustainable urban realm
remains.
Schlossplatz, Berlin Palace and Palace of the
Republic
The Berliner Schloss, also called Stadtschloss (Berlin Palace),
winter residence of the Electors of Brandenburg, the Hohenzollern, kings of Prussia and German emperors, originated in the
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Conclusion
These examples show that conflicts about
place are not simply binary opposites but
an ever-changing cascade of embedded
controversies, each with its protagonists
and defenders. Place conflict is both
complex and dynamic. Theoretically the
planning system ruled by democratic
principles is supposed to reconcile the
many conflicting claims for Berlin’s urban
space, its architectural design, its uses,
and its symbolism. The frequent political
changes in Berlin’s ruling government
meant also changes in the directions of
planning and urban design ideologies,
sometimes in sequence, often overlapping. Moreover, activists intervene
outside the formal system with temporary
uses and physical changes. Given this
complexity and temporal dynamic, there
may never be a definite answer to who
should, or has the legitimacy to, decide
the future of a city. The role of planning
and urban design may form an integral
part of continuous struggle, contestation,
negotiation and finite agreement, until
place-making is confronted again with
never-ending conflicts.

•

7 Berliner Schloss in
context
8 Palast der Republik
before demolition,
photograph by
Thorsten Klapsh, from
SPIEGEL Online

Judith Ryser, researcher, journalist, writer
and urban affairs consultant to Fundacion
Metropoli, Madrid
For the 12 principles of cautious urban
renewal, see https://www.open-iba.de/
en/geschichte/1979-1987-iba-berlin/12grundsatze-der-behutsamen-stadterneuerung/
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and cultural epicentre. The arguments
regarding a long-term solution for the
city sadly remain simplistic concepts:
united or divided. However, there is hope
in these strong narratives, because it is
their very presence which erodes the
concept that Jerusalem is too sensitive
to be discussed. In rethinking the terms
united and divided, Jerusalem is a good
example with which to re-examine what
constitutes failure and success. The truth
is that despite the failed attempts of various sides to reshape Jerusalem according
to their narrative and vision, Jerusalem is
a unique success story. After five decades
of battles, declarations, constructions,
global denunciations and controversies,
Jerusalem has succeeded in remaining a
live and active model of the future IsraeliPalestinian solution for the region. Just as
unification will probably not occur due to
the political ramifications, division will
not be a hermetic divide between the two
sides either.
Here we argue that this form of collaboration already exists in Jerusalem’s
most holy sites. There, in the city’s DNA,
an unbelievable equilibrium is maintained
in its most religious areas. It is in this
equilibrium that we can find inspiration
and models for Jerusalem’s future.

1

Resolution Planning
in Jerusalem
Yehuda Greenfield-Gilat and Karen Lee Bar-Sinai
explain how Status Quo sites offer a model for the
future of this controversial city

T

he competing urban narratives of the Israelis and Palestinians in Jerusalem go beyond the usual dichotomies,
presenting differences within each of the two societies.
The Israeli right is focused on the concept of a unified Jerusalem, while the Israeli left aspires to a territorial resolution manifested by division. Both sides feel that the current Jerusalem
is very remote from their utopian vision of the city. Similarly,
gaps can be observed in its Palestinian societies, as the common
narrative is focused on ending the occupation, while alternative
groups advocate integration with Israeli society. Can there be a
role for architects and urban designers in mitigating these conflicting visions and offering a vision for the future? In what ways
can these positions and the present state in Jerusalem guide us
toward a future alternative?
The conflicting views about Jerusalem hinder its transformation into the city it could become, a thriving religious

1 Proposal showing a
Jerusalem day parade,
a market or every
day activity taking
place in a proposed
public space outside
Damascus Gate, in the
Old City

Status Quo sites and the DNA
The term Status Quo sites here refers to
symbolic, national and religious sites in
and around Jerusalem, and to the protection and enablement of customs which,
throughout time, have gained significant
status in the competing views of different
communities. Status Quo sites include the
Temple Mount or Haram al Sharif, and the
Old City and the Historic Basin at large.
They function as equilibrium-generators,
forcing their varied constituencies to
remain in ongoing agreement, obliging
them to find a functional middle-ground,
so that everyone has access to the parts of
the city that matters to them most.
The true success of Jerusalem is
reflected in the maintenance of its Status
Quo sites. If the terms divided or united
seem unfit as an overall solution for the
city, the Status Quo sites magnify this. The
Old City of Jerusalem, including cultural
heritage sites such as the different quarters of the old city, the Western Wall, the
Al Aksa Mosque or the Temple Mount or
Haram al-Sharif, all show the constant
need for equilibrium between sharing and
dividing. These sites, significant to many
religions and communities, practically
force the different sides to leave their
differences aside. As such, they not only
reflect the story of Jerusalem, and its true
DNA, but also demonstrate the way in
which the city can be designed as a shared
and divided one in future.
Architecture and Urban Design
It is paradoxical that the field of
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Beyond envisioning future
agreements, this approach
allows the testing of
alternative urban-political
ideas, often adding
specificity to obscure
agreement words, and
highlighting the challenges
that implementation will
entail
agreement words, and highlighting the
challenges that implementation will
entail. Resolution Planning deploys the
conventional representational means of
architecture (from diagrams to detailed
drawings and renderings), not only to
construct spaces, but also to shape decision-making towards them. Aiming both
at a very high level of decision-making
as well as the everyday users of the city,
it seeks to have an impact from the very
top to the grassroots level of planning and
design.
In a way, it presents a form of
distanced authorship as Professor
Charles Waldheim of Harvard University
described it, referring to new landscape
practices which impact the ground not
through directly shaping it, but by creating removed systems of influence that, in
turn, shape the final design. In Jerusalem’s
case, Resolution Planning applies the
vision and skills of the architect to indirectly influence key decisions regarding
the future of the city. Applying this form
of practice to territorial-political matters
holds immense potential for urban design
to shape contested landscapes across the
globe.

2

3

territorial disputes has traditionally lacked the involvement of
spatial experts. While architects and planners took an active
part in the construction of disputed territories (such as in the
planning and design of the West Bank Settlements), or in ad
hoc adjustments to create access to Status Quo sites, they were
historically not engaged in attempts to resolve conflicts or
offer a vision for the future. In other words, architectural skills
have been used to construct and deepen conflicts, rather than
invested in design to aid resolution. It is not that architects
themselves have been absent; leaders and professional negotiation teams have not made efforts to include them. Geographers,
architects, urban designers and planners should have a central
role in envisioning futures for such conditions. Moreover, not
involving spatial experts has left a key matter - the disputed
territory and an understanding of its future shape – devoid
of experts to devise alternative proposals for it. Perhaps this
phenomenon has contributed to the fact that common urbanpolitical visions of the city are remote from its true present or
future.
It is in response to this paradox that Resolution Planning was
developed by SAYA, the authors architectural practice, introducing urban design and architecture as policy and negotiation
tools. The goal is to envision urban policy and design for political
decisions for conflicted territories, and to demonstrate, in high
resolution, what form they could take. Beyond envisioning
future agreements, this approach allows the testing of alternative urban-political ideas, often adding specificity to obscure
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Resolution Planning Status
Quo Sites
In developing the principles for Resolution Planning in Jerusalem, SAYA faced
a two-fold challenge: first, in order to
take part in any future arrangement in
Jerusalem, there was need to intimately
understand the way in which design
can balance competing narratives at the
Status Quo sites, which need to be safeguarded under extreme conditions of tension and distrust. Second, this knowledge
needed to be translated into long-lasting
design principles, to be reapplied later to
the sites that will play a significant role in
any future deal.
The first challenge addressed by SAYA
in relation to the Status Quo sites led to an
analysis framework, designed to study the
dynamics between the three consistent
factors shaping them: people, politics
and planning. This framework created a
matrix based on bilateral relations:
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Planning & People - highlighting the implications of plans on
the various stakeholders
People & Politics - developing visions that observe the connection between groups to proposed political solutions
Politics & Planning - translating political challenges into
professional urban tasks.
In this framework, Resolution Planning aims to create an ongoing study process, creating a cyclical analysis of the natural
tension between the different pairs described. This method
assisted SAYA in developing a diagram for future border crossings in Jerusalem, and to understand how flows coming in and
out of the Old City of Jerusalem can be managed to handle a
variety of events, groups and constituencies (such as Friday
prayers on the Haram, the flags parade on Jerusalem Day, the
activity of the Western Wall’s women movement, or the day-today life of inhabitants). This method generated the notion that
the common security solutions traditionally applied to IsraeliPalestinian border crossings ill-serve the aim of keeping the
equilibrium that exists in the city.
The second challenge SAYA faced was developing physical
design principles for key sites along the city’s future seam. In this
context, it was about applying the same principles to the wider
design approach:
1.	Expanding urban agility: maintaining a level of flexibility
in operation of the site. For instance, proposals for various
entry-exit facilities into the Old City and its Status Quo sites
were intended to enable the movement of 2,500 passengers
per hour on a Ramadan or Easter Friday. In addition, it aimed
to allow the processing of different political events, meeting
the security regulations required by the Peace Agreement’s
goals, while still offering a design which respects and blends
into the historic landscape. This principle not only requires
better technology to process or monitor passengers, but also
entails an intelligent use of physical space. At the Jaffa Gate
for example, we proposed shifting the entry-exit activity from
the gate to a slightly remote larger space in order to achieve
such flexibility.
2.	Uniting around urban opportunities: viewing the future
border as a backbone for co-operation, infrastructure, and
tourism. This approach sees every future node of a mutual
border as an urban planning opportunity. It encourages
the involvement of different constituencies in the different
sites as part of the resolution, and is applied both to areas of
Jerusalem which could be divided between the two sides, and
the Holy Basin surrounding the Old City of Jerusalem. In the
former, civilians and transport infrastructure present joint
opportunities, whereas in the latter, the equilibrium will be
tapped into creating a wider spatial effect - a balancing factor
for the area.
3.	Neutralising spatial arrangement: An inner city division
line in Jerusalem will require the placement of both separating
and connecting elements along its seam. Since any urban
space entails functional divisions and connections, SAYA
proposed embedding the required urban facilities and adjustments into the urban fabric and furniture of public spaces,
and aligning them with public transport and infrastructure.
For example, the proposed American-Colony crossing uses
the separation between the lanes of a highway - a neutral
and ordinary urban element - as a barrier, and creates a
connection through a crossing facility which blends into the
landscape on both sides.
Conclusion
Today’s Jerusalem is a system of two cities which are different in
language, habit and population, but are interconnected in many
ways; this will still apply the day after an agreement is signed.
Any territorial resolution in the city, whether in the urban
fabric, security, culture or infrastructure, will entail ongoing
co-ordination which will reinforce the life systems that connect
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4 A border regime
scheme, outlining a
structure for future
border systems, and
used to plan future
flows through it during
events

the two cities. Limiting these systems
will probably generate a security, social,
cultural or tourism disaster. A long-term
resolution in Jerusalem can therefore
create a unique reality, different from
the one produced by those who argue for
division or separation. On the one hand,
a resolution can offer a clear definition
and boundaries for each side, and on the
other hand, it will connect communities
in entirely new ways with infrastructure,
budgets, security and tourism. Mutual
arrangements will be necessary, forcing
both sides to cooperate. SAYA’s Resolution
Planning philosophy suggests adopting
this not as an obstacle to peace, but as a
guide towards a future resolution.

•

Yehuda Greenfield-Gilat and Karen Lee
Bar-Sinai, Founders, SAYA/Design for Change
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Shaping the Future Nicosia
Martina Juvara, Glafkos Constantinides, Andreas Markides,
Agni Petridou and Maria Ioannou describe actions to help
the city’s unification

1

N

icosia in Cyprus is the last divided capital city in Europe.
It has been bearing the scars of division since 1974, when
a Green Line and Buffer Zone were established as a condition of peace. Sometimes this feels like an issue that has been
forgotten by the international community, lacking the clamour
of Berlin and its wall, or Jerusalem, but not too different after all.
The partition of the island came about only a few years after
the fight for the end of British colonial rule, and was more the
result of international interference than deep-seated divisions
between the Greek Orthodox community and the Turkish Cypriot community. The peaceful coexistence on the island and the
general aspiration for a united country are testament to this. But
45 years are not easy to undo.
Legally, the island as a whole is a sovereign state and a
member of the European Union with its capital in Nicosia. The
northern part is not an internationally recognised country, but it
is formally autonomous of Turkey, although still dependent on it:
it is occupied land, with no international trade rights, no international connections, except through Turkey. The Green Line is
still enforced by the United Nation Peacekeeping Force and the
Buffer Zone is frozen land, in some cases some kilometres wide.
At the time of division, people were not given a chance to leave
their homes behind and relocate. Anecdotally, a child was told
by his parents that he would be going on a picnic and to leave
everything behind. He has never been back to his house since.
His family took over an apartment in the semi-abandoned centre
of Nicosia, before moving to a ‘safer area’ on the outskirts, away
from the Green Line.
The partition had devastating effects on the capital, which
was split in two through its centre. The cruelty of this imposition
Urban Design ― spring 2018 ― Issue 146
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between the two parts
of the city

is very obvious as one looks at the map:
the city was at the centre of the country,
the link and service centre of all coastal
settlements. It also has a perfect circle of
walls and bastions, planned and built by
the Venetians in the 15th century and now
split in half with the Green Line running
through the middle along the former main
commercial Ermou Street; this is the only
direct link across the walled city joining
Paphos Gate in the west to Famagusta
Gate in the east. This no-go area of ruins,
military checkpoints and barbed wire
used to be the elegant place of trade and
business in the city. The best hotel in
town, the Ledra Palace, became the base
of the UN soldiers and the new airport
was frozen in the buffer.
The capital city has not only been
the theatre of conflict and still bears the
evident sign of the partition, it also lost its
economic ties and geographical centrality,
with dead-ends on both sides and different pressures. The northern half, cut off
from international trade and agreements,
has a small localised economy, an illegal
airport, casinos and shops with counterfeit goods. The southern half suffers from
competition from its own suburbs and
economic poles growing faster elsewhere
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in the island; for example, the inclusion of the port of Famagusta
(well-connected to Nicosia) in northern Cyprus led to the development of the port in Limassol in the south and rapid growth
there. Similarly, Larnaca has grown together with the creation of
the new main international airport.
Planning and division
Urban development within the territory controlled by the
Government of the Republic of Cyprus is regulated by the Town
and Country Planning Law (1972), and spatial planning is the
responsibility of the Department of Town Planning and Housing. Development control is exercised by local municipalities.
Municipalities are typically small and equivalent to London
Boroughs: the southern half of Nicosia has eight of them.
According to planning law, Cyprus was to have a coordination strategic plan (the Island Plan) and local plans, largely
charged with administering the use of land. However, after the
partition, the Government of Cyprus refused to prepare a plan
for the island. While this gave a strong political message (i.e. how
can we plan a divided country? Why behave as if it was business
as usual?), it also removed the coordination of physical and
infrastructure planning with economic and social development
planning, leaving a gap in the planning system.
In the north of the island, a plan is in place coordinating
major roads, settlements, service and tourism centres. Beside
that, the planning authority only has building regulations to
control development. Only Nicosia has a Local Plan, which came
into force in 2010 covering the centre and its northern suburbs.
Development in other areas, including the towns, is controlled
by zoning regulations, lacking strategic vision and forwardlooking policies.
In the south, local plans, without strategic coordination,
focused on identifying land for new development and the
replacement of services, wherever there was demand, and under
pressure to generate wealth and modernise the country. In doing
so, they inadvertently legitimised suburban extensions and
speculative development at the fringes. In Nicosia, the result was
that the centre of gravity gradually moved from the historic and
divided centre to new outer and alternative poles, creating retail
and office destinations along the road to Larnaca and the south
of the island.
KEEPING THE WHOLE ALIVE: HOPE AND SADNESS
In the 1980s, when perhaps people felt that the division of the
city would not last very long, an amazing initiative took place,
one that still shapes the city today. Notwithstanding the recent
conflict and still raw anger, Nicosia’s two communities - Greek
Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot - came together to prepare a master
plan to restore and revitalise the city as a whole, under the auspices of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP).
The representatives of the two communities expressed their
intention with simple eloquence:
‘We are not going to solve the Cyprus problem, but we are
building bridges. They are always useful. I wish more were being
built by others‘, Lellos Demetriades, Representative of the Greek
Cypriot Community of Nicosia.
‘We know certain parts of the Master Plan can only be realised when an overall solution to the Cyprus problem is achieved.
But for a realistic, viable and lasting solution, it is necessary
to establish areas of cooperation between the two sides. The
Nicosia Master Plan is one of the very rare instances of such
cooperation. It is for this reason that we look forward to the
implementation stage of this unique exercise. Let us begin. . . .
Who knows? The beginning may prove to take us halfway along
the path.’ Mustafa Akinci, Representative of the Turkish Cypriot
Community of Nicosia.
The Nicosia Master Plan did not solve the issues of the
divided city, but established some fundamental principles and
actions that today are still the bridges that will hopefully make
the city whole in future. It became the bedrock of thinking that
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in south Nicosia,
before and after
restoration

guided the city and started a process of
collaboration and respect between the
two sides. For example, it asserted that
infrastructure should be thought as a
whole, and not allowed to be separated. It
proposed ring roads that are now incomplete, but could joined up in future, and
even the distribution of industrial land. It
identified land for a future joined government at the edge of both communities and
specified a set of investment projects and
safeguards for its heritage to ensure that
a balanced city could emerge in future. It
also outlined feasible ideas about greater
private sector involvement, mechanisms
for land release to support development
in priority areas, and related housing and
land market incentives which would, if
implemented, have enabled place-making
initiatives and policies for better management of urban growth. The office of the
Nicosia Master Plan is still active, and
carries on the step-by-step implementation of some of the investment schemes in
the walled city on both sides of the Green
Line: the acquisition, rehabilitation and
re-use of properties in historic districts,
the restoration of monuments, and a
programme for the circle of the walls as a
whole. It also led to the new concept and
construction of the Zaha Hadid design for
Eleftheria Square, now in its final stages
of completion.
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constraining the success of the city centre,
without forgetting the city in its entirety.
Unlike the previous Master Plan and
Vision, the objective this time was to have
a statutory planning document as well as a
strategy. Eventually the output comprised
several parts: a short document to brief
the Mayor on priorities for his administration, a strategy, three transformational
projects and a planning policy document,
which recently became law. The overall
aim was to reinforce the nationally significant centrality of the city, put in place
measures that would facilitate appropriate
development within the existing fabric
and launch three placemaking initiatives:
the reinvention of the retail and commercial district just outside the walls
the reframing of the circle of walls
and bastions as a mixed use and leisure
orientated promenade – a sort of inland
seafront, and
the promotion of creative industries
in the still dilapidated areas of Ermou,
within the walls right against the Buffer
Zone.

•
•

5

Cooperation between the technical offices of the two sides
is still regular and passionate, and a bi-communal group meets
every week to ensure that heritage is protected (especially Christian on the northern side and Muslim on the southern side) and
dialogue is open.
NEW VISIONS
In 2003-5, the Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot Authorities
instigated a new initiative, called the New Vision for Central
Nicosia as part of the Bi-Communal Development Programme.
This was a reinforcement of the Master Plan as it, yet again,
proposed a strategy for both sides of central Nicosia as a whole.
The Vision was innovative as it took economic development
and more dynamic urban management as its objective, with the
intention to promote the intensification and regeneration of
areas marginalised by the Green Line, and to create a vibrant
economy. It proposed heritage-led regeneration within the
walls, the creation of Special Development Areas for modern
business districts, a style of mobility suitable for a historic and
constrained city centre, and a range of financial and institutional
measures to facilitate development. The Vision, once again,
aimed for balance between the two sides and proposed interventions as close as possible to the Buffer Zone.
The latest of the planning initiatives to support Nicosia was
the 2013-2017 Central Nicosia Area Scheme. Similar to previous
studies initially, the intention was to work on the two sides at the
same time. This proved impossible as the Turkish Government
could not provide the necessary institutional framework, and in
order to keep its funding, the southern Municipality of Nicosia
progressed on its own. Talks of the study being undertaken
in the northern centre are still progressing. Our team tried to
make the most of the one-sided focus, and work out the issues
Urban Design ― spring 2018 ― Issue 146
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While the study had a one-sided focus, it
also intended to pave the way for further
integration: strong affirmation of the role
of the centre (counterbalancing the flight
to the suburbs); the land to the west of the
walled city by the Buffer Zone was reconfirmed as the civic centre of the future
city; the tram line was proposed to extend
to the border and potentially continue in
the future; the walls and bastions considered as a single 360 degree project; and,
the creative district a way to facilitate the
opening of a further border crossing.

3 The new Creative
District
4 Elefheria Square by
Zaha Hadid Architects
5 Moat Promenade
south side

Beautiful urban spaces: special
initiatives across communities
Framed and instigated by these strategies and plans, much has changed on
the ground over the past 20 years. This
change has transformed the city and
removed many of the scars, despite the
continued lack of a solution to the Cyprus
problem.
Change has been political-institutional, driven by the local municipalities
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reduce the impact of cars in the city centre.
These efforts have been followed by
grassroot and private sector initiatives,
originally by creative young people colonising the abandoned spaces to generate a
sort of alternative culture of informal small
cafes and exhibition spaces. Alongside
them, built environment professionals
were committed to find ways to navigate
the complexities of the situation and
bring back in use dilapidated properties
for themselves and friends. This created
an initial group of passionate and new
inhabitants in areas marred by conflict and
abandonment, expanding the impact of the
municipality programmes.
Eventually small private investors and
new commercial activities started to come
and flourish. In just the past few years,
despite or perhaps aided by the general
economic crisis which stopped bigger
investment elsewhere, the main commercial areas of the walled city have started to
attract new shops, new cafes and smallscale restaurants, artists and designers and
a broadening range of visitors, both locals
and tourists.
After 30 years of efforts, a very attractive old centre has been recreated: a benign
one, where the signs of war are disappearing even without a wider solution, with
attractive streets, colourful buildings,
beautiful squares and lots of people and
things to do. Now attention is moving to
the area around the walls and outside,
across the nearly complete Eleftheria
Square in the south and to the north,
where a comprehensive strategy is yet to
be prepared.
Naturally, a comprehensive solution to
the Cyprus issue is what everyone wants
and the boost that the city needs. In the
meantime, both communities are cooperating to keep the hopes alive and move the
last divided city in Europe towards becoming complete again. This is an extraordinary example of reconciliation and
collective confidence in a peaceful future,
that should be passionately celebrated. It
is about building the future a brick at the
time, without hitting international headlines but in expectation of international
support.

6

and bottom-up by young people and open-minded groups of individuals. On the political and institutional front, breakthroughs
have been slow, but still significant. The most important one was
the reopening of the Ledras Street crossing in 2008 in the heart
of the Walled City. After three years of talks, the area was cleared
of mines and reopened as a very friendly border crossing, with
smiles, pots of flowers and public art, as passports are checked
twice and Turkish visas issued on the spot. This has transformed
the centre, as it has given a clear message against fear, and
revitalised the commercial and leisure activities on the Ledras
Street – Turkish souk corridor either side of the border, especially
attracting visitors to the very important cultural destinations on
the northern side.
Both municipalities have committed to the implementation
of the projects identified by the Nicosia Master Plan and New
Vision through the Bi-Communal Development Programme
and continued support of UN Habitat and the European Union
funds. These resulted from 2001 to 2010 in the acquisition and
refurbishment of dilapidated properties in the most attractive
districts of the city on either side, in the Arab Ahmet area to the
north west and Chrysaliniotissa, putting them back into use and
bringing new life into these neighbourhoods. These were wealthy
middle class residential and craft neighbourhoods developed in
the 18th century, and virtually abandoned after the hostilities.
In the late 1990s, the area was a ghost-town: crumbling plaster,
exposed structures and beautiful painted doors and iron decorations hanging loose on their hinges. As private investors looked
elsewhere, the two municipalities stepped in and compulsory
purchased all abandoned properties, and started a coordinated
programme of building and street improvements (also codified
in a manual for future use), together with a rehousing strategy to
ensure a mix of residents, and the support for cultural and craft
activities, including a market, community centre, youth hostel
and other facilities.
Other projects included the restoration of monuments: the
impressive Khan and Agia Sophia Mosque in the north, Phaneromeni and Chrysaliniotissa Churches, the Omeriye Mosque,
Turkish Bath and Famagusta Gate in the south.
More recently, despite the reduced funding available, Nicosia
Municipality instigated an impressive programme of investments.
These are the Zaha Hadid-designed Eleftheria Square across the
walls, the new town hall in the centre of the walled city, further
refurbishments of façades and streets, and transport initiatives to

•
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Martina Juvara, master planner and Director of
URBAN Silence (London), author of the Central
Nicosia Area Scheme
Glafkos Constantinides, planner (Nicosia),
author of the New Vision for Central Nicosia
and Central Nicosia Area Scheme, Technical
Member of the Nicosia Master Plan and the
Bi-Communal Development Programme
Andreas Markides, transport planner, Director
of Markides Associates (London), co-author
of the Central Nicosia Area Scheme, former
Planning Commissioner of Cyprus (2015-16)
Agni Petridou, urban designer and chief
architect at Municipality of Nicosia, client of
the Central Nicosia Area Scheme, Technical
Member of the Nicosia Master Plan and the
Bi-Communal Development Programme
Maria Ioannou, technical officer of the
Municipality of Nicosia, client of the Central
Nicosia Area Scheme.
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Reconciling Urban
Design, Heritage and
Security
Paul Woodville debates the masterplan for the
reconstruction of the Norwegian Government
Quarter in Oslo

O

n July 22nd, 2011, the right-wing extremist Anders
Behring Breivik detonated a 950kg bomb in the
Government Quarter in central Oslo. Breivik then
proceeded to the island of Utøya, where he shot dead 67 people
attending a Norwegian Labour Party youth camp. The attack
was the deadliest act of aggression in Norway since the Second
World War. In the words of the official court transcript from
his trial, Breivik described his actions as a ‘pre-emptive attack’,
claiming that ‘Norwegian politicians are participating in a
cooperation with European elites where the aim is to promote
multiculturalism’.
Following a period of deep shock and mourning, thoughts
then turned to the pressing need to rebuild the Government
Quarter. This sparked a heated debate in the national media
that is still on-going today. The force of the explosion meant
that bomb damage extended across a large area of the city, with
a number of strategic and architecturally important buildings
being severely damaged by the blast. Several buildings were
deemed as being both structurally unsound and of low heritage
value. These were quickly demolished, first to make the area
safe, and then to re-open it as a fully pedestrianised precinct and
an important pedestrian through-route as soon as possible after
the attack. The Government Quarter remains largely unoccupied.
Cars have not been allowed back into the area since the attack.
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MODERNISM HERITAGE
Before the attack, heritage authorities
had already commenced a process aimed
at potentially listing the two most significant modernist buildings: Y-blokken
(Y-block), a five-storey office building
with a Y-shaped plan form completed in
1969; and Høyblokken (which translates
literally as the high-block) a prominently
positioned 18-storey tower completed in
1958, which contained the Prime Minister’s official offices. The formal process
for listing was stopped immediately after
the attack. Alongside discussions regarding the scale of the new-built elements
proposed in the new masterplan, most
of the debate has centred on the need
to balance the conflicting urban design,
security and heritage implications of
either demolishing or restoring these key
buildings.
Both buildings were designed by the
renowned Norwegian architect Erling
Viksjø. What was significant about Viksjø’s
work was his characteristic use of concrete, enriched with a variety of textured
surfaces, decorative motifs and specially
commissioned artworks. Viksjø worked
with many prominent Norwegian and
international artists, and the undisputed
highlight in the Government Quarter is
a large mural designed by Pablo Picasso.
This mural, as well as a smaller mural
inside the lobby of Y-block, was sandblasted directly into the concrete itself,
making Picasso’s work, quite literally, an
integral part of Y-block.
In terms of urban morphology,
Vikjsø’s buildings are free-standing
objects in space in the classic modernist
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tradition. Viksjø was clearly inspired by the ideas and works
of Le Corbusier, and the Education Ministry in Rio De Janeiro
(designed by Le Corbusier in collaboration with Oscar Niemeyer
and Lucio Costa, Brasilia’s masterplanner) is often cited as
Vikjsø’s most direct source of inspiration. Viksjø’s Government
Quarter buildings have divided public opinion for many years,
both in terms of their specific architectural qualities, but also in
terms of the perceived impacts of Y-block upon pedestrian flow
and connectivity with adjoining public spaces and streets.
Y-block was also built directly above a section of Oslo’s inner
ring road. Specialists from the Norwegian Defence Estates
Agency were asked to assess the viability of strengthening the
road tunnel in order to meet current security requirements. They
concluded that this would be unfeasible without demolishing the
buildings above it.
Many government workers also expressed concerns about
the idea of returning to the buildings that they had been working
in on the day of the attack, whereas others stressed the psychological importance of ‘reclaiming ownership’ of the Government
Quarter.
There have also been differences of approach between local
and national heritage bodies. The national heritage authority
was in favour of retaining both buildings but has also backed a
proposal to demolish one arm of Y-block to form a C-shape. This
would retain the Picasso mural in its original location, whilst
addressing some of the security issues relating to the ring road.
Meanwhile, the Oslo heritage authorities maintain that Y-block
should be retained in its entirety. The current masterplan allows
for the demolition of Y-block, but requires the removal of both
Picasso pieces for re-use elsewhere within the Government
Quarter.
SECURITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL StRATEGIES
In addition to the specific issue of the ring road, a more comprehensive security strategy was developed for the site as a whole.
This broadly consists of defining an inner and an outer security
perimeter. The inner perimeter relates primarily to the design
of the buildings themselves, whereas the outer perimeter establishes an extensive car-free zone, open only to official deliveries
and VIP visits. In addition to automated bollards, the masterplan
makes proposals for the use of concrete benches and sculptural
street furniture to control vehicular access, but allows for
unrestricted pedestrian and cycle access around a number of city
blocks. Although arising from entirely different starting points,
some parallels can perhaps be drawn between this strategy and
the Barcelona Superblock concept for traffic management.
A detailed environmental strategy has also been developed.
Central to this is the use of a carbon accounting system to assess
combined energy, transport, and construction-related emissions
to give an overview of the impact of the project as a totality. Strict
security requirements mean that car use will be dramatically
reduced. It is anticipated there will be nearly 6,000 people
working in the Government Quarter on completion. There will be
no staff car parking spaces but 2,000 cycle parking spaces will
be provided, primarily in dedicated underground facilities.
THE MAStERPLAN PROCESS
The Government Quarter is arguably one of the most complex
urban masterplan process ever undertaken in Norway. Nonetheless, it has mainly made use of the standard tools and procedures
typically employed in large urban masterplan processes in
Norway. The major exception is that, rather than the City of Oslo
acting as planning authority, it was decided to undertake the
plan as a State Masterplan whereby the government itself effectively acts as both applicant and planning authority, a process
rarely used in Norway. This decision was made via an act of parliament under the previous Labour government. Key ambitions
for the masterplan were, amongst others, a requirement for
open and inviting public spaces, high environmental standards
and - perhaps most critically for the plan itself – an increase in
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office space to allow for more government
departments to be co-located on the same
site to improve communication and crossdepartmental working.
An options appraisal carried out in
2013 examined a number of different
alternatives for demolition, refurbishment and new-built office space. This
process resulted in the adoption of
Concept East, entailing the retention of
the high-block, demolition of Y-block and
the concentration of new construction to
the east of the high-block. Further input
was provided through a parallel process in
which six international teams (including
Bjarke Ingels from Denmark and MVRDV
architects from the Netherlands) explored
a range of different design approaches to
test out alternative concepts and provide
input into the masterplan process. A
separate ideas competition was also
initiated by an Oslo-based independent
architecture gallery and attracted a wide
range of submissions.
A multidisciplinary team led by
Nordic Office of Architecture was selected
to develop a more detailed masterplan,
based upon the Concept East option.
This masterplan builds upon the existing
city block structure and aims to increase
connectivity with the surrounding urban
fabric. It proposes replacing Y-block with
one new building and a new public park
over the ring road. Following government
approval of the masterplan in 2017, seven
teams were selected through a further
prequalification process to develop more
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resolved when developing a masterplan
for a site that constitutes a large part of
the physical structure and public realm in
the centre of a modern capital city. Added
to this are both the powerful symbolism
and important practical function that
the Government Quarter has as the main
apparatus of Norwegian government.
One of the ambitions for the recent design
competition was for ‘a robust design
concept that would allow for change and
modification’. In Scandinavian design
competitions, the identity of the design
teams is normally kept strictly anonymous. Each team therefore selects a name
to identify their entry during the anonymous competition process, but also to
function as a motto for their project. The
motto for the winning design was Adapt.
Following the 2017 General Election, the
Norwegian Liberal party entered into a
coalition led by the Conservative Prime
Minister, Erna Solberg. The coalition
agreement for this new government states
that the government will now consider
reducing the scale of the project and phasing reconstruction over a longer period of
time. The debate continues.

4

detailed proposals in a major design competition. The competition focussed primarily upon the form, scale and organisation
of the new offices, as well as public realm, environmental and
landscape design concepts. The competition was won by the
team who developed the masterplan.
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS
A separate masterplan process was developed in connection
with reconstructing the youth camp on the island of Utøya, and
the extended facilities were reopened last year. Many of the
issues related to dealing with the memory and physical scars
of the attack are directly comparable. The parallel process at
Utøya acts as an obvious, but nonetheless very direct, illustration of the vastly more complex design issues that need to be

•

4 The winning entry
from the architecture
competition. Image by
Statsbygg/Team URBIS

Paul Woodville, architect and masterplanner,
HRTB Arkitekter Oslo, guest lecturer and
external examiner, Faculty of Architecture,
NTNU (Norwegian University of Science and
Technology) and University of Oslo

Managing Land and
Property in Post Conflict
Somaliland
Musyimi Mbathi reports on the use of GIS to establish new
structures

T

1
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he long protracted war and civil
unrest in the Somalia region
resulted in the loss of human life,
destruction of property, displacement of
communities and, equally important, the
disruption of socio-economic and governance structures such as land tenure and
livelihoods. During the years of struggle
and civil strife, the cities of Somaliland,
including Hargeisa, were bombed and
thousands of residents displaced and
forced into exile. With the collapse of
state institutions, war and famine, the
region was torn apart by clan-based
warfare: factions plundered the remnants
of the state and fought for control of rural
and urban assets. An estimated three
million people fled the country or were
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3

4	Automating property tax billing based
on the tax rates defined by the council.
This was done using a simple computer
programme that could pick the field
values from each taxable property to
calculate the payable tax for each unit.
The results of tax calculations were
then produced and printed in the form
of a report for each property unit. This
process took three months to complete
(UN-Habitat, 2010).

internally displaced. In the midst of drought, the destruction
of social and economic infrastructure, asset stripping, ‘clancleansing’ and the disruption of food supplies, caused a famine
in which an estimated 250,000 people died. Those who suffered
most came from the politically marginalised and poorly armed
agro-pastoral communities in the south, who endured waves of
invasions from the better-armed militia from the major clans
(Bradbury and Healy, 2011).
A multi-national and multi-agency initiative, led by
the United Nations, was tasked with implementing a Joint
Programme on Local Governance and Decentralized Service
Delivery (JPLG) in Somalia. Its objective was to ensure that civic
systems, land tenure and access by communities to basic urban
services through local government, were re-established. The
initiative was responsible for developing the re-establishment
of municipal finance, participatory urban land management and
planning, land governance, solid and biomedical waste management, and local governance and the capacity building. Since
2004 UN-Habitat has continued to work with municipal governments and communities to build the capacity of local leaders
and governments to improve land management, land dispute
resolution system, updating the cadastre system (or real estate
register), and improving property tax collection.
APPROACH
Observations and interviews were conducted with the help of
local residents and UN-HABITAT employed staff and experts.
The observational research approach involved observing ongoing behaviour and activities within Hargeisa in the implementation of a GIS-based platform to address land and other related
urban planning challenges.
In the case of Hargeisa, recent improvements in GIS technology and remote-sensing have made it possible to acquire
accurate and cost-effective data for the built-up urban areas and
surroundings. This technology can acquire, store, manage and
manipulate large amounts of data, making it suitable for citywide property surveying and mapping. With the advent of highresolution satellite sensors in the last decade, urban monitoring
approaches allow a higher thematic and geometric level.
The approach to developing the GIS-based platform in
Hargeisa involved several steps:
1	The creation of a base map which was used to identify and
draw the outlines of all the individual buildings in the city,
including buuls (huts made of sticks, metal and cloth)
2	Collection of property data through a property survey by
surveyors and young people, who were recruited from local
communities and trained in GIS data collection and validation
3	Assigning property codes and boundaries to enable a unique
code to be given to each property within each neighbourhood
and sub-neighbourhood, and

1 Buuls (informal
structures) in Hargeisa
2–3 Satellite images
showing structures
marked as polygons
and informal
settlements marked as
red dots, and the data
collected

THE SETTING, ACTORS AND GIS
INTEGRATION
The project has illustrated how a GIS
property survey to facilitate property
taxation can be done rapidly and cost
effectively, allowing local governments
to raise revenue that can be invested in
urgently needed public works and services (UN-Habitat 2009). It is important
that people participate in decisions to
develop consensus building and to make
a land management project the people’s
own process. It is also crucial to identify
and involve other stakeholders, such
as local authorities and others tiers of
government, as well as industry and
private investors. Some components of
land information system development are
highly technical and require specialised
skills, hence the intervention or support
of external actors is inevitable. The
development of the Hargeisa GIS had
the support and inputs of various actors,
locally and internationally.
There were three main bodies, groups
of actors or stakeholders that played a
crucial role in the establishment of the
Hargeisa GIS-supported land regularisation and governance project. The residents of Hargeisa comprising returnees,
internally displaced persons and residents living within formal and recognised
settings were key. Without their support,
the project, including the personnel,
would not be able to collect relevant data
or occupier and ownership details.
The Hargeisa local government was
the project host, recipient and key client.
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improved accountability, transparency,
and financial reporting and efficiency
of the relevant departments. As a result,
revenue collection and property taxation
has significantly improved in most of the
local governments where the system has
been installed.
The involvement of the community
and elected leaders in the mapping
process led to project acceptability and
ensured support. From a social perspective, projects that integrate community
participation and involvement are likely
to achieve sustainable outcomes. Furthermore, citizen participation can generate
trust, credibility and commitment regarding the implementation of policies, and
potentially empower communities. The
involvement of the community in this process ensured that all interests were taken
into account including those of landless
residents living within informal settings.
The process of safeguarding the rights of
the landless or illegal settlers empowered
these residents to become responsible
citizens and to have confidence in their
local leadership.
Allowing people to determine the
course of action for their own development ensures the people’s democratic
right to a secure place to live. Community
and local government collaboration was
enhanced during and after the process of
development of the GIS-based property
database. From the vantage point of
having a quality spatial dataset, better assessment of the community and
identiﬁcation of community issues could
be accomplished. In the case of Hargeisa,
land ownership wrangles were able to
be resolved and the rightful owners
identified.

4

The new system was to be hosted and maintained within the
municipality and would be used to serve numerous purposes
such as property registration, taxation and urban planning
development control functions.
International organisations were key actors in the project:
UN-Habitat and UNDP played leading roles in mobilising funds
and experts to support the implementation of the project.
The UN agencies have been active in the Somali urban sector
since the late 1990s. Others supporting the urban sector programmes in Hargeisa included the United Nations Association
of Somalia, the International Labour Organization, the World
Food Programme and UNICEF. The consortium focused primarily on improving municipal governance, including legal and
institutional reforms, urban management, municipal ﬁnance,
the delivery of basic services and local economic development,
and capacity building elements (UN-Habitat, 2009). The role
of international actors in post conflict interventions is crucial
given the heavy investment requirements and complex technical
know-how and skills needed, which may not always be available
in the current settings.

•

Musyimi Mbathi, Lecturer, University of
Nairobi
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GIS-BASED PLATFORM
The Hargeisa GIS platform was initially developed to support the
cadastre and land tax revenue management tasks. Most urban
planning and land tenure support programmes rely on accurate
information about land. The data included land use, ownership,
tenure, service levels, value and development potential. The lack
of accurate and spatially referenced land use data in Hargeisa
made it difficult for the partners and local authorities to build a
reliable land management system.
THE LESSONS
One important outcome of the GIS-based mapping in Hargeisa
was the development of a land and property database which had
been destroyed during the civil war. The database contained
ownership details and appropriate taxation and rate levels. The
satellite image used by the experts provided a base map and was
a cost-effective approach, as opposed to the use of conventional
field survey methods to collect property and attribute data. The
base map has also been used to identify sites for urban development and the relocation of informal settlements within Hargeisa
and environs (UN-Habitat, 2009, 2012).
The updated property database enabled the Hargeisa city
local authority to improve revenue collection and management. The use of automated accounting and billing systems
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4 Permanent buildings
in Hargeisa
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was dire, and local and international
designers alike got involved.
The resulting reconstruction in Beirut
and Sarajevo contains several elements
that from a design point of view are, at
first glance at least, a success. In Sarajevo,
the painstaking restoration of destroyed
mosques or the National Library demonstrate the goal to reconstruct the city
and move on. Yet, pockmarked façades
still remain in residential quarters.
Furthermore, reconstruction took a
long time and at times remained just a
physical restoration, and not functional;
the National Library reopened after a 22
year-long reconstruction project, with
many interruptions and is still empty.
In Beirut, the reconstructed city centre
seemingly abounds in heritage buildings,
which provide the historic character of
a Beirut once known as the ‘Paris of the
Middle East’. The concern to attain high
standards of public space design is very
noticeable. Yet significant parts of it
stand empty. Moreover, the ‘heritage’ is
in fact built from scratch, as the remaining historic buildings that survived the
war were demolished to make way for
homogenous reconstruction projects,
which enraged heritage specialists at the
time. A lot of these shortcomings have to
deal with the political system of the postwar framework and the economic model
of reconstruction; understanding the
context of rebuilding is imperative.

1

Beirut and Sarajevo:
Urban Design
and Post-war
Reconciliation
Gruia Badescu compares approaches and
outcomes used in the two cities

I

n the aftermath of war, cities witness destroyed built environments and traumatised populations, facing the challenges
of urban reconstruction and dealing with the past, which
includes post-war reconciliation. A question for urban designers working in such situations is to what extent can their work
bridge the two – can urban post-war reconstruction contribute
to reconciliation? Looking at cities like Beirut and Sarajevo
gives us insights on how architecture and urban design can be
used and abused, and how they play a role in conflict and its
transformation.
Beirut and Sarajevo are poster cities for diversity and, more
recently, violent conflict and reconstruction. For centuries, they
hosted populations belonging to different creeds, Christians,
Muslims and Jews alike. Living side-by-side in multi-layered
urban environments and shaped by centuries of Ottoman rule,
urban reconfigurations were carried out under the Habsburgs in
Sarajevo and the French Mandate in Beirut, and then the brash
20th century modernism of Socialist Yugoslavia and burgeoning
independent Lebanon. Yet the Lebanese Civil War (1975-1990),
the 2006 bombardment of South Beirut by Israeli forces, and the
1992-1995 war in Bosnia took their toll on the two cities. Central
Beirut was reduced to rubble. In Sarajevo, more than 65 per cent
of building stock was destroyed by Bosnian Serb shelling, which
included shooting at religious buildings and cultural institutions
such as museums and the emblematic National Library. Out of
fear of militias and paramilitaries, the mixed populations segregated, and so by the end of the wars, the need for reconstruction

1 The Mohamed AlAmin mosque in Beirut
and the unfinished
Martyrs Square
reconstruction, in
the rebuilt centre by
Solidere

Faces of the state
In Lebanon, the Ta’if accords (1989)
favoured the reintegration of Lebanon,
giving various functions to representatives from sectarian groups. The reconstruction of downtown Beirut under the
regime of Prime Minister Rafik Hariri
was described as an effort to stitch back
the city and bring Beirut to the forefront
of the Middle East. Hariri emphasized
the need to both provide a cutting-edge
contemporary business quarter, as well
as to restore the historic centre that
would out-do the newness of Dubai, its
main contender, with Beirut’s sense of
history and identity as an ancient city of
the future. The Lebanese Company for the
Development and Reconstruction of the
Beirut Central District (Solidere), established in 1994 as a joint-stock company,
was given important powers through
ad hoc legislation to turn property
rights into shares, design an ambitious
masterplan, and build this project of
as a matter national importance. While
opposition has been vocal - particularly
on ownership rights and the destruction
of remaining buildings, the Beirut Central
District highlighted political and business
ambition.
While for Beirut the reconstruction
of the city centre became a matter of
national significance, there was no singular plan for the reconstruction of Sarajevo,
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Funding and investment
has been often criticised
for bringing agendas that
were deemed foreign

2

but a piecemeal approach that mirrored a different post-war
arrangement, one of multiple, competing administration levels
and a separation between two political entities roughly associated with ethnic groups. The entity boundary between the majority Bosnian Muslim (Bosniak) and Bosnian Croat Federation, and
a Bosnian-Serb dominated Republika Srpska (RS) ran around
the periphery of Sarajevo. From an integrated city before the
war, demographically and in terms of administration, post-war
Sarajevo consists of two cities – Sarajevo (in the Federation) and
East Sarajevo (in RS), each consisting of multiple municipalities
with planning powers, different agendas and funding schemes,
and little co-operation over reconstruction.
Identity markers and invisible walls
War and the peace agreement created two Sarajevos. In East
Sarajevo, urban design plans aimed to consolidate the new city
by replicating various functions in the other Sarajevo: residential
blocks, pedestrian areas in a new centre, and cultural facilities.
While the crossing between the two Sarajevos is unmarked,
urban design projects refocused public space around identity
markers, particularly religious buildings. Close to the entity
border, such a project in East Sarajevo includes the configuration
of a key public space around a previously peripheral Orthodox
church, which through the redesign of alleys becomes the centrepiece of the new neighbourhood, with an open-air chessboard
replicating the one in Sarajevo’s old town Liberation Square
and an indicator of sociability in public space. In Federation
Sarajevo, new mosques and Catholic churches reveal the postwar ethnic majorities. They emerged particularly in socialist-era
neighbourhoods which lacked religious buildings, but which are
now criticised by those who point out that their erection today
is done at the expense of the already-scarce public space. This
reordering of public space design around religious buildings, as
well as around memorials to the victimhood or heroism of one
group (e.g. the Mothers’ memorial in Dobrinja), brings in a sense
of appropriation of areas by separate identity politics and the
emergence of invisible walls.
In Beirut, such invisible walls remain between areas having
faced residential segregation during the war, but these are
increased by social exclusion. The reconstruction of the centre
was hailed as a project for all Lebanese, and included the restoration of religious structures for all groups. Nevertheless, a new
mosque, built under the initiative of Hariri, imposing in its size
on Beirut’s main square, faces the Christian quarter and reads as
a display of Sunni power by some inhabitants. While the Beirut
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2 Dobrinja’s Friendship
Park in Sarajevo, a
sculpture dedicated to
Bosnian Muslims and
Azeris
3 The National Library,
Sarajevo, originally
built as the Habsburg
City Hall burned in
1992 and reopened
in 2014

Central District was a project of national
importance, the Beirut periphery, however, saw very little state attention, with
haphazard reconstruction, at times done
by militant organisations which stepped
in when the state failed to appear. Sectarian segregation during the war led to the
emergence of busy urban nodes, leading
to a multimodal city, yet the city is still
determined to some extent by group background. In contrast, the highly designed
Beirut city centre might have a been a
project to symbolise a reborn, united
Lebanon, but appeared to many Beirutis
as an elite business project, far from the
unmet needs of the city. At the edges of
the quarter, soldiers guard the entrance
and at times check incomers, creating a
sense of separation between the city and
its centre, deterring those who don’t feel
they belong in this exclusive quarter. The
city seems severed from its downtown,
and as years have passed, the core of the
central area has become empty, the restaurants have closed. The large, expensive
apartments bought mostly by wealthy
foreigners are rarely used, and Beirut
city centre, with the exception of a few
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shopping streets (the former Beirut souqs, rebuilt as an outdoor
shopping mall), has become an isolated island, a centre that is
cut off from its population by a socio-economic invisible wall.
Ruins and erasures
At the end of the war in Sarajevo, American architect Lebbeus
Woods suggested that ruined buildings should be reconstructed
only partially and that the city should show its scars so that
future generations perpetually question the conflict. Reactions
in Sarajevo were unenthusiastic. Throughout the war, architects
and planners have documented the destruction in shock. Some
discussed possible changes, many wanted to recover the city as it
was. Seeing ruins every day would be a torment for the traumatised population, they argued. Reconstruction efforts repaired
the damage, historic buildings have been restored, while many
socialist-era structures have been revamped in a generic steel
and glass frame, erasing the traces of the Yugoslav project
through their makeovers.
Ruins endure in Beirut. South of the immaculate Solidere
project, they still mark the street that once served as the
frontline between a generally Christian East Beirut and Muslim
West Beirut. They remind us of an incomplete approach as well
as a lack of care for modernist projects - such as the famous Egg
structure - in comparison to the historicist heritage recomposed
in the Central District. As in Sarajevo, modernist ruins and erasures contrast with a care for commodified heritage, while centre
and periphery clash.

4

professionals; decisions taken in post-war
situations have the potential to alienate
certain users. Such contexts require a
thorough research of the history and
social meanings of places and practices
by certain groups, which implies the need
to engage with expert knowledge and to
collaborate – with some critical reflection
by local actors.

Voices of diversity
In Beirut, a Garden of Forgiveness project uses archaeological
findings and the landscaping of ruins to create a reflective space
for the Lebanese on the shared layers of history. In Sarajevo, several designers, like Studio Non Stop, or Amir Vuk Zec highlight
the importance of recovering a sense of the old Bosnian melting
pot, the mix of cultures and creeds that made up Sarajevo.
Challenges remain on how to include newer voices, such as the
significant number of internally displaced people, many of rural
origin, and often discriminated against by a Sarajevo’s population that found its urbanity under siege from villagers during the
war. Even more than in Sarajevo, incomers to the city have been
vilified as a source of ongoing tension and conflict, particularly
the impoverished Shia and the Palestinian refugees in urban
camps. A central challenge of reconstruction is how to restore
a sense of place for both pre-war locals and displaced people in
the city.
Designing from afar
International involvement in reconstruction, through funding
or design, has been contentious in both cities. In Sarajevo,
many of the reconstruction projects, while funded from abroad,
were designed and executed by local firms. Yet funding and
investment has been often criticised for bringing agendas that
were deemed foreign to Bosnia: Saudi-funded restorations that
whitewashed decorated mosques or shopping malls which ban
alcohol in a country with a more liberal approach to drinking.
In Beirut, on the other hand, while the return of international
capital has been welcomed, local designers and grass roots
initiatives felt overlooked and marginalised. As the Solidere-led
reconstruction was a prestige project for Beirut, international
firms of architects and urban design were called in, leading to
local disgruntlement.
This triggers a broader question of ownership and the
ethics of involvement in post-war situations; reconstruction is
also process of strengthening weakened local institutions and
professions. On the one hand, local actors could be mired in
disputes that continue the logic of war and do not lead to societal
reconciliation, and external actors could be seen as somehow
neutral and enhancing reconstruction. On the other hand, a
quick design fix from afar is misplaced, as the need to understand local context is a great challenge for many international

Reflecting on design
implications
In reconstructed Beirut and Sarajevo,
urban design is political. Of course,
design can be seen under a political lens
in all cities, but in cities in conflict, urban
design functions are both the effect of the
political framework that was shaped after
conflict, and an arena of ongoing conflict
itself. Even as peace deals get signed, conflict does not end, it morphs in different
ways. The experience of Sarajevo and Beirut shows us the importance for designers
of considering the possible implications
of actions in terms of supporting divisions and seeds of tension. Urban design
in post-war situations is no easy task, and
a design as usual approach is not enough,
as hasty decisions can sustain conflict
bypassing deeper, socio-political issues.
It is not that design can or cannot lead to
reconciliation - which is undoubtedly the
work of socio-political processes - but
design interventions can play a role in
generating conflict or keeping wounds
open.

•

Gruia Badescu, Research Associate, School
of Geography, University of Oxford Centre for
Urban Conflicts Research
4 Solidere, a rebuilt
streetscape in Beirut
Central District
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The Robust City
Tony Hall, Routledge, 2015, £34.99,
ISBN 978-1-13863140-3
Urban designers who are planning green suburbia will find a lot of resonance in this book.
They will welcome the review of garden city
approaches (all the classics texts are here Howard, Unwin, Cullen, British New Towns,
Bentley et al), urban design manuals (Essex
and CABE design guides), and American New
Urbanism.
Others may be puzzled by the rather simplistic proposal of abstract urban geometry
for city growth. The premise is that urban
physical form is more durable than anything
else in cities and should therefore take priority. In our times of discredited top down
planning that may be difficult to enforce.
The spatial urban components proposed by
the author and called ‘ped-sheds’, an unfortunate term in his own judgement, are
mainly used for housing. Instead of a green
belt to contain the city, the ped-sheds are
separated by open spaces which accommodate fast-moving transport, together
with other little specified urban functions,
such as utilities and public services. For a
city design which claims to be sustainable,
unrestricted private car use seems an anathema and a clear hindrance to the ambitious
and unrealistic proposed public transport
infrastructure.
The main arguments for this concentrically symmetric low-rise urban form resemble
an array of contradictory paradoxes, among
them: planning methods based on drastic
controls and prescriptive codes vs. flexibility;
indefinite growth of 'beads of ped-sheds' vs.
the compact city concept; vast green wedges
between each bead of ped-sheds vs. prudent
resource use (land in particular); the unrestricted use of the private car on radial spikes
of motorways, which cross even the city centre (a geometric impossibility without severe
congestion) vs. sustainable mobility; road
access to all dwellings (akin to Milton Keynes)
vs. walking distances to schools and amenities; free street car parking (incidentally, no

drawing shows the place of either moving or
static cars) vs. green aesthetics and active
street frontage.
The un-built wedges are conceived to
receive future infrastructure – considered efficient retrofitting, including motorways and
ped-sheds for park and ride, logistics, health
establishments and the like, all the same size
and scale as the housing ped-sheds, regardless of function. There is no mention of waste
disposal, energy generation, or other essential urban services which usually infringe a
sustainable urban ecological footprint. Site
specific urban geography and morphology
or orientation play no part in this approach.
An underlying assumption seems to be that
all urban dwellers adopt the same values regarding quality of life. Overall this city model
resembles US and Australian suburbia and
English provincial cities minus their green
belts. This may have to do with the author's
own experiences as a child in suburban
South London, as planner in Colchester and
an academic in Australia.

•

Judith Ryser

Cities in Time, Temporary
Urbanism and the Future of
the City
Ali Madanipour, Bloomsbury, 2017,
£21.99, ISBN 978-1-474-22071-2
Discussions about temporary urbanism have
been increasingly prominent in recent years,
both in the academic literature and in practice, with an accompanying jargon to match:
meanwhile, guerrilla, tactical, DIY, pop-ups,
and, of course, temporary. Whilst these
terms and others refer to a range of different
activities (most of which are far from new),
what they all have in common is that they are
impermanent or ephemeral in nature and are
often designed to challenge our perceptions
of place, and how we use it.
Reflecting this upsurge in attention,
Cities in Time focuses on placing these
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movements (or more specifically their characteristic and constituent qualities) within
a theoretical setting. Given the increasing
complexity of these trends and the debates
that follow them, this is a contribution to the
literature that is both sorely needed and very
welcome.
The theoretical framework that Ali Madanipour chooses for the range of temporary
urbanisms is deceptively simple, but in turn
hides a depth of analysis that is characteristic of the author’s work. In doing so it draws
on philosophical discussions, a political
economy perspective and the cultural analysis of the constituent processes, all boiled
down into a three part framework reflecting
different forms of temporality:
1	
Instrumental: ‘characterized by a utilitarian approach to time, accelerating quantified time for higher productivity and
profitability’
2	
Existential: reflecting an ‘intuitive understanding of temporality, the materiality of
the city which mediates this temporality,
and the vulnerability and precariousness
of the social and natural worlds in the face
of globalisation’, and
3	
Experimental: ‘drawing on events as
spaces of questioning, experimenting and
innovating’ to give a view of the future.
In each section of two chapters, the meaning
given to time is quite different, and how this
manifests itself spatially in the temporary
city is explored. Fundamentally, however,
whilst much of the resulting temporary urbanism may be impermanent, this is not necessarily the case as regards its impact and
ambition, which may instead be longer term
and more ambitious; for example, to build
social capacity within a particular setting.
Moreover, whilst we may often associate the temporariness with fashionable
and fun trends, such as pop-up shops and
guerrilla gardening, not all such matters are
quite so fun. Madanipour reminds us that we
need also to consider the sorts of precarious
temporary impacts that stem from natural disasters, homelessness, wars, informal
housing and so on. For Madanipour, this
‘ambivalence… reveals the necessity of context-specific understanding and evaluation of
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any [temporary] event’.
This book is not an easy read, but for
those who persevere, it reveals a wealth of
new and important insights into a significant
global trend. If you like a bit of theory with
your urbanism, this is the book for you.

•

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

FutuREstorative:
Working Towards a New
Sustainability
Martin Brown, RIBA Publishing, 2016,
£35.00, ISBN 978-1-859-46630-8
This book aims to provoke a new way of
thinking among those involved in design and
development. FutuREstorative is about our
relationship with nature and how this translates into our understanding and ‘sustainable
design’.
Brown has brought together thinkers
and practitioners linked to the Living Building Challenge, and they advocate not just
sustainable development or limiting our
environmental impact, but a restorative approach, working with nature and making a
positive contribution. It is a well argued,
hard-hitting and ambitious philosophy.
The book is accessible and thought-provoking, avoiding the trap of previous ‘deep
green’ texts, and whilst some points are repeated, their importance warrants this. Each
section is well balanced between prose, diagrams, case studies and quotes.
One of the most useful sections sets out
the principles of the restorative approach
alongside checklists of existing standards
such as BREAM and the Well Standard. It is
here that the value of its holistic approach to
designers becomes clear. It offers principles
which value place-making and beauty alongside environmental aspects, making the links
crystal clear. If its themes, and the thinking
behind them, were adopted by planners and

designers, it could mark an important shift
in how sustainability informs planning and
design.
Whilst this book will not give you all
the answers, it will change how you think
about the problem. In putting forward the
restorative approach, Martin Brown draws
together all the buzz words and current
strands of thinking into a robust framework,
from the future of zero-carbon, Passivhaus,
well-being and the circular economy, right
through to building information modelling or
BIM, social media and the fourth industrial
revolution. In doing so, he has created a onestop-shop for ambitious policy makers.
Brown and his contributors’ aim is to
‘inform and change the conversation, reframe the debate, and advocate for a radical
change in direction for built environment
sustainability’. This book marks an important
milestone in doing that..

•

Jane Manning, Director, Allies and Morrison
Urban Practitioners

The Language of Cities
Deyan Sudjic, Allen Lane, 2016, £25,
ISBN 978-0241188040, paperback
£9.99, ISBN 978-0141980591
The title of this book tells us very little of
its content, and most of the chapters have
misleading titles with the first one, What is
a City, being the exception. This however is
not necessarily a criticism of the text, which
is highly readable, interesting and rich in
tit-bits of sometimes surprising information.
Giving it a title must have been difficult as is
categorising, summarising or reviewing it. It
is as if the author set out all of his thoughts
about cities, their history, politics, transformation, and decline, as well as what other
authors thought about them, what particular
personalities did to them, and how crowds
affect them.
In the first chapter, Sudjic covers a wide
panorama in trying to define what a city is.
Unsurprisingly he finds it difficult as size,

administration, statistics, origins, geography and complexity are all only part of the
answer. In one of the later chapters, Silicon
Valley is assimilated to a city, confirming
that an overall definition that will encompass it, and Mumbai, Oxford and Dubai will
be difficult. In the meantime this chapter is
packed with interesting information. And
so it continues covering diverse places from
Chechnya’s capital Grozny to Istanbul, from
Moscow to Berlin, from Brasilia to Milton
Keynes, and many more. But the approach,
part history, part journalism, part philosophical speculation, is unconventional.
For instance the chapter on How to make a
city is about naming and changing names,
building and demolishing monuments, in
other words symbolic elements, but then
also about how to populate and develop a
city, brand it and advertise it; then, in one
of the few pages that use urban designers’
language, permeability and legibility (here
called navigation) are discussed, even then
in most original ways.
Whole sections of the book are given to
specific places and specific schemes: the
story of Canary Wharf in its political context
and its impact are described in fascinating
detail, particularly as Sudjic does not mince
his words; other examples are Shanghai ‘s
development from 1990, and Moscow under
the oligarchs. The roles of specific personalities in influencing the destinies of their cities
is shown, often with negative results. Equally
the impact of technological change is shown
in unexpected ways.
The author wrote this book near Siena
and refers to the city’s famous 14th century
fresco displayed in its town hall, The Allegory
of Good and Bad Government, which had a
strong effect on him and guided his thoughts
about cities. The result is not an urban
design handbook and the text won’t have
immediate application to our professional
activities. However, I would highly recommend it as a stimulating series of reflections
about what we are dealing with, this highly
complex and elusive thing we call the city.

•

Sebastian Loew, architect and planner, writer
and consultant
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Practice
Index
The following practices and urban
design courses are members
of the Urban Design Group.
Please see the UDG’s website
www.urbandesigndirectory.com for
more details.
Those wishing to be included in
future issues should contact the
UDG
70 Cowcross Street
London EC1M 6EJ
T	020 7250 0892
C Robert Huxford
E	administration@udg.org.uk
W	www.udg.org.uk

ADAM Urbanism

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

AECOM

Aldgate Tower, 2 Leman Street
London E1 8FA
T 020 7798 5137
C Ben Castell
E ben.castell@aecom.com
W www.aecom.com

Alan Baxter

75 Cowcross Street
London EC1M 6EL
T	020 7250 1555
C	Alan Baxter
E	abaxter@alanbaxter.co.uk
W	www.alanbaxter.co.uk

An engineering and urban design
practice. Particularly concerned with
the thoughtful integration of buildings,
infrastructure and movement, and the
creation of places.

Albonico Sack Metacity
Architects & Urban Designers
PO Box 95387
Grant Park
Johannesburg
02051 South Africa
T	+27 11 492 0633
C	Monica Albonico
E	monica@albosack.co.za
W	www.asmarch.com

A multi-disciplinary practice specialising
in large scale, green field, urban
regeneration and upgrading strategies,
as well as residential, special and
educational projects.

Allen Pyke Associates

The Factory 2 Acre Road
Kingston-upon-Thames KT2 6EF
T	020 8549 3434
C	David Allen
E	design@allenpyke.co.uk
W	www.allenpyke.co.uk

Allies & Morrison:
Urban Practitioners

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

Andrew Martin Planning
Town Mill, Mill Lane, Stebbing,
Dunmow, Essex CM6 35N
T 01971 855855
C Andrew Martin
E andrew@am-plan.com
W www.am-plan.com

Independent planning, urban design
and development consultancy. Advises
public and private sector clients on
strategic site promotion, development
planning and management, planning
appeals, masterplanning and community
engagement.

Applied Wayfinding

3rd floor, 22 Stukeley Street
London WC2B 5LR
T 020 7017 8488
C Richard Simon
E info@appliedwayfinding.com
W www.appliedwayfinding.com

Applied Wayfinding is an international
design consultancy with expertise in
designing legible systems for complex
environments. Applied’s approach
and methods have evolved from many
years of experience in developing
world-class wayfinding schemes for
cities, campuses, parks, mixed use
developments and internal spaces.

arc

Engravers House, 35 Wick Road,
Teddington, Middx TW11 9DN
T 020 3538 8980
C	Katy Neaves / Vanessa Ross
E k.neaves@ arcldp.co.uk
W www.arcldp.co.uk

Arc Landscape Design and Planning
Ltd is a consultancy specialising in
landscape and public realm design;
urban design and landscape led master
planning; and, landscape/townscape
assessment

AREA

Grange, Linlithgow
West Lothian EH49 7RH
T	01506 843247
C	Karen Cadell/ Julia Neil
E	ask@area.uk.com
W	www.area.uk.com

Making places imaginatively to deliver
the successful, sustainable and humane
environments of the future.

Arnold Linden

Chartered Architect
31 Waterlow Court, Heath Close
Hampstead Way
London NW11 7DT
T 020 8455 9286
C	Arnold Linden

Integrated regeneration through the
participation in the creative process of
the community and the public at large, of
streets, buildings and places.

Innovative, responsive, committed,
competitive, process. Priorities: people,
spaces, movement, culture. Places:
regenerate, infill, extend create.
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ASH SAKULA ARCHITECTS

5 Hatton Wall, London, EC1N 8HX
T 020 7831 0195
C Cany Ash
E info@ashsak.com
W www.ashsak.com

Ash Sakula is an architectural
partnership with projects spanning
housing and mixed use developments,
cultural and educational buildings,
masterplanning and urban design.

Assael Architecture

Studio 13, 50 Carnwath Road
London SW6 3FG
T	020 7736 7744
C	Russell Pedley
E	pedley@assael.co.uk
W	www.assael.co.uk

Architects and urban designers covering
mixed use, hotel, leisure and residential,
including urban frameworks and
masterplanning projects.

Baca Architects

Unit 1, 199 Long Lane
London SE1 4PN
T	020 7397 5620
C	Richard Coutts
E	enquiries@baca.uk.com
W	www.baca.uk.com

Award-winning architects with 100 per
cent planning success. Baca Architects
have established a core specialism in
waterfront and water architecture.

Barton Willmore Partnership

READING
The Blade, Abbey Square
Reading RG1 3BE
T	0118 943 0000
C	James de Havilland, Nick Sweet and
Dominic Scott
MANCHEStER
Tower 12, 18/22 Bridge Street
Spinningfields
Manchester M3 3BZ
T 0161 817 4900
C Dan Mitchell
E	masterplanning@bartonwillmore.
co.uk
W www.bartonwillmore.co.uk
Concept through to implementation on
complex sites, comprehensive design
guides, urban regeneration, brownfield
sites, and major urban expansions.

be1 Architects

5 Abbey Court, Fraser Road
Priory Business Park
Bedford MK44 3WH
T	01234 261266
C	Ny Moughal
E ny.moughal@be-1.co.uk
W	www.be1architects.co.uk

be1 is a practice of creative and
experienced architects, designers,
masterplanners, visualisers and
technicians. We are skilled in the
design and delivery of masterplanning,
architectural and urban design projects
and are committed to designing the
appropriate solution for all of our
projects.

The Bell Cornwell
Partnership

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

Bidwells

Bidwell House, Trumpington Road
Cambridge CB2 9LD
T 01223 559800
M 07500 782001
C	Johnny Clayton
E	Johnny.clayton@bidwells.co.uk
W www.bidwells.co.uk
Planning, Landscape and Urban
Design consultancy, specialising
in Masterplanning, Townscape
Assessment, Landscape and Visual
Impact Assessment.

Boyer

24 Southwark Bridge Road
London SE1 9HF
T	020 3268 2018
C	Ananya Banerjee
ananyabanerjee@boyerplanning.co.uk
W	www.boyerplanning.co.uk

Offices in Bristol, Cardiff, Colchester,
London and Wokingham.
Planning and urban design consultants
offering a wide range of services
to support sites throughout the
development process. We believe in
shaping places through responsive
design.

BOYLE + SUMMERS

Canute Chambers
Canute Road
Southampton S014 3AB
T 02380 63 1432/ 07824 698033
C Richard Summers
E Richard@boyleandsummers.co.uk
W www.boyleandsummers.co.uk

Space-shapers, place-makers,
street designers and development
promoters. Value generators, team
workers and site finders. Strategists,
pragmatists, specialists and generalists.
Visioneers, urbanists, architects and
masterplanners.

Building Design Partnership
16 Brewhouse Yard, Clerkenwell,
London EC1V 4LJ
T 020 7812 8000
C Andrew Tindsley
E andrew.tindsley@bdp.com
W www.bdp.co.uk

BDP offers town planning,
Masterplanning, urban design,
landscape, regeneration and
sustainability studies, and has teams
based in London, Manchester and
Belfast.

Broadway Malyan

3 Weybridge Business Park
Addlestone Road, Weybridge,
Surrey KT15 2BW
T 01932 845599
C	Jeff Nottage
E j.nottage@broadwaymalyan.com
W www.broadwaymalyan.com

We are an international interdisciplinary
practice which believes in the value of
placemaking-led masterplans that are
rooted in local context.

Brock Carmichael Architects
19 Old Hall Street, Liverpool L3 9JQ
T	0151 242 6222
C	Michael Cosser
E	office@brockcarmichael.co.uk

Masterplans and development briefs.
Mixed use and brownfield regeneration
projects. Design in historic and sensitive
settings. Integrated landscape design.
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Burns + Nice

70 Cowcross Street, London EC1M 6EJ
T	020 7253 0808
C	Marie Burns/ Stephen Nice
E	bn@burnsnice.com
W	www.burnsnice.com
Urban design, landscape architecture,
environmental and transport planning.
Masterplanning, design and public
consultation for community-led work.

Chapman Taylor LLP

10 Eastbourne Terrace,
London W2 6LG
T	020 7371 3000
E	ctlondon@chapmantaylor.com
W	www.chapmantaylor.com
MANCHEStER
Bass Warehouse, 4 Castle Street
Castlefield, Manchester M3 4LZ
T	0161 828 6500
E	ctmcr@chapmantaylor.com

Chapman Taylor is an international
firm of architects and urban designers
specialising in mixed use city centre
regeneration and transport projects
throughout the world. Offices in
Bangkok, Brussels, Bucharest,
Düsseldorf, Kiev, Madrid, Milan,
Moscow, New Delhi, Paris, Prague, Sao
Paulo, Shanghai and Warsaw.

CITY ID

23 Trenchard Street
Bristol BS1 5AN
T	0117 917 7000
C	Mike Rawlinson
E	mike.rawlinson@cityid.co.uk
W	cityid.co.uk

Place branding and marketing vision
Masterplanning, urban design, public
realm strategies, way finding and
legibility strategies, information design
and graphics.

CSA Environmental

Dixies Barns, High Street
Ashwell SG7 5NT
T 01462 743647
C Clive Self
E ashwell@csaenvironmental.co.uk
W www.csaenvironmental.co.uk

Delivering masterplanning, design
coding and implementations.
Specialist knowledge across landscape,
ecology, archaeology and urbanism
leading to well-presented, high quality,
commercially aware schemes.

David Huskisson Associates
17 Upper Grosvenor Road,
Tunbridge Wells, Kent TN1 2DU
T	01892 527828
C	Nicola Brown
E	dha@dha-landscape.co.uk
W www.dha-landscape.co.uk

Landscape consultancy offering
Masterplanning, streetscape and
urban park design, estate restoration,
environmental impact assessments.

DAR

74 Wigmore Street,
London, W1U 2SQ
T 020 7962 1333
C Simon Gray
E simon.gray@dar.com
W www.dar.com

Dar is a leading international
multidisciplinary consultant in
urban design, planning, landscape,
engineering, architecture, project
management, transportation and
economics. The founding member of
Dar Group, we are 10,000 strong in 40
offices worldwide.

David Lock Associates Ltd
50 North Thirteenth Street,
Central Milton Keynes,
Milton Keynes MK9 3BP
T	01908 666276
C	Will Cousins
E	mail@davidlock.com
W	www.davidlock.com

Strategic planning studies,
area development frameworks,
development briefs, design guidelines,
Masterplanning, implementation
strategies, environmental statements.

Define

Unit 6, 133-137 Newhall Street
Birmingham B3 1SF
T 0121 237 1901
C	Andy Williams
E	enquiries@wearedefine.com
W	www.wearedefine.com

Define specialises in the promotion,
shaping and assessment of
development. Our work focuses on
strategic planning, masterplanning,
urban design codes, EIA, TVIA, estate
strategies, public realm design,
consultation strategies, urban design
audits and expert witness.

Design by Pod

99 Galgate, Barnard Castle
Co Durham DL12 8ES
T 01833 696600
C	Andy Dolby
E andy@designbypod.co.uk

Masterplanning, site appraisal, layout
and architectural design. Development
frameworks, urban regeneration, design
codes, briefs and design and access
statements.

DHA Planning & Urban Design
Eclipse House, Eclipse Park,
Sittingbourne Road, Maidstone,
Kent ME14 3EN
T	01622 776226
C	Matthew Woodhead
E	info@dhaplanning.co.uk
W	dhaplanning.co.uk

Planning and Urban Design Consultancy
offering a full range of Urban Design
services including Masterplanning,
development briefs and design
statements.

Environmental Dimension
Partnership
Tithe Barn, Barnsley Park Estate
Barnsley, Cirencester GL7 5EG
T	01285 740427
C	Tom Joyce
E	tomj@edp-uk.co.uk
W	www.edp-uk.co.uk/

The Environmental Dimension
Partnership Ltd provides independent
environmental planning and design
advice to landowners, and property
and energy sector clients throughout
the UK from offices in the Cotswolds,
Shrewsbury and Cardiff.

FarrellS

7 Hatton Street, London NW8 8PL
T	020 7258 3433
C Max Farrell
E mfarrell@terryfarrell.co.uk
W	www.terryfarrell.com

Architectural, urban design, planning
and Masterplanning services. New
buildings, refurbishment, conference/
exhibition centres and visitor attractions.

FaulknerBrowns

Garsdale Design Limited

FaulknerBrowns is a regionally-based
architectural design practice with a
national and international reputation.
From a workload based initially on
education, library, sports and leisure
buildings, the practice’s current
workload includes masterplanning,
offices, healthcare, commercial mixed
use, industrial and residential, for both
private and public sector clients

GDL provides Masterplanning and
urban design, architecture and heritage
services developed through 25 years
wide ranging experience in the UK and
Middle East.

Dobson House, Northumbrian Way,
Newcastle upon Tyne NE12 6QW
T	0191 268 3007
C	Ben Sykes
E	info@faulknerbrowns.co.uk
W	www.faulknerbrowns.co.uk

Feria Urbanism

Second Floor Studio, 11 Fernside Road
Bournemouth, Dorset BH9 2LA
T	01202 548676
C	Richard Eastham
E	info@feria-urbanism.eu
W	www.feria-urbanism.eu

Expertise in urban planning,
masterplanning and public participation.
Specialisms include design for the
night time economy, urban design
skills training and local community
engagement.

Fletcher Priest Architects
Middlesex House
34/42 Cleveland Street
London W1T 4JE
T	020 7034 2200
F	020 7637 5347
C	Jonathan Kendall
E	london@fletcherpriest.com
W	www.fletcherpreist.com

Work ranges from city-scale masterplans
(Stratford City, Riga) to architectural
commissions for high-profile
professional clients.

Fowler Architecture &
Planning Ltd

19 High Street, Pewsey, Marlborough
Wiltshire SWN9 5AF
T 01672 569 444
E enquiries@faap.co.uk
W www.faap.co.uk

We are a family-run practice of
architects, town planners and urban
designers with over 30 years of
experience. We create homes rooted in
tradition and designed for contemporary
living.

FPCR Environment
& Design Ltd

Lockington Hall, Lockington
Derby DE74 2RH
T	01509 672772
C	Tim Jackson
E	tim.jackson@fpcr.co.uk
W	www.fpcr.co.uk

Integrated design and environmental
practice. Specialists in Masterplanning,
urban and mixed use regeneration,
development frameworks, EIAs and
public inquiries.

Framework Architecture and
Urban Design
3 Marine Studios, Burton Lane,
Burton Waters, Lincoln LN1 2WN
T	01522 535383
C	Gregg Wilson
E	info@frameworklincoln.co.uk
W www.frameworklincoln.co.uk

Architecture and urban design. A
commitment to the broader built
environment and the particular dynamic
of a place and the design opportunities
presented.

High Branthwaites, Frostrow,
Sedbergh, Cumbria, LA10 5JR
T	015396 20875
C	Derrick Hartley
E	Info@garsdaledesign.co.uk
W	www.garsdaledesign.co.uk

Gillespies

LONDON • GLASGOW • MANCHEStER •
LEEDS • OXFORD • ABU DHABI
1 St John’s Square
London EC1M 4DH
T 020 7253 2929
London
E steve.wardell@gillespies.co.uk
Oxford/Abu Dhabi
E jim.diggle@gillespies.co.uk
Glasgow
E steve.nelson@gillespies.co.uk
Manchester
E jim.gibson@gillespies.co.uk
Leeds
E michael.sharp@gillespies.co.uk
W www.gillespies.co.uk
Urban design, landscape architecture,
architecture, planning, environmental
assessment, planning supervisors and
project management.

Globe Consultants Ltd

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

GM Design Associates Ltd

22 Lodge Road, Coleraine
Co. Londonderry BT52 1NB
Northern Ireland
T	028 703 56138
C	Bill Gamble
E	bill.gamble@g-m-design.co.uk
W	www.g-m-design.com

Architecture, town and country planning,
urban design, landscape architecture,
development frameworks and briefs,
feasibility studies, sustainability
appraisals, public participation and
community engagement.

Hankinson Duckett
Associates

The Stables, Howberry Park, Benson
Lane, Wallingford OX10 8BA
T	01491 838 175
C	Brian Duckett
E	consult@hda-enviro.co.uk
W www.hda-enviro.co.uk

An approach which adds value through
innovative solutions. Development
planning, new settlements,
environmental assessment, re-use of
redundant buildings.

HOK international Ltd
Qube, 90 Whitfield Street
London W1T 4EZ
T	020 7636 2006
C	Tim Gale
E	tim.gale@hok.com
W www.hok.com

HOK delivers design of the highest
quality. It is one of Europe’s leading
architectural practices, offering
experienced people in a diverse range of
building types, skills and markets.
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Hosta Consulting

JB Planning

An urban landscape design studio that
use an innovative approach to create
green spaces for people, biodiversity
and the environment

JB Planning Associates is an
independent firm of chartered town
planning consultants, providing expert
advice to individuals and businesses
on matters connected with planning,
property, land and development.

2b Cobden Chambers
Nottingham NG1 2ED
T 07791043779
C Helen Taylor
E info@hostaconsulting.co.uk
W www.hostaconsulting.co.uk

HTA Design LLP

78 Chambers Street, London E1 8BL
T 020 7485 8555
C Simon Bayliss
E simon.bayliss@hta.co.uk
W www.hta.co.uk

HTA Design LLP is a multi-disciplinary
practice of architecture, landscape
design, planning, urban design,
sustainability, graphic design and
communications based in London and
Edinburgh, specialising in regeneration.
Offices in London & Edinburgh.

Hyland Edgar Driver

One Wessex Way, Colden Common,
Winchester, Hants SO21 1WG
T	01962 711 600
C	John Hyland
E	hed@heduk.com
W	www.heduk.com

Innovative problem solving, driven
by cost efficiency and sustainability,
combined with imagination and coherent
aesthetic of the highest quality.

IBI Group

Chadsworth House
Wilmslow Road, Handforth
Cheshire, SK9 3HP
T 01625 542200
C	Neil Lewin
E neil.lewin@ibigroup.com
W www.ibigroup.com

We are a globally integrated urban
design, planning, architecture, town
planning, master planning, landscape
architecture, engineering and
technology practice.

Iceni Projects

Flitcroft House
114-116 Charing Cross Road
London WC2H 0JR
T 020 3640 8508
C	Nivedita D’Lima
E mail@iceniprojects.com
W www.iceniprojects.com

Iceni Projects is a planning and development consultancy with an innovative
and commercially-minded approach
aimed at delivering success.

IDP Group

27 Spon Street
Coventry CV1 3BA
T 024 7652 7600
C	Luke Hillson
E lhillson@idpgroup.com
W www.weareidp.com

We are IDP. We enhance daily life
through architecture. We use design
creativity, logic, collaboration and
pragmatism to realise places and space.
Ideas, delivered.

Chells Manor, Chells Lane
Stevenage, Herts SG2 7AA
T 01438 312130
C	Kim Boyd
E info@jbplanning.com
W www.jbplanning.com

JTP

23-25 Great Sutton Street
London ECIV 0DN
T	020 7017 1780
C	Marcus Adams
E	info@jtp.co.uk
Edinburgh
2nd Floor Venue studios, 15-21
Calton Road, Edinburgh EH8 8DL
T	0131 272 2762
C	Alan Stewart
E	info@jtp.co.uk
W	www.jtp.co.uk

JTP is an international placemaking
practice of architects and
masterplanners, specialising in
harnessing human energy to create new
places and breathe life into existing
ones.

Kay Elliott

5-7 Meadfoot Road, Torquay
Devon TQ1 2JP
T	01803 213553
C	Mark Jones
E	admin@kayelliott.co.uk
W	www.kayelliott.co.uk

International studio with 30 year history
of imaginative architects and urban
designers, creating buildings and places
that enhance their surroundings and add
financial value.

Landscape Projects

31 Blackfriars Road, Salford
Manchester M3 7AQ
T 0161 839 8336
C	Neil Swanson
E post@landscapeprojects.co.uk
W www.landscapeprojects.co.uk

We work at the boundary between
architecture, urban and landscape
design, seeking innovative, sensitive
design and creative thinking. Offices in
Manchester & London.

Lanpro Services

4 St Mary’s House
Duke Street, Norwich NR3 1QA
T 01603 631 319
C Chris Leeming
E chris@lanproservices.co.uk
W www.lanproservices.co.uk

Multi-disciplinary consultancy providing
specialist advice in the fields of town
planning, masterplanning, urban design,
project management and monitoring,
landscape architecture and interior
design.

Jacobs

226 Tower Bridge Road,
London SE1 2UP
T 020 7939 1382
C	Nivedita Vijayan
E nivedita.vijayan@jacobs.com
W www.jacobs.com

A multi-disciplinary design and technical
services practice specialising in urban
design and place-making projects from
concept design, masterplanning up to
detailed design and implementation
stages.
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Lavigne Lonsdale Ltd

38 Belgrave Crescent, Camden
Bath BA1 5JU
T	01225 421539
TRURO
55 Lemon Street, Truro
Cornwall TR1 2PE
T	01872 273118
C	Martyn Lonsdale
E	martyn@lavignelonsdale.co.uk
W	www.lavigne.co.uk

We are an integrated practice of
masterplanners, Urban Designers,
Landscape Architects and Product
Designers. Experienced in large
scale, mixed use and residential
Masterplanning, health, education,
regeneration, housing, parks, public
realm and streetscape design.

LDA Design

New Fetter Place, 8-10 New Fetter
Lane, London EC4A 1AZ
T	020 7467 1470
C Vaughan Anderson
vaughan.anderson@lda-design.co.uk
W www.lda-design.co.uk
GLASGOW
Sovereign House,
158 West Regent Street
Glasgow G2 4RL
T 0141 2229780
C	Kirstin Taylor
E	Kirstin.taylor@lda-design.co.uk
Offices also in Oxford, Peterborough
& Exeter
Multidisciplinary firm covering all
aspects of Masterplanning, urban
regeneration, public realm design,
environmental impact and community
involvement.

Levitt Bernstein
Associates Ltd

1 Kingsland Passage, London E8 2BB
T	020 7275 7676
C	Glyn Tully
E	post@levittbernstein.co.uk
W	www.levittbernstein.co.uk

Urban design, Masterplanning, full
architectural service, lottery grant bid
advice, interior design, urban renewal
consultancy and landscape design.

LHC Urban Design

Design Studio, Emperor Way, Exeter
Business Park, Exeter, Devon EX1 3QS
T	01392 444334
C	John Baulch
E	jbaulch@ex.lhc.net
W www.lhc.net

Urban designers, architects and
landscape architects, providing an
integrated approach to strategic
visioning, regeneration, urban renewal,
Masterplanning and public realm
projects. Creative, knowledgeable,
practical, passionate.

Lichfields

14 Regent’s Wharf, All Saints Street,
London N1 9RL
T	020 7837 4477
C	Nick Thompson
E	nthompson@lichfields.co.uk
W	www.nlpplanning.com
Also at Newcastle upon Tyne and
Cardiff

Urban design, Masterplanning,
heritage/conservation, visual appraisal,
regeneration, daylight/sunlight
assessments, public realm strategies.

Liz Lake Associates

Western House, Chapel Hill
Stansted Mountfitchet
Essex CM24 8AG
T	01279 647044
C	Matt Lee
E	office@lizlake.com
W	www.lizlake.com

Urban fringe/brownfield sites where
an holistic approach to urban design,
landscape, and ecological issues can
provide robust design solutions.

LUC

43 Chalton Street, London NW1 1JD
T 020 7383 5784
C Adrian Wikeley
E london@landuse.co.uk
GLASGOW
37 Otago Street, Glasgow G12 8JJ
T 0141 334 9595
C Martin Tabor
E glasgow@landuse.co.uk
W www.landuse.co.uk

Urban regeneration, landscape
design, masterplanning, sustainable
development, environmental planning,
environmental assessment, landscape
planning and management. Offices also
in Bristol and Edinburgh.

Malcolm Moor Urban Design
27 Ock Mill Close, Abingdon
Oxon OX14 1SP
T	01235 550122
C	Malcolm Moor
E	malcolmmoor@aol.com
W	www.moorud.com

Master planning of new communities,
urban design, residential, urban
capacity and ecofitting studies, design
involvement with major international
projects.

MCGREGOR COXALL

77 Stokes Croft, Bristol BS1 3RD
T 07496 282281
C Michael Cowdy
michael.cowdy@mcgregorcoxall.com
W www.mcgregorcoxall.com

We are a global multi-disciplinary design
firm dedicated to assisting cities achieve
sustainable prosperity. Our international
team provides services through
Urbanism, Landscape Architecture and
Environment disciplines.

Metropolis Planning and
Design

4 Underwood Row, London N1 7LQ
T 020 7324 2662
C Greg Cooper
E info@metropolis.com
W ww.metropolispd.com

Metropolitan urban design solutions
drawn from a multi-disciplinary studio
of urban designers, architects, planners
and heritage architects.

Metropolitan Workshop
14-16 Cowcross Street
London EC1M 6DG
T	020 7566 0450
C David Prichard/Neil Deeley
E	info@metwork.co.uk
W www.metwork.co.uk/

Metropolitan Workshop has experience
in urban design, land use planning,
regeneration and architecture in the
UK, Eire and Norway. Recent projects:
Ballymun Dublin, Durham Millennium
Quarter, Adamstown District Centre
Dublin, Bjorvika Waterfront
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Mott MacDonald

10 Fleet Place
London EC4M 7RB
T 020 87743927
C Stuart Croucher
E stuart.croucher@mottmac.com
W www.mottmac.com
London, Cambridge, Birmingham and
Manchester

Mott MacDonald’s Urbanism team
specialises in placemaking, streetscape
design, landscape architecture, security
design, policy and research.

Mouchel

Mermaid House
2 Puddle Dock
London EC4V 3DS
T	020 3680 5000
C Matthew Jessop
E	matthew.jessop@mouchel.com
W	www.mouchel.com

Integrated urban design, transport and
engineering consultancy, changing the
urban landscape in a positive manner,
creating places for sustainable living.

Nash Partnership

23a Sydney Buildings
Bath, Somerset BA2 6BZ
T 01225 442424
C Donna Fooks-Bale
E dfooks-bale@nashpartnership.com
W www.nashpartnership.com

Novell Tullett

The Old Mess Room, Home Farm
Barrow Gurney BS48 3RW
T	01275 462476
C	Simon Lindsley
E bristol@novelltullett.co.uk
W	www.novelltullett.co.uk

Urban design, landscape architecture
and environmental planning.

Optimised Environments
OPEN

Quartermile Two
2nd Floor, 2 Lister Square
Edinburgh EH3 9GL
T 0131 221 5920
C Pol MacDonald
E info@op-en.co.uk
W www.optimisedenvironments.com

Origin3

Tyndall House
17 Whiteladies Road
Clifton, Bristol BS8 1PB
T	0117 927 3281
C	Emily Esfahani
E info@origin3.co.uk
W www.origin3.co.uk

Planning and urban design consultancy

Ove Arup & Partners

Nash Partnership is an architecture,
planning, urban design, conservation
and economic regeneration consultancy
based in Bath and Bristol.

Consulting West Team
63 St Thomas Street
Bristol BS1 6JZ
T 0117 9765432
C	J Shore
E bristol@arup.com
W arup.com

New Masterplanning Limited

Paul Drew Design Ltd

2nd Floor, 107 Bournemouth Road,
Poole, Dorset BH14 9HR
T	01202 742228
C	Andy Ward
E	office@newMasterplanning.com
W	www.newMasterplanning.com

Our skills combine strategic planning
with detailed implementation, design
flair with economic rigour, independent
thinking with a partnership approach.

Nicholas Pearson Associates

The Farm House, Church Farm Business
Park, Corston, Bath BA2 9AP
T	01225 876990
C Simon Kale
E info@npaconsult.co.uk
W www.npaconsult.co.uk
Masterplanning, public realm design,
streetscape analysis, concept and detail
designs. Also full landscape architecture
service, EIA, green infrastructure,
ecology and biodiversity, environmental
planning and management.

NJBA A + U

34 Upper Baggot Street
Dublin 4, IRE – D4, Ireland
T	00 353 1 678 8068
C	Noel J Brady
E	njbarchitects@eircom.net
W	www.12publishers.com/njba.htm

Integrated landscapes, urban design,
town centres and squares, strategic
design and planning.

Node Urban Design

33 Holmfield Road
Leicester LE2 1SE
T 0116 2708742
C	Nigel Wakefield
E nwakefield@nodeurbandesign.com
W www.nodeurbandesign.com

An innovative team of urban design,
landscape and heritage consultants who
believe that good design adds value.
Providing sustainable urban design
and masterplan solutions at all scales
of development with a focus on the
creation of a sense of place.

23-25 Great Sutton Street
London EC1V 0DN
T	020 7017 1785
C	Paul Drew
E	pdrew@pauldrewdesign.co.uk
W	www.pauldrewdesign.co.uk

Masterplanning, urban design,
residential and mixed use design.
Creative use of design codes and other
briefing material.

Pegasus Group

Pegasus House,
Querns Business Centre
Whitworth Road, Cirencester GL7 1RT
T 01285 641717
C Michael Carr
E mike.carr@pegasuspg.co.uk
W www.pegasuspg.co.uk

Masterplanning, detailed layout and
architectural design, design and
access statements, design codes,
sustainable design, development briefs,
development frameworks, expert
witness, community involvement and
sustainability appraisal. Part of the
multidisciplinary Pegasus Group.

Philip Cave Associates

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

Phil Jones Associates

Seven House, High Street
Longbridge, Birmingham B31 2UQ
T 0121 475 0234
C	Nigel Millington
E nigel@philjonesassociates.co.uk
W www.philjonesassociates.co.uk/

One of the UK’s leading independent
transport specialists offering the
expertise to deliver high quality, viable
developments which are design-led
and compliant with urban design best
practice.

Place By Design

Pollard Thomas Edwards
Architects

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

Unit C, Baptist Mills Court
Bristol BS5 0FJ
T 01179 517 053
C Charley Burrough
E info@placebydesign.co.uk
W placebydesign.co.uk

Project Centre Ltd

PLACE-MAKE

Landscape architecture, public realm
design, urban regeneration, street
lighting design, planning supervision,
traffic and transportation, parking and
highway design.

Alexander House, 40a Wilbury Way
Hitchin, Hertfordshire SG4 0AP
T 01462 510099
C David Edwards
E dedwards@place-make.com
W www.place-make.com

Chartered architects, urban planners
and designers with a particular focus
on ‘place-making’. An independent
team, we support public and private
sector clients across the UK and
overseas. Underpinning every project is
a commitment to viable and sustainable
design and a passion for places.

Planit-IE LLP

2 Back Grafton Street
Altrincham, Cheshire WA14 1DY
T 0161 928 9281
C	Peter Swift
E info@planit-ie.com
W	www.planit-ie.com

Design practice specialising in the
creation of places and shaping of
communities. Our Urban Designers work
at all scales from regeneration strategies
and conceptual masterplans through to
Design Codes – making environments,
neighbourhoods and spaces for people
to enjoy.

Planning Design Practice
4 Woburn House, Vernon Gate
Derby DE1 1UL
T 01332 347 371
C Scott O’Dell
E Scott@planningdesign.co.uk
W www.planningdesign.co.uk

We are a multi-disciplinary practice
offering services in planning,
architecture and urban design who seek
to create better places.

+Plus Urban Design Ltd

Spaceworks, Benton Park Road
Newcastle upon Tyne NE7 7LX
T 0844 800 6660
C Richard Charge, Tony Wyatt
E richardcharge@plusud.co.uk
W www.plusud.co.uk

Specialist practice providing strategic
masterplanning, urban design guidance,
analysis, character assessment and
independent design advisory expertise.

PM DEVEREUX

200 Upper Richmond Road,
London SW15 2SH
T	020 8780 1800
C	Julian Seward
E	marketing@pmdevereux.com
W www.pmdevereux.com

Level 4, Westgate House
Westgate, London W5 1YY
T	020 7421 8222
C	David Moores
E	info@projectcentre.co.uk
W	www.projectcentre.co.uk

Pro Vision Planning & Design
Grosvenor Ct, Winchester Rd
Ampfield, Winchester SO51 9BD
T 01794 368698
C	James Cleary
E j.cleary@pvprojects.com
W pvprojects.com

PRP Architects

10 Lindsey Street,
London EC1A 9HP
T 020 7653 1200
C Vicky Naysmith
E london@prp-co.uk
W www.prp-co.uk

Architects, planners, urban designers
and landscape architects, specialising
in housing, urban regeneration, health,
education and leisure projects.

Randall Thorp

Canada House, 3 Chepstow Street,
Manchester M1 5FW
T	0161 228 7721
C	Pauline Randall
E	mail@randallthorp.co.uk
W www.randallthorp.co.uk

Masterplanning for new developments
and settlements, infrastructure design
and urban renewal, design guides and
design briefing, public participation.

Random Greenway Architects
Soper Hall, Harestone Valley Road
Caterham Surrey CR3 6HY
T	01883 346 441
C	R Greenway
E	rg@randomgreenwayarchitects.
co.uk

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

Richard Coleman Citydesigner
14 Lower Grosvenor Place,
London SW1W 0EX
T	020 7630 4880
C	Lakshmi Varma
E	r.coleman@citydesigner.com

Advice on architectural quality, urban
design, and conservation, historic
buildings and townscape. Environmental
statements, listed buildings/area
consent applications.

Adding value through innovative,
ambitious solutions in complex urban
environments.
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Richard Reid & Associates
Whitely Farm, Ide Hill,
Sevenoaks TN14 6BS
T	01732 741417
C	Richard Reid
E rreid@richardreid.co.uk
W www.richardreid.co.uk

Award winning practice specialising
in Urban Design, mixed use high
density projects, Townscape Design
and Regeneration, Sustainable
Masterplanning and Environmental
Education.

Ryder Architecture

Cooper’s Studios,
14-18 Westgate Road
Newcastle upon Tyne NE1 3NN
T 0191 269 5454
C Cathy Russell
E CRussell@ryderarchitecture.com
W www.ryderarchitecture.com
Newcastle London Glasgow Liverpool
Hong Kong Vancouver
Melbourne Sydney Perth Barcelona
Budapest

Our core specialisms include
architecture, urban design, placemaking,
stakeholder and community
engagement, planning, interiors
and heritage. We follow a holistic
approach to placemaking focused on
understanding the nature of places,
seeking out opportunities which exist
beyond the limits of a red line site
boundary.

SAVILLS (L&P) LIMITED

33 Margaret Street
London W1G 0JD
T	020 3320 8242
W	www.savills.com
SOUTHAMPTON
2 Charlotte Place,
Southampton SO14 0TB
T	02380 713900
C	Peter Frankum
E	pfrankum@savills.com
Offices throughout the World

Savills Urban Design creates value
from places and places of value.
Masterplanning, urban design, design
coding, urban design advice, planning,
commercial guidance.

Scott Brownrigg Ltd	

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

Scott Tallon Walker
Architects

19 Merrion Square, Dublin 2
T	00 353 1 669 3000
C	Philip Jackson
E mail@stwarchitects.com
W	www.stwarchitects.com

Award winning international practice
covering all aspects of architecture,
urban design and planning.

Scott Worsfold Associates
The Studio, 22 Ringwood Road
Longham, Dorset BH22 9AN
T 01202 580902
C Gary Worsfold / Alister Scott
E	gary@sw-arch.com / alister@
sw-arch.com
W	www.garyworsfoldarchitecture.
co.uk

An award winning practice of chartered
architects, urban designers and experts
in conservation, all with exceptional
graphic skills and an enviable record in
planning consents.

Sheils Flynn Ltd

Bank House High Street, Docking,
Kings Lynn PE31 8NH
T	01485 518304
C	Eoghan Sheils
E	norfolk@sheilsflynn.com
W www.sheilsflynn.com

Soltys: Brewster Consulting

Terence O'Rourke

Urban design, masterplans, design
strategies, visual impact, environmental
assessment, regeneration of urban
space, landscape design and project
management.

Award-winning planning, design and
environmental practice.

4 Stangate House, Stanwell Road
Penarth, Vale of Glamorgan CF64 2AA
T	029 2040 8476
C	Simon Brewster
E	enquiry@soltysbrewster.co.uk
W	www.soltysbrewster.co.uk

spacehub

Grimsby Street Studio,
20a Grimsby Street
London E2 6ES
T 020 7739 6699
C Giles Charlton
E giles@spacehubdesign.com
W www.spacehubdesign.com

Award winning town centre regeneration
schemes, urban strategies and design
guidance. Specialists in community
consultation and team facilitation.

spacehub is a young design studio,
specialising in public realm, landscape,
ecology and urban design. We are
passionate and committed to creative
thinking and collaborative working.

Shepheard Epstein Hunter

Spawforths

Phoenix Yard, 65 King’s Cross Road,
London WC1X 9LW
T	020 7841 7500
C	Steven Pidwill
E	stevenpidwill@seh.co.uk
W www.seh.co.uk

SEH is a user-friendly, award-winning
architects firm, known for its work in
regeneration, education, housing,
Masterplanning, mixed use and
healthcare projects.

Sheppard Robson

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

Signet Urban Design

Rowe House, 10 East Parade
Harrogate HG1 5LT
T 01423 857510
C Andrew Clarke
Andrewclarke@signeturbandesign.com
W www.signetplanning.com

A team of talented urban design
professionals providing masterplanning,
detailed layout and architectural design,
design and access statements, design
codes and development frameworks
throughout the UK.

Junction 41 Business Court, East
Ardsley, Leeds WF3 2AB
T	01924 873873
C	Adrian Spawforth
E	info@spawforths.co.uk
W	www.spawforths.co.uk

Urbanism with planners and architects
specialising in Masterplanning,
community engagement, visioning and
development frameworks.

Stride Treglown

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

Stuart Turner Associates
12 Ledbury, Great Linford,
Milton Keynes MK14 5DS
T	01908 678672
C	Stuart Turner
E	st@studiost.co.uk
W	www.studiost.co.uk

Architecture, urban design and
environmental planning, the design of
new settlements, urban regeneration
and site development studies.

Studio Partington

Unit G, Reliance Wharf,
Hertford Road, London N1 5EW
T	020 7241 7770
C	Richard Partington
E	info@studiopartington.co.uk
W www.studiopartington.co.uk

Urban design, housing, retail, education,
sustainability and commercial projects
that take a responsible approach to the
environment and resources.

Smeeden Foreman ltd

studio | REAL

Ecology, landscape architecture
and urban design. Environmental
assessment, detailed design, contract
packages and site supervision.

Urban regeneration, quarter
frameworks and design briefs, town
centre strategies, movement in towns,
Masterplanning and development
economics.

Somerset House, Low Moor Lane
Scotton, Knaresborough HG5 9JB
T	01423 863369
C	Mark Smeeden
E	office@smeeden.foreman.co.uk
W	www.smeedenforeman.co.uk
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Oxford Centre for Innovation
New Road, Oxford OX1 1BY
T	01865 261461
C	Roger Evans
E	revans@studioreal.co.uk
W	www.studioreal.co.uk

Linen Hall, 162-168 Regent Street
London W1B 5TE
T	020 3664 6755
C	Kim Hamilton
E	enquiries@torltd.co.uk
W	www.torltd.co.uk/

Terra Firma Consultancy

Cedar Court, 5 College Street
Petersfield GU31 4AE
T	01730 262040
C	Lionel Fanshawe
contact@terrafirmaconsultancy.com
W www.terrafirmaconsultancy.com

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

THrive

Building 300, The Grange
Romsey Road, Michelmersh
Romsey SO51 0AE
T 01794 367703
C	Gary Rider
E	Gary.Rider@thrivearchitects.co.uk
W	 www.thrivearchitects.co.uk

Award winning multi-disciplinary practice
encompassing architecture, urban
design, masterplanning, design coding,
regeneration, development frameworks,
sustainable design/planning and
construction. Residential and retirement
care specialists.

Tibbalds Planning & Urban
Design

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

Townscape Solutions

208 Lightwoods Hill, Smethwick
West Midlands B67 5EH
T	0121 429 6111
C	Kenny Brown
kbrown@townscapesolutions.co.uk
W	www.townscapesolutions.co.uk

Specialist urban design practice offering
a wide range of services including
masterplans, site layouts, design briefs,
design and access statements, expert
witness and 3D illustrations.

Turley

10th Floor, 1 New York Street
Manchester M1 4HD
C Stephen Taylor (North)
T	0161 233 7676
E stephen.taylor@turley.co.uk
C Craig Becconsall (South)
T	0118 902 2830
W www.turley.co.uk
Offices also in Belfast, Birmingham,
Bristol, Cardiff, Edinburgh, Glasgow,
Leeds, London and Southampton.

Integrated urban design,
masterplanning, sustainability and
heritage services provided at all project
stages and scales of development.
Services include visioning, townscape
analysis, design guides and public realm
resolution.
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Tweed Nuttall Warburton

Chapel House, City Road
Chester CH1 3AE
T	01244 310388
C	John Tweed
E	entasis@tnw-architecture.co.uk
W	www.tnw-architecture.co.uk

Architecture and urban design,
Masterplanning. Urban waterside
environments. Community teamwork
enablers. Visual impact assessments.

UBU Design Ltd

7a Wintex House
Easton Lane Business Park
Easton Lane
Winchester SO23 7RQ
T 01962 856008
C Rachel Williams
E rachelw@ubu-design.co.uk
www.ubu-design.co.uk

Ubu Design is an innovative urban
design and landscape architecture
practice. We combine creativity with
understanding to shape development
and produce designs that are
considered, viable and inspiring, from
strategies and frameworks, through
masterplanning to detailed design.

Urban Design Futures

34/1 Henderson Row
Edinburgh EH3 5DN
T	0131 557 8944
C	Selby Richardson
E	info@urbandesignfutures.co.uk
W	www.urbandesignfutures.co.uk

Innovative urban design, planning and
landscape practice specialising in
Masterplanning, new settlements, urban
regeneration, town and village studies.

urban Imprint

16-18 Park Green, Macclesfield,
Cheshire, Sk11 7N
T 01625 265232
C Bob Phillips
E info@bpud.co.uk
W www.bpud.co.uk

A multi-disciplinary town planning and
urban design consultancy dedicated to
the delivery of high quality development
solutions working with public, private
and community organisations.

Urban Initiatives Studio

Exmouth House, 3-11 Pine Street
London EC1R 0JH
T 0203 567 0716
C Hugo Nowell
E h.nowell@uistudio.co.uk
W www.uistudio.co.uk

Urban design, transportation,
regeneration, development planning.

Urban Innovations

1st Floor, Wellington Buildings,
2 Wellington Street, Belfast BT16HT
T	028 9043 5060
C	Tony Stevens/ Agnes Brown
E	ui@urbaninnovations.co.uk
W www.urbaninnovations.co.uk

The partnership provides not only
feasibility studies and assists in site
assembly for complex projects but
also full architectural services for major
projects.

URBED (Urbanism Environment
& Design)
Manchester
10 Little Lever Street,
Manchester M1 1HR
T 0161 200 5500
C	John Sampson
E	info@urbed.coop
W	www.urbed.coop
LONDON
The Building Centre
26 Store Street, London WC1E 7BT
C	Nicholas Falk
T 07811 266538

Sustainable Urbanism, Masterplanning,
Urban Design, Retrofitting, Consultation,
Capacity Building, Research, Town
Centres and Regeneration.

URBEN

Studio D, 90 Main Yard
Wallis Road, London E9 5LN
T 020 3882 1495
C Paul Reynolds
E paul.reynolds@urbenstudio.com
W www.urbenstudio.com

Urban Planning and Design consultancy
with a focus on using placemaking and
infrastructure to make our towns and
cities more efficient and better places to
live + work.

Vincent and Gorbing Ltd

Sterling Court, Norton Road,
Stevenage, Hertfordshire SG1 2JY
T	01438 316331
C	Richard Lewis
E	urban.designers@vincent-gorbing.
co.uk
W	www.vincent-gorbing.co.uk
Masterplanning, design statements,
character assessments, development
briefs, residential layouts and urban
capacity exercises.

Wei Yang & Partners

4 Devonshire Street
London W1W 5DT
T 020 3102 8565
C Dr Wei Yang
E info@weiyangandpartners.co.uk
W www.weiyangandpartners.co.uk

Independent multi-disciplinary
company driven by a commitment to
shape more sustainable and liveable
cities. Specialising in low-carbon city
development strategies, sustainable
large-scale new settlement master
plans, urban regeneration, urban and
public realm design, mixed use urban
complex design and community building
strategies.

West Waddy ADP LLP

The Malthouse
60 East St. Helen Street
Abingdon, Oxon OX14 5EB
T	01235 523139
C	Philip Waddy
E	enquiries@westwaddy-adp.co.uk
W	westwaddy-adp.co.uk

Experienced and multi-disciplinary team
of urban designers, architects and town
planners offering a full range of urban
design services.

WEStON WILLIAMSON +
PARTNERS

12 Valentine Place
London SE1 8QH
T 020 7401 8877
C Chris Williamson
E team@westonwilliamson.com
W www.westonwilliamson.com

Weston Williamson is an award
winning architectural, urban design
and masterplanning practice with a
wide variety of projects in the UK and
abroad.

Wood

Wood Environment and Infrastructure
Solutions, Floor 12, 25 Canada Square,
London, E14 5LQ
T 020 3 215 1700
C	Jeremy Wills
E jeremy.wills@woodplc.com
W woodplc.com
Midlands Office:

Gables House, Kenilworth Road,
Leamington Spa, CV32 6JX
T 01926 439000
C David Thompson
E david.thompson@woodplc.com
W woodplc.com

Wood, (formerly Amec Foster
Wheeler) is an award winning multidisciplinary environment, engineering
and development consultancy with
offices around the globe. Our core
UK urban design teams in London
and Leamington consist of a diverse
group of professionals with exceptional
knowledge and skills in place-making.

White Consultants

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

A holistic approach to urban
regeneration, design guidance, public
realm and open space strategies and
town centre studies for the public,
private and community sectors.

WYG Planning & Environment
100 St. John Street
London EC1M 4EH
T 020 7250 7500
C Colin James
E colin.james@wyg.com
W www.wyg.com
Offices throughout the UK

Creative urban design and
masterplanning with a contextual
approach to placemaking and a concern
for environmental, social and economic
sustainability.

Education
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ANGLIA RUSKIN UNIVERSITY

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

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

Cardiff University

Welsh School of Architecture and
School of City & Regional Planning
Glamorgan Building
King Edward VII Avenue
Cardiff CF10 3WA
T	029 2087 5972/029 2087 5961
C	Allison Dutoit, Marga Munar Bauza
E	dutoit@Cardiff.ac.uk
bauzamm@cf.ac.uk
W www.cardiff.ac.uk/cplan/study/
postgraduate/urban-design-ma
One year full-time and two year parttime MA in Urban Design.

Edinburgh School of
Architecture and
Landscape Architecture

ECA University of Edinburgh
Lauriston Place, Edinburgh EH3 9DF
T 0131 651 5786
C Dr Ola Uduku
E o.uduku@ed.ac.uk
W www.ed.ac.uk/studying/
postgraduate/degrees

Jointly run with Heriot Watt University,
this M.Sc in Urban Strategies and
Design focuses on urban design practice
and theory from a cultural, and socioeconomic, case-study perspective.
Engaging students in ’live’ urban
projects, as part of the programme’s
’action research’ pedagogy, it also offers
research expertise in African and Latin
American urban design and planning
processes.

THE GLASGOW SCHOOL OF ART

Mackintosh School of Architecture
167 Renfrew Street, Glasgow G3 6RQ
T 0141 353 4500
C	Joanna Crotch
E j.crotch@gsa.ac.uk
W www.gsa.ac.uk/study/graduatedegrees/architectural-studies/

Master of Architecture in: Urban Design
and Creative Urban Practices; Urban
Building; Computer Aided Architectural
Design; and, Energy & Environmental
Studies. The MArch programme is
research and project driven with a
multidisciplinary input, core lectures and
seminars, balanced by literature enquiry,
to enable students to develop a multidisciplinary perspective.
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Leeds Beckett University

School of Art, Architecture and Design,
Broadcasting Place, Woodhouse Lane,
Leeds LS2 9EN
T	0113 812 3216
C	Edwin Knighton
E	landscape@leedsmet.ac.uk
W www.courses.leedsbeckett.ac.uk/
urbandesign_ma
Master of Arts in Urban Design consists
of 1 year full time or 2 years part time or
individual programme of study. Shorter
programmes lead to Post Graduate
Diploma/Certificate. Project based
course focusing on the creation of
sustainable environments through
interdisciplinary design.

London South Bank University
Faculty of Arts and Human Sciences
103 Borough Road, London SE1 0AA
C	Bob Jarvis
T	020 7815 7353

MA Urban Design (one year full time/
two years part time) or PG Cert Planning
based course including units on place
and performance, sustainable cities as
well as project based work and EU study
visit. Part of RTPI accredited programme.

Newcastle University

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

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

Nottingham Trent University
Burton Street, Nottingham NG1 4BU
T 0115 848 6033
C Stefan Kruczkowski
E stefan.kruczkowski@ntu.ac.uk
W www.ntu.ac.uk/apps/pss/
course_finder/108169-1/6/pgcert_
planning_urban_design_and_
sustainable_development.aspx

NTU offers postgraduate opportunities
in urban design with a particular
focus on residential led development.
Modules are available as either standalone CPD learning or as part of
postgraduate awards. Modules include
Built for Life(TM) and Garden Cities and
Suburbs. Our courses are designed for
those working full-time with a one-day a
month teaching format.

Oxford Brookes University

Joint Centre for Urban Design
Headington, Oxford OX3 0BP
C Georgia Butina-Watson, Alan Reeve
T	01865 483403

Diploma in Urban Design, six months
full time or 18 months part time. MA one
year full-time or two years part-time.

UCLan – University of Central
Lancashire
The Grenfell-Baines School of
Architecture, Construction and
Environment, Preston, PR1 2HE
T 01772 892400
E cenquiries@uclan.ac.uk
W www.uclan.ac.uk/courses/msc_
urban_design.php

The MSc in Urban Design enables
students to work with real cities
and live projects, politicians, policy
makers, architects and designers in a
critical studio environment. This along
residential study tours to European cities
help to prepare students for practice
addressing the demands of our urban
future.

University College London

Development Planning Unit
34 Tavistock Square
London WC1H 9EZ
T	020 7679 1111
C Camillo Boano and Catalina Ortiz
E c.boano@ucl.ac.uk
catalina.ortiz@ucl.ac.uk
W	https://www.ucl.ac.uk/bartlett/
development/programmes/
postgraduate/msc-building-urbandesign-development

The DPU programme has a unique focus
on Urban Design as a transdisciplinary
and critical practice. Students are
encouraged to rethink the role of urban
design through processes of collective
and radical endeavours to design and
build resilient strategic responses to
conflicting urban agendas, emphasising
outcomes of environmental and socialspatial justice.

University College London

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

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

University College London

Bartlett School of Planning
14 Upper Woburn Place
London WC1H 0NN
T 020 7679 4797
C Matthew Carmona
E m.carmona@ucl.ac.uk
W www.bartlett.ucl.ac.uk/planning/
programmes/postgraduate/mresInterdisciplinary-urban-design
The MRes Inter-disciplinary Urban
Design cuts across urban design
programmes at The Bartlett, allowing
students to construct their study in
a flexible manner and explore urban
design as a critical arena for advanced
research and practice. The course
operates as a stand-alone high level
masters or as preparation for a PhD.

University of Dundee

Town and Regional Planning
Tower Building, Perth Road
Dundee DD1 4HN
T 01382 385246 / 01382 385048
C	Dr Mohammad Radfar / Dr Deepak
Gopinath
E	m.radfar@dundee.ac.uk /
D.Gopinath@dundee.ac.uk
W	www.dundee.ac.uk/postgraduate/
courses/advanced_sustainable_
urban_design_msc.htm

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

University of Huddersfield

School of Art, Design & Architecture
Queen Street Studios
Huddersfield HD1 3DH
T 01484 472208
C Dr Ioanni Delsante
E i.delsante@hud.ac.uk
W www.hud.ac.uk/courses/full-time/
postgraduate/urban-design-ma/

MA; PgDip; PgCert in Urban Design (Full
Time or Part Time).
The MA in Urban Design aims to provide
students with the essential knowledge
and skills required to effectively
intervene in the urban design process;
develop academic research skills,
including critical problem-solving and
reflective practice; facilitate design
responses to the range of cultural,
political, socio-economic, historical,
environmental and spatial factors. It
also aims to promote responsibility
within urban design to consider the
wider impact of urban development and
regeneration.

University of Manchester

School of Environment, Education and
Development
Humanities Bridgeford Street,
Oxford Road, Manchester M13 9PL
T 0161 275 2815
C Dr. Philip Black
E Philip.black@manchester.ac.uk
W www.seed.manchester.ac.uk/study/
taught-masters/courses/list/urbandesign-and-international-planningmsc/
MSc Urban Design and International
Planning (F/T or P/T)
The fully accredited RTPI MSc Urban
Design and International Planning
explores the relationship between urban
design and planning by focusing on
internationally significant issues. With a
strong project-based applied approach
students are equipped with the core
knowledge and technical competencies
to design across various scales in the
city.

University of Nottingham

Department of Architecture and Built
Environment, University Park
Nottingham NG7 2RD
T 0115 9513110
C Dr Amy Tang
E yue.tang@nottingham.ac.uk
W www.nottingham.ac.uk/pgstudy/
courses/architecture-and-builtenvironment/sustainable-urbandesign-march.aspx

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

School of Architecture
Eldon Building, Winston Churchill
Avenue, Portsmouth PO1 2DJ
T 02392 842 090
C Dr Fabiano Lemes
E fabiano.lemes@port.ac.uk
W www.port.ac.uk/courses/
architecture-property-and-surveying/
ma-urban-design/
The MA Urban Design course provides
the opportunity to debate the potential
role of design professionals in the
generation of sustainable cities. One
year full time and two years part time.

University of Sheffield

School of Architecture, The Arts Tower,
Western Bank, Sheffield S10 2TN
T 0114 222 0341
C	Florian Kossak
E f.kossak@sheffield.ac.uk
W www.shef.ac.uk/architecture/
study/pgschool/taught_masters/maud
One year full time MA in Urban Design
for postgraduate architects, landscape
architects and town planners. The
programme has a strong design focus,
integrates participation and related
design processes, and includes
international and regional applications.

University of Strathclyde

Department of Architecture
Urban Design Studies Unit
Level 3, James Weir Building
75 Montrose Street, Glasgow G1 1XJ
T	0141 548 4219
C	Ombretta Romice
E	ombretta.r.romice@strath.ac.uk
W	www.udsu-strath.com

The Postgraduate Course in Urban
Design is offered in CPD,Diploma
and MSc modes. The course is design
centred and includes input from a variety
of related disciplines.

University of Westminster

35 Marylebone Road, London NW1 5LS
T	020 7911 5000 ext 66553
C	Bill Erickson
E	w.n.erickson@westminster.ac.uk

MA or Diploma Course in Urban Design
for postgraduate architects, town
planners, landscape architects and
related disciplines. One year full time or
two years part time.

News
Endpiece
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2

DeRadburnisation
Actually
At a meeting of a design review panel we
assessed a scheme for 40 houses, most of
which were to be built on two cul-de-sacs.
We were all decidedly unpersuaded by the
proposal, on the grounds of its internal
‘unconnectedness’ as well as for other failings. I mentioned to my colleagues a test
that I sometimes apply to proposed housing
layouts. How would a resident on one street
who is, let’s say, a fan of Meat Loaf, get to
know the only other local Meat Loaf fan,
who lives on another nearby street? If the
two streets join up, then there is at least
a chance that the two might meet on the
street and mutually recognise a like-minded
devotee. (It’s more likely though that one
would walk past the other’s house and be
knocked over by Bat Out of Hell blasting out
of an open window, and make a note of the
house number). But if their two streets do
not join up, then one is never likely to walk
down the other’s street, and their enthusiasm will for ever remain unshared. (Yes, I
know they would be in a Facebook group,
but this is about the public space network).
Or, more romantically, imagine that
the two residents are potentially perfect
partners for each other. If they were to
meet, they would fall in love and spend the
rest of their lives together, adding to the
sum of human happiness. But because of
the absence of urban design knowledge in
some under-educated architect, and in the
planning committee which approved his disconnected layout, the two unfortunates will
never meet. Every day, each walks to and
from their separate bus stops in opposite
directions. What a tragedy!
Hang on a minute – this could be a
winning idea for a rom-com film which,
incidentally, would have a part in it for an
urban designer, and which would popularise

3

urban design. Here is the pitch: it’s a bit
like Notting Hill, and a bit like Sliding
Doors, except that the two stories happen
consecutively, not as alternatives. The man
and the woman live on a Radburn-layout
housing estate. (Admittedly a housing estate doesn’t have the scenographic appeal
of central London, but for the film’s location
I have in mind a 1970s Radburn estate I once
made a proposal for, which looks slightly
like a confused Tuscan hill village). The man
(played by whoever is today’s equivalent of
a young Hugh Grant) lives by himself on a
cul-de-sac which connects to a main road.
The woman (Emma Watson perhaps?) lives
on another cul-de-sac which connects to a
different main road. We see each of them
separately at home, at work and in the pub
with friends, and we are aware they are just
made for each other. But the stupid street
pattern keeps them apart. We experience
frustration.
Then an urban designer is appointed
by the housing association to improve the
dysfunctional housing estate. (I propose
myself for this role, as part of the deal for
the story; I think I can pull it off). He carries
out consultation with residents, including

our two leads, and proposes that what is
needed is ‘deRadburnisation’ (the first time
this word has appeared in a film script).
He cleverly makes a plan which joins up all
the cul-de-sacs into a permeable layout
without demolishing any properties. Fast
forward one year. The estate is transformed,
and everyone is pleased with the result. It
wins awards. The urban designer becomes
famous. The Emma Watson character now
has a shorter route to walk to work, and on
a couple of occasions she notices with interest the Hugh Grant type whose ground floor
flat she now walks past. In a downpour one
morning there’s some comic business with
a broken umbrella, they laugh attractively
together in the rain, he invites her back to
his place to dry out… We experience relief
and pleasure; good urban design has made
two lovely people very happy. We leave the
cinema smiling and feeling better about the
world.

•

Joe Holyoak, architect and urban designer

1 Radburn NJ plan
2 Radburn NJ street
3 Radburn NJ footpath
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A cutting edge approach to
Urban Design & Masterplanning
Our team brings together the best creative and strategic thinkers to deliver
innovative and sustainable designs across the UK and around the world.
We take pride in creating lasting urban environments with meaningful
social consequence, striving to add real value to people’s lives.

JOIN US!
Our team is growing! We have exciting opportunities
in London, Cardiff and Manchester.
Visit apply.wygcareers.com and search
for Urban Design

ABOVE: Brookfield Garden Village Masterplan
TOP: Llandow Masterplan

WYG is a professional services firm
with multidisciplinary consultants and technical
specialists across a range of disciplines. Find out more at wyg.com

