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planning, design, engineering and management of towns and cities. The findings were
fascinating and covered mobility, social
inclusion, public health, systems thinking,
movement, drainage, trees, underground
spaces, as well as masterplanning. The full
report is available on the UDG website.
In July we had events on Urban Design
and Politicians and the Great Bridges of
England, plus a study trip to Margate. The
culmination of our Making People-Friendly
Places campaign was the National Urban
Design Conference in September in Birmingham, which will be reported on in the next
edition of the journal.

The rest of the UDG year ahead
and into 2020
1

NEWS FROM THE
UDG CHAIR
Welcome to the autumn edition of Urban
Design, which is dedicated to urban design
education, something I know a little about
as a visiting urban design tutor at University
College London.
In an ideal world, I suggest, urban
design education would begin in primary
school and would be great fun. Earlier this
year I heard George Clarke speak at the
Better Design for Better Places conference.
He is the founder of MOBIE, an educational
charity that amongst other things goes into
schools and gets kids doing urban design.
He has found that some of the best ideas
come not from university students but from
school children, especially of primary age.
We should therefore be nurturing future little urban designers, as we will need them in
coming decades.
In terms of university education,
wouldn’t it be great if more urban design
courses in the UK were interdisciplinary and
studio based? I chose to study urban design
in Berkeley in California, as the course there
is studio-based and shares its creative
space with designers from other disciplines.
Another suggestion is that courses dedicated to architecture, landscape or planning should include a greater urban design
component. The beneficiaries would be all
of us, as this will help in the creation of better built environments.

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

A snapshot of the UDG’s last
six months

All year we have been running a campaign
and events around the theme of Making
People-Friendly Places, to celebrate Francis
Tibbalds’ book Making People-Friendly
Towns. His ideas are as relevant today as
they were when the book was first published
in 1992, placing people back at the heart of
planning, design and engineering.
In May we held a joint event with JTP
on Creating Neighbourhoods not Housing
Estates. The aim of the event was to explore
how new developments can foster neighbourliness, friendliness and happiness.
A great range of speakers included Noha
Nasser from Mela, Jenny Thomas from the
Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local
Government, and David Rudlin from URBED,
whose provocation was scrapping the planning system, having observed that many of
the most cherished parts of our towns and
cities were built before the first planning act
in 1947!
In May we also held a joint event with
HTA on People-Friendly Big Streets. Main
streets used to be the most important,
elegant and fashionable parts of a town,
but they have now become traffic-clogged,
polluted and over-engineered. The speakers
looked at how they could be humanised
with practical and innovative solutions that
still allowed for significant flows of vehicle
traffic.
In June we held our Framework for
Towns and Cities Summit. Twelve speakers
discussed how to move towards a better and more integrated system for the

Wednesday 9 October 2019

Empty Shops: What happens in
Nottingham?
Loxley House, Nottingham NG2 3NG,
10am-3pm
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As the UK government became the first
parliament to declare a climate change
emergency earlier this year, I am pleased
to announce that with the next issue of the
journal we will launch our first Global Climate Change Digest. The digest will be put
together by experts, led by Jane Manning,
and will signpost readers to sources of best
practice and further reading. Also, going
forward we are sending out the journal in
completely biodegradable cellulose covers.
Another positive change will be a special one-off edition of our National Urban
Design Awards in 2020, where we are going
to investigate lessons learnt from the 80
winners and finalists of the previous ten
years. For 2020 we will continue with the
Student, Book and Lifetime Achievement
Awards, but not the Public Sector and
Practice Project Awards. Instead, we plan
to mine the wealth of experience of our past
shortlists and find out what these projects
can teach us about how to deliver best
practice urban design.

Get involved

I would like to remind members of our
three objectives: to be relevant; to be
cutting edge; and, to be fun. As ever,
if you have an idea for an urban design
event, or would like to get more involved, please do get in contact with us at
administration@udg.co.uk

•

Leo Hammond, Chair of the Urban Design
Group and Associate Director, Lambert Smith
Hampton
1 Market Place,
Margate Old Town: a
people-friendly place

Wednesday 16 October 2019

City Resilience
Perkins and Will Suite 2 10, Whitechapel
High St, London E1 8QS, 6:15pm - 8:15pm

November 2019

Kevin Lynch Memorial Lecture:
Urban Design and Neuroscience
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A Shared Culture of
Urban Design
At the start of a new academic year, this issue
of Urban Design explores and celebrates urban
design education. While the uncertainty and
increasing furore around Brexit continues, most
universities have been responding to the outcome
of the 2016 Referendum since the autumn of that
year. Many institutions have seen a drop in the
number of European students seeking to study
and potentially settle in the UK, shifting student
demographics, with far more students coming
from the Middle and Far East, and at different
stages in their academic and professional careers.
Forecasting how each year will unfold is becoming
less of a science and more of a guessing game.
It is in this context that academics continue to
seek research funding and in some cases clarify
their own eligibility to remain and teach. This is
a far from ideal backdrop for inspiring the next
generation of urban designers. Yet as the topic
articles reveal, today’s academic urban design
community is inventive, creating opportunities
for learning in a variety of ways and settings, so
that the shared culture and significance of urban
design are continued.
For many of us, our formal education and
introduction to urban design happened a long
time ago, and as our last look at education was
ten years ago (issue UD110 in 2009), it is timely to
once again review the issues around the subject.
Thanks to the many contributions that we receive
for the journal in the form of viewpoints, topicrelated articles and book reviews, it is clear that
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the urban design agenda is full and growing,
and, although becoming more technical, it is also
still underpinned by values and principles that
we can all recognise. One of the Urban Design
Group’s main aims is to ‘educate the relevant
professions and the public in matters relating to
Urban Design’, therefore supporting education in
all of its guises is fundamental. In the coming year,
the UDG will be seeking to support academic
colleagues in their vital work and give urban
design students the confidence that their chosen
career path will be valued and valuable.
In this issue, we also include an overview of the
UDG’s ongoing People-Friendly Places campaign,
more fascinating views from the Behind the Image
feature, this time in Copenhagen, and hear from
four of the UK’s leading architectural firms –
HTA Design, Pollard Thomas Edwards, Proctor
& Matthews and PRP – on how they see local
distinctiveness in the context of new housing
design and delivery. The opportunities for learning
about and refining our understanding of places
and how to improve people’s lives continue…

•

Louise Thomas, independent urban designer and joint editor
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1 Marmalade Lane,
Cambridge –
2019 Urban Design
Public Sector Award
Winner: a place for
people

1

Making PeopleFriendly Places –
What we need to do
UDG Director Robert Huxford and
Treasurer Katja Stille describe the
Group’s current campaign

Around 50 per cent of people think that their
local roads are too dangerous for cycling;
loneliness affects millions of people; healthy
life expectancy varies by 20 years between
the best and worst areas; one quarter of
adults are obese; one in seven suffer from
anxiety; and, children as young as six years
old are being diagnosed with chronic stress.
Why aren’t towns and cities truly peoplefriendly? To raise our understanding of the
barriers to making people-friendly places,
the UDG has been running a series of events,
often in partnership with others, particularly
London Living Streets. We have looked at
some of the core components of urban life,
from the strategic level right down to practical detail:
Crossing the Street – nothing could be
more fundamental than this, and yet we
have the absurd situation where crossing the
street can be difficult and involve a risk of
serious injury or death. We heard how current traffic sign regulations restrict simple
innovations rather than encourage them.
Low Traffic Neighbourhoods – impressive improvements in walking, cycling and air
quality for the minimal expense of installing
‘filters’ to restrict through-traffic, mean that
these should become standard practice in

•
•

•

both existing and new neighbourhoods.
Creating Neighbourhoods not Housing
Estates – funding from government and developer contributions should be used to fund
community infrastructure and activities,
rather than the standard menu of highway
schemes which is not the infrastructure of
sustainable development.
People-Friendly Big Streets – 10 per cent
of the population live on ‘big’ streets. These
streets are the most direct routes for pedestrians, cyclists and drivers. Yet, they provide
the worst environments: the noisiest, the
most polluted, the most accident prone.
We learned of the need to transform vehicle
lanes into wider footways, protected cycleways, and avenues of trees. If we add quality
development and change traffic-dominated
roads into streets, they will no longer be
places hostile to humans, but integral and
valued parts of our towns.
High Streets – our speakers have talked
about the importance of high streets as
social places, especially for the less affluent
and more vulnerable members of communities, and of the public realm improvements
that can bring greater accessibility and
enjoyment. But we need central government action to allow high streets’ businesses
to compete fairly and evenly with internet
retailers, who at the moment are able to
avoid business rates, corporate taxation, and
side-step obligations to employees including
sickness pay, maternity pay andvholidays,
pension contributions, etc. by taking on selfemployed staff.

•

•

These ideas came together at our Framework for Towns and Cities event. Speakers
outlined a specification for People-Friendly

Places, covering mobility and inclusion,
neighbourliness and health. We heard about
systems thinking and looked at how the system responds to need. We learned how our
current site allocation process is leading to
the least-worst sites being developed, rather
than the best and most sustainably located.
Most masterplans aim to create peoplefriendly places, but experience shows that
this aim is diluted or abandoned as projects
proceed into technical design and adoption.
Ian Nairn wrote in Outrage (Architectural
Review 1955), that ‘everyone is a specialist whose aim is not primarily to achieve
the end-product’. Since that time, we have
added new specialist silos and deepened existing divides. We see division at every level:
in primary legislation, in education and professional training, and in the organisation of
design, construction and maintenance. Our
current standards and practices have been
drawn up by specialists ‘whose aim is not
primarily to achieve the end-product’, but
rather the efficient operation of the specific
service for which they are responsible. To deliver people-friendly places we need to break
down these silos, collaborate and improve
our understanding of each other’s views and,
above all, find a common understanding of
what is a successful place. To this end, we
call for a collaborative framework for towns
and cities where:
All technical standards support high-level
policies and statutory duties are mutually
compatible, and form part of an overall
cohesive system that can deliver peoplefriendly places
High-level policies and objectives are
achievable and realistic at a technical level
Design guidance and standards include

•
•
•
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plenty of information on people’s needs and
capabilities. Design guidance and standards
that ignore humans are withdrawn
Guidance, practices and standards are
informed by research.

•

The final event to-date, Urban Design and
Politicians, heard heartfelt comments and
disappointment over the lack of leadership,
the short-sightedness of decision-making
and the vested interests that hold sway.

People-Friendly Big
Streets
22 May 2019, HTA Design, Chamber
Street, London

HTA hosted an evening of stimulating presentations on the theme of redesigning major
urban roads as streets. Graham Smith gave
an overview of distributor roads, courtesy of
the infamous Design Bulletin 32 (DB32). The
price tag for these is routinely flagged as an
achievement of new development, but they
offer nothing related to good urban design or
safety for pedestrians and cyclists. The guide
refers to ‘compact’ and ‘normal’ roundabouts, which means that a normal design
is in fact hazardous for pedestrians and cyclists. Graham questioned our better design

Cities have been around for a long time, and
it should not surprise us that these matters
have been discussed before. Plato (a mere
2400 years ago) in The Republic, identifies the need for Guardians: people who are
removed from the corrupting influences of
life, who are trained and educated to run the
city impartially in the interests of all citizens,
and who have the responsibility to educate
future generations of Guardians. We need
those engaged in the built environment to

guides too and asked why we still design for
vehicles to overtake which increases risks
and reduces capacity.
Ian Hingley of Urban Movement took the
audience through the redesign of Sauchiehall Street in Glasgow, a key part of Britain’s
largest public realm programme. Analysis
showed disproportionate space allocated to
volumes of vehicle that didn’t exist. It has
taken two years to implement the work but
confidence and investment are returning,
bins and clutter are going, pavements are
wider and cyclists are being given greater
priority. The design slows the traffic as well
as diverting it, and pedestrians enjoy ‘Copenhagen crossings’ giving them priority at
side streets.
Duncan Berntsen of Medway Council
highlighted the pressures on local government as deadlines for new developments
loomed while officers were designing a project to humanise Corporation Road, the old
A2 in Rochester, a typical dual carriageway.
Proposals include new places, squares and
a park, not just traffic calming. Duncan referred to the value of good quality images
to communicate ideas early on and give encouragement to members, who in turn have
a vital role as flexible facilitators. Planners
and local councils should embrace risk and
establish long-term partnerships with the
private sector.
Nicholas Boys Smith of Create Streets
aims to generate excitement about creating
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act a little like Guardians ‘whose aim is to
achieve the end-product’: people-friendly
places, towns and cities that meet human
need. Education is essential. A city is not like
a piece of flat-pack furniture that can be assembled from a set of instructions. It needs
people who understand the complexity, the
importance of the different parts and how
they work together.
A remarkable demonstration of global
political leadership in the past year has been
by children, and especially Greta Thunberg
who was just 15 when she started the ‘school
strike for the climate’ movement. At time of
writing, over half of councils in the UK have
declared a climate emergency. But it is not
enough to be sympathetic to these ideas:
we need to make changes. Let us all work
together to ensure we have a people-friendly
planet, and that we are making peoplefriendly places.

•

Robert Huxford and Katja Stille

2 Sutcliffe Park, south east London –
formerly a bleak grassy open space,
transformed into wetlands with a
flood storage area with double the
number of visitors, staying for twice
the time.

streets and boulevards. Visions need to get
residents on side and he highlighted three
community led initiatives in London that
had real traction. A global case study tour
showed a large range of exciting big street
initiatives including some in Chennai and
Pune in India, and Moscow’s garden ring
where a 16-lane road has been reduced to
10. In France, mayors are often leading the
way in stitching cities together with trams.
In the following discussion, a return to
familiar problems such as the structure of
local government and the lack of adopted
national guidance, were included. Perhaps
a new Manual for Streets is needed to show
typical detailed approaches according to
the character of streets. Bigger and smaller
streets, all need to be dealt with together.
Another issue is the conflict between cyclists
and pedestrians on cycle lanes, especially
for the partially sighted.
The evening highlighted international
trends to radically change street design and
left many with a feeling that in the UK, we
are not very bold at asking questions. How
would Bazalgette fare today? The recently
rejected scheme for Holland Park Avenue for
instance seemed very tame by international
comparison, but even that design wasn’t
accepted.

•

Tim Hagyard, formerly local government
planner and urban designer. Currently working
with CPRE Hertfordshire

update 5

Infrastructure and
Connectivity – The
first and last mile,
BOBMK Design
Network Event
11 June 2019, Thames Tower, Reading

The BOBMK Design Network was formed in
2004 to improve the quality of design and
development, and to gain better access to
knowledge and training for the 14 subscribing local authorities in Buckinghamshire,
Oxfordshire, Berkshire and Milton Keynes,
through presentations, workshops and site
visits. This event was hosted by Savills in the
new FORA co-working space in the renovated and extended Thames Tower next to
Reading station. A good mix of public and
private professionals heard Andrew Raven’s
summary of issues to be addressed and
he highlighted the theme of disruption in
Savills latest Impacts global market report.
Mega-trends include repurposing of underperforming retail malls as co-retailing and
entertainment spaces or fulfilment centres,
and traditional retail and office space being
replaced with flexible co-living and co-working spaces. Companies in car-based leafy
business parks now have problems recruiting
younger workers, who increasingly prefer

gritty inner city locations for a varied and
greener work-life balance.
Phil Jones illustrated how travel distance
and speed differences between walking and
cycling routes and different male-female
perspectives are key to understanding their
usage. Traffic threats are a bigger disincentive to women cycling by 70:30 in the UK,
while the better infrastructure in Holland
makes cycling feel safer producing a 50:50
split. Favourable trends encouraging more
cycle use include wider coverage of affordable bike rental schemes, cheaper reliable
e-bikes, including e-cargo bikes for local
inner city distribution, and the desire for
greener and healthier lifestyles.
Llewelyn Morgan, Head of Innovation
at iHUB Oxford County Council and Richard
Webb of Barton Willmore gave presentations
of their 2050 Vision Studies of Oxford and
Reading. These illustrated aspirations for
new infrastructure initiatives including repurposing roads as parks and smart transit

corridors, and the challenge to integrate
first-last mile objectives into plans. While
encouraging blue sky thinking, the practical,
political and financial challenges of implementing new infrastructure were highlighted
by Reading Borough Council’s Transport and
Environment member Councillor Tony Page.
He described how Reading’s aim for a more
sustainable transport policy is being constrained by lack of funds for a new Thames
Crossing, and the locations for vital new
park-and-ride sites in uncooperative neighbouring local authorities.
Urban designers need to understand
lifestyle and infrastructure changes as part
of major regional initiatives being planned in
the context of the ambitious Ox-Cam Arc and
2050 visions for Reading and Oxford.

Global Climate
Change Digest

In the private sector, a large number of
design practices have also declared a climate and biodiversity emergency and have
committed to a significant set of actions.
Embedded within these declarations are
some major commitments for us as urban
designers to respond to. They include advocating for faster change and action, and
evaluating every project against the aspiration to contribute positively to mitigating
climate breakdown. There is also a commitment to share knowledge and research on
an open source basis as part of a collective
effort to bring about real change.
We at Urban Design, commit to do our
bit to promote and share research and solutions. We are therefore introducing a new
feature in the next issue of the magazine.

It will be a global digest of the latest and
most useful research on climate change
mitigation and adaptation. We have assembled a group of climate change experts who
will filter through the raft of work happening across the globe, to bring you the most
relevant information for urban designers.
We will include a short summary of the most
relevant findings and and QR links to look up
using a smart phone – like these below – so
that you can explore them further. We hope
it will be a real help in supporting your everyday work.

On 1 May the UK government became the
first in the world to declare a climate change
emergency. This marks a pivotal moment
and decisions over the coming months will
indicate just how seriously the government
takes this decision.
In advance of this national declaration,
many local authorities and local councils
have been declaring their own emergencies
and committing themselves to action on climate change.

QR code Climateemergency

•

Malcolm Moor, architect and independent
consultant in urban design; co-editor of Urban
Design Futures

•

Jane Manning, Director at Allies and Morrison,
Urban Practitioners

QR code Architects declare
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Urban Design Library
#31
Great Streets, Allan B Jacobs,
MIT Press, 1993

Since its publication more than 25 years ago,
this book continues to impress; it looks in
detail at what makes great streets around
the world. Unlike so many books about
streets which rely on photographs, its value
lies in the scaled drawings – figure-grounds,
sections and plans – of famous streets and
spaces: the Ramblas, the Champs-Elysees,
Stroget in Copenhagen, Fifth Avenue, Piccadilly Circus, Regent Street, Edinburgh’s
Princes Street, and even Venice’s Grand
Canal, to name just a few.
The ability to be able to make precise
scale comparisons of spaces remembered,
probably inaccurately, is what makes the
difference between a designer’s vision
and reality. Detailed street-level sketches
throughout the book add the character that
sections and plans can’t represent. Great
Streets grew out of Jacobs’ teaching at the
University of California in Berkeley in the
1980s, when a studio project involved looking at how to improve Van Ness Avenue in
San Francisco, and learn from other places
to inform its potential. He soon discovered
how hard it was to find accurate plans of
well-known streets, and that ‘we couldn’t
put dimensions to our memories’.

VISION VS. REALITY

This scenario reflects my own early experience in practice. A project in which I
was involved in problem-solving capacity required bridging the gap between the
project’s architects and the local authority’s
planners. The architect’s vision for the main
space in this waterfront development was
for it to resemble Piazza San Marco in Venice;
this is a wonderful place to be in for its
sense of enclosure, grandeur, formality and
informality, passageways, roofscape, elevations, floorscape, variety and uniformity,

and so on. But the proposals on the table
did not seem very similar to it. By accurately
comparing the two spaces, using the scale
drawing of Piazza San Marco from this book,
it was possible to show the designers that
their spaces would be very different in scale,
and would not have the same proportions or
properties. In the end, the scheme was built
with some changes, and a subsequent visit
reminded me of the other qualities that the
Venetian example had and this one did not –
the quality of the buildings and the richness
of the design overall, no doubt created by
many hands.
So Great Streets proved its worth to me
soon after it arrived in the office, and each
time I go back to it, I find more depth. It encourages us to reflect on our experiences of
spaces, as well as to seek out new places
which can teach us something.

A SYSTEMATIC APPROACH

Part One, Great Streets, looks at types of
streets, such as Still Great Medieval Streets,
In the Grand Manner, Once Great Streets,
Trees Alone, and more. This section is very
interesting as it includes a social history of
each example, and a description about how
it is used and feels, and reminiscences or
recollections of Jacobs’ past visits.
Part Two, Streets that Teach is an even
more systematic record of key streets’
properties, which Jacobs has grouped as
he thinks that designers and policy makers
might use them, grouping ancient streets
or boulevards together. These range from
Herculaneum to Unter den Linden in Berlin,
via Main Street in Disneyland California. The
supporting bullet points set out the typical
characteristics, and as the streets become
more complex or multifunctional through the
chapter, these notes become more detailed,
identifying typical shop widths, busy times
of the day, views from the public space,
and most importantly, key dimensions. The
Appendix also includes pedestrian volumes,
which allow comparisons with contemporary
data.
Part Three, Street and City Patterns is a
fascinating collection of scaled figure-ground
plans, which further increases the range
of places referenced, and shows the wider
context of some of the earlier examples.
This section features streets beyond Europe
such as classic American streets, and a wide
range of Asian, Latin American and Australian ones – e.g. Beijing, Brasilia, Chandigarh,
Sydney and Ahmedabad. Jacobs’ analysis
goes further, looking at the intersections and
blocks per square mile for selected cities
(and in some cases how that has changed
over time), so we learn that Los Angeles has
47 blocks per square mile, while Rome is far
more interconnected and has 504 intersections per square mile. Some of the data is no
doubt useful to enlightened traffic engineers
seeking to demonstrate the sustainability,
walkability and perhaps road safety attributes of places, but overall it adds to the
book’s purpose of helping ‘people to have
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better understandings of their communities’
and how people interact.
Part Four, Making Great Streets looks at
the designable qualities that can be transferred to other contexts. Here the sheer
weight of Jacobs’ analysis works against
itself; his principles are useful but not pithy
enough to compete with some of Jan Gehl’s
key ideas or Responsive Environment’s qualities such as permeability and robustness, to
become useful rules of thumb to which busy
designers can turn.

A MULTIDISCIPLINARY REFERENCE

Concluding his magnum opus, Jacobs
advocates that ‘Great streets do not just
happen… the hands of decision makers,
sometimes of specific designers, are visible…
In cases where the initial layout and properties of the street evolved, such as Stroget or
the Ramblas, there is likely to have been a
major concerted design effort at some point
to make the street what it has become’. He
is clear that in looking at the public realm,
not only should we call upon accurate plans
and sections to have a realistic understanding of places, but also not overlook the life
on those streets and how they have changed
over time. At a time when major housing
developments are being designed relying on
soulless road networks, or cities are bravely
reviewing the space given over to traffic in
face of rising air pollution, public transport
routes and more active travel, the places in
this book should be a great inspiration.
Great Streets ought to be on the reading
list of all urban design, planning, engineering, transport, architecture and landscape
architecture courses, as Jacobs is clear that
‘the best streets, by and large, get designed
and then are cared for, continuously’. No one
profession can stand back and regard their
work as done.

•

Louise Thomas
READ ON
Appleyard D, (1981) Livable Streets, University
of California Press
Gehl J and Gemoze L, (2003) New City
Spaces, The Danish Architectural Press
Gehl J and Gemoze L, (2004) Public Spaces,
Public Life, Copenhagen, The Danish
Architectural Press
Jacobs A and Appleyard D (1987), ‘Towards
a New Urban Design Manifesto’, Journal of
American Planning Association, 53, no 1,
Winter
Jacobs J, (1961) The Death and Life of Great
American Cities, Random House
Tate A, (2015), Great City Parks, Second
Edition, Routledge

update 7

CURRENT POSITION
Freelance urban designer; historic
opportunities group/ local theatre set
designer and musician, Kidderminster,
Worcestershire.
PREVIOUS POSITION
Urban Designer and Senior Landscape
Architect, Dudley Metropolitan Council,
1989-2016
EDUCATION
MA Urban Design (Distinction) (Birmingham
BCU)
PGDip LA (Birmingham UCE)

N
Source: Llandudno Before the
Hotels by Christopher Draper,
published by Llygad Gwalch,
2007

My Favourite Plan:
Keith J Rowland
Llandudno – Eligible Leasehold
Building Land, On Sale On the
Gloddaeth Estate, Auction on 28th
& 29th August, 1849

WHY I LIKE IT…

I like the plan because of its simplicity and
as a blank canvas for the development opportunities which were about to come to a
very quiet, off the beaten track location on
the coast of North Wales. I had noted the
distinctive form and the absence of some
less attractive aspects of seaside towns on
holiday visits, plus the continuity of historic
form across time. Why was that? Could it
have something to do with this plan?

WHAT TO LEARN FROM IT…

The plan provokes questions, for example

whether the leasehold parcels would be
subject to restrictive covenants, and whether
the form and place character emerging was
helped or hindered. Intriguingly, what was on
the land, who owned the freehold, and how
was it acquired?
The plan was drawn up for Lord Edward
Mostyn MP, a powerful local landowner who,
recognising a wealth-making scheme for a
bathing resort, acquired the common land
after promoting an Enclosure Act in 1843 for
which he then became the freeholder and
controller. This saw the clearance of the old
Llandudno village (1849) with evictions, and
workers’ accommodation being quickly replaced by leasehold properties in the new
town.
Two different seashores are shown, and a
steep hillside, with their respective microclimates, daylighting and views. The parcels of
land are strongly gridded, a small park forming a focal point. The future place and North
Shore are potentially favoured by the longer
length of development parcels, later proving to be the case as hotels took off along

AMBITIONS
To continue to help in the understanding and
promotion of urban design and its use and
interpretation within local communities, with
collaborative design within arts, culture and
place.
North Shore in 1852, rather than the more
domestic-scaled and less commercial aspect
of West Shore.
Architectural design was primarily by
Mostyn Estate, which appointed a limited
range of architects, in particular the Liverpool architect Owen Williams. He created
strong urban forms to a design code of its
time. Llandudno remains substantially within
Mostyn Estate’s strict controls today. This
arguably shows how restrictive covenants on
leasehold land can shape and bring about a
cohesive future place, following good urban
design principles of grain, massing and distinctiveness. Whilst the freehold acquisition
in this case is controversial historically, it
demonstrates how a leasehold land sale plan
created an ongoing and hopefully sustainable, distinctive and vibrant place.

•

For further reading see A century of Llandudno by Jim Roberts, Sutton Publishing 1999.
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8 behind the image

Copenhagen Kalvebod
Bølge, Denmark
Introducing playfulness to a business oriented part of
the city, the Kalvebod ‘wave’ brings this neighbourhood
closer to the water
In each issue of Behind the Image, one of our contributors visits a
contemporary public space from around the world. The photography
tries to reveal an alternative perspective on a familiar precedent,
famous space or place. These images illustrate how the public space
works in practice: exploring its features (designed and unintended),
and the way it relates to the surrounding context.

•

Lionel Eid, George Garofalakis, Rosie Garvey and Alice Raggett

© Neptuul

Reclaiming space: Kalvebod Bølge does not create new connections across the Sydhavnen river. Instead, it reclaims space along the length of the waterfront and
provides a new promenade containing facilities for play, sport and pleasure.

Levels and activity: At the water’s edge there are areas designated for swimming and kayaking. Above are several walkways intended for fast and slow
movement. The promenade offers many options from playful routes and places to pause, to more direct paths for jogging and cycling.
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© Guillaume Baviere

A beach for the city: In good weather, Kalvebod Bølge is transformed into an
urban amphitheatre with beach-like qualities. The stepped levels provide areas
for sunbathing without interfering with the movement function of the public
space.

Simplicity and texture: A limited material palette of timber and concrete has
been applied across the public space in wave-like, sculptural geometries.
Cycling is discouraged in some areas through a subtle demarcation of paths
that have coarser textures in wood.

Objects in space: Benches, bins and exercise and play equipment are the only
pieces of urban furniture occupying a considerably large and otherwise sparse
open space. Could the hardness of the promenade be augmented with soft
landscaping?

Risk and trust: A ramp encourages visitors to take a risk and plunge into the
water, trusting that people will do so responsibly. The absence of bollards,
fencing and cautionary signage encourages a sense of individual freedom.
This lack of clutter is part of what makes the spaces feel so successful.
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10 DISSERTATION & PROJECT RESEARCH

Anti-Gentrification
in Grangetown, Cardiff
Zeinab Abdelrahman describes a project to
safeguard places in flux
The MA Urban Design autumn studio programme at Cardiff University was designed
with two purposes in mind: to introduce the
students to some basic aspects of urban design, while simultaneously critiquing the field
in order to move it forward, by exploring more
effective forms of practice. The studio critically questions the strengths and weaknesses
of conventional urban design elements and
skills. While conventional urban design deals
with well-defined buildings, open spaces
and infrastructures, the city in reality is filled
with ambiguity and complexity which require
cutting-edge techniques and truly radical
and inventive approaches. Focusing on the
relationship between urban design, housing
and gentrification, the programme examines
this relationship in Grangetown, Cardiff with a
view to reframing the issues through a deeper
understanding, so that it can lead to transformative outcomes.

CITY AS FLUX

In practice, a fairly common yet narrow
view of urban design is as a noun, and its
outcome as a completed project. The project may be a new city, a network of open
spaces, an urban complex, or a master plan.
A broader view of urban design is as a verb
that denotes engaging with the city as an
ongoing process, from the conception of an
urban design initiative, to multiple alternatives and iterations, an agreed strategy,
refinement, acceptance, implementation,
modification, and beyond. Urban design is
ultimately about the processes of city design
and building that possess characteristics of
complexity, constant change, and difficult
trade-offs.
The dominant way of thinking in urban
design – particularly among practitioners
– tends to value the city as a fixed threedimensional object. The underlying idea is
that a stable framework for urban life will
offer a semblance of continuity in the context of the ever-changing occupants and
activities of the urban milieu. While such an
approach often produces visionary thinking
and stunning visualisations, it nonetheless
posits an endpoint for a phenomenon that
is constantly changing, and thereby limits a
multitude of possibilities in its evolution.
So, while the city may be designed,
built, and experienced as a three-dimensional object, the crucial fourth dimension of
time requires that the city be more appropriately conceptualised as flux, as constant

change. Urbanists require a conceptual
grasp of flux in order to shift design thinking,
learn to be flexible, and regard projects and
strategies as thoughtful and adaptive experiments. One way to understand the city as
flux is to ground this concept in the practices
of urban designers and other urban actors,
emerging from their accommodation of,
and experiments with, everyday contingencies, breakdowns, exceptions, opportunities,
and the unintended consequences that they
encounter. The point is for urban designers
to actively conceptualise and continually
engage with cities as flux in addition to their
three-dimensional materiality (Inam, 2014).

Gentrification

One of the most common forms of urban
change is gentrification. The term was popularised by the British sociologist Ruth Glass
in the 1960s, when she observed an influx of
‘gentry’ (i.e. people more affluent and educated than their working-class neighbours,
and whom she presumed to be the offspring
of the landed gentry) buying and renovating
old mews and cottages in certain neighbourhoods in inner London. Glass (1964) wrote:
‘Once this process of gentrification starts in
a district it goes on rapidly until all or most
of the original working-class occupiers are
displaced and the social character of the
district is changed.’
Today gentrification is understood as
something much more comprehensive: a
generalised middle-class restructuring of
place, encompassing the entire transformation from low-status neighbourhoods to
upper-middle-class playgrounds. Gentrifiers’ residences are no longer just renovated
houses but newly built townhouses and
high-rise apartments. Their workplaces are
as likely to be new downtown or dockland
office developments as warehouse studios.
Gentrification extends to retail and commercial precincts, and can be seen in rural and
coastal towns as well as cities.

Grangetown

Grangetown is a quintessential urban area
because it is a rich mix of urban conditions:
historic and contemporary; medium density and low density; mixed land uses and
segregated land uses; fine grained as well
as coarse grained; separated by roads and
connected by those same roads; close to the
water’s edge and close to the city centre.
Grangetown represents the future of cities in
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terms of its varied complex and heterogeneous urban conditions, but also because of its
cultural and ethnic diversity, as well as the
social mobility it affords its residents.
Morphologically, Grangetown consists of
three zones; the Victorian core with its fine
urban grain and mixed uses; the industrial
zone with large brownfield sites; and the
Cardiff Bay area, which was regenerated by
the Cardiff Bay Development Corporation
(CBDC), and characterised by large investment in large-scale urban blocks, fast roads,
land use zoning and luxury apartments.

Student Project

The studio began with a research question:
‘How can anti-gentrification strategies lead
to balanced communities in Grangetown?’
The vision is: Grangetown is a mixed, balanced community where everyone has the
right to live, work, and play in the neighbourhood regardless of income.
The evidence base for the project examined the key indicators of gentrification in
Grangetown focusing on:
the phases of gentrification from the
renovation of the existing housing stock for
professionals and conversions by smallscale investors, to new-build schemes by
developers
the displacement of local people measured by changes over time in incomes,
professional and educational attainment
levels in the area, as well as transitions from
renting to home ownership
the rent gap measured by the changes in
property prices and rent levels over time in
relation to incomes.
The conclusions showed that areas of
Grangetown in closest proximity to the city
centre and the River Taff had shown signs of
the first two phases of gentrification. However, the greatest signs of the third phase
of gentrification was around the Cardiff Bay
area, which was both disconnected from the
Victorian core and industrial zone morphologically, socio-culturally and economically.
For the study, the decision was to focus attention primarily on integrating the Cardiff
Bay area into the rest of Grangetown to bring
about a more balanced neighbourhood,
to reduce segregation and displacement
through creating mixes of finer grained land
uses, buildings and housing types, and affordability. Effective community involvement
and governance was the main approach
identified to support real change.

•
•
•
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Anti-Gentrification Strategies

The project developed five main anti-gentrification strategies:
A place plan (equivalent to a neighbourhood plan in England) to develop spatial
policies to guide new development and
urban change in the area
A housing co-operative on the Morrison’s
site to densify the site and its surface car
park with a greater mix through infill
A community land trust and design code
on the former Gas Works site to manage
the mix of affordable housing and assets to
cross-subsidise development
The retrofitting of a big box retail park as
a finer grained high street to connect the
Cardiff Bay area with the Victorian core and
the industrial zone
The use of landscape and green links to
connect the three zones together as a walkable environment.
The place plan – the statutory planning
guidance for Grangetown and the key development sites – is guided by four strategic
themes and how they would improve affordability and mitigate against displacement,
namely mix, community-ownership, connections and quality of space.
A number of key sites were researched
to understand their land ownership. The students proposed public-private partnerships
that could achieve the policy outcomes in
the place plan:
A design code to guide the development
of strategic projects that conforms to the
quality of space theme in the place plan
(e.g. the former Gas Works site).
An infill strategy in accordance with the
place plan’s spatial policies.

•
•
•
•
•

•
•

Morrison’s Site Project

One particular site is currently owned and
occupied by a Morrison’s supermarket and
surface car parking that creates a poor carbased urban environment and undefined,
badly enclosed space. The current layout
of the site offers little connectivity with the
proposed new high street (identified in the
place plan) linking the Bay area with the
Victorian core and industrial zone.
The site project proposed a land swap
between Morrison’s and the City Council
with the development of a housing co-operative called the Grangetown Community
Builders to provide affordable housing and a
mix of functions to create a vibrant, creative,
community-centred walkable neighbourhood with adaptable and flexible spaces.
The proposed layout provided mixed
use character areas on the site: residential,
hotel, business incubator and co-working
spaces, and open space to be shared with
other surrounding communities, conveniently located on the edge of the site.
Horizontally and vertically mixed uses were
adopted for the whole site.

Findings

The research-based design of Grangetown
identified the dynamics at work in the different zones of the neighbourhood. The
most socio-economically exclusive of the
three zones is the Cardiff Bay area where
new-build luxury apartments and big box
development characterised by large swathes
of surface car parking required concerted
interventions. By considering a holistic approach that included community-ownership
of land and assets, community-led policies in the place plan, as well as a spatial

approach to connecting the three zones with
a network of accessible and shared space
and facilities, the key forces of commercialled development leading to gentrification
could be managed.
A key conclusion is that councils do
have powers to ensure that community-led
development provides balanced and mixed
communities. However, this has to be enshrined in statutory policy documents such
as place plans. Other policy documents as
design codes can also have some influence
in guiding development more appropriately
in more detail of form, layout, and density.
Other community-led governance mechanisms such as community land trusts and
housing co-operatives are equally influential
in ensuring land is locked for posterity for
the good of local people. Further research
is still needed to investigate how to engage
the community inclusively and effectively
in leading urban change, as in many inner
city areas like Grangetown there may not be
the skills or confidence for local people to
become equal partners in the development
process.

•

Zeinab Abdelrahman, student on the MA
Urban Design, Cardiff University programme
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
Thanks to Professor Aseem Inam and Noha
Nasser, and team members Qi Mo, Ran Lu,
Shi Gao, Ziyan Lu, Siqi Zhou, Yizhou Yang,
Linna Zhang, Wenquan Gan, Yuewen Zhang,
and Tonia Al-Adaime.

1 The Morrison’s site with a
finer grained mix of land uses
and building typologies
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A Distinctively Local
Approach to Tackling
the Housing Crisis
Simon Bayliss, Andrew Beharrell,
Stephen Proctor and Ben Williamson set out the
challenge and indicate how designers can help
SKILLS SHORTAGE

But there is another looming crisis, the skills
shortage in the construction industry: skilled
people are retiring, and not enough young
people are entering an industry perceived
as old-fashioned; physical conditions on site
are uncomfortable and the culture is seen
as laddish; productivity is poor; training and
apprenticeship programmes have not recovered from the last recession. All of this was
made plain in the 2016 Farmer Review of the
UK Construction Labour Model: Modernise
or Die, which called for greater innovation
and offsite manufacturing to be adopted in
housebuilding.
These acute labour shortages and rising construction costs come at a time where
there is growing pressure to adopt standardised production methods in order to double
the number of homes currently being built.
The challenge for architects is to reconcile
the push for increasing housing numbers and
a shortage of skills to deliver these, with the
aspiration for high quality and locally distinctive homes and places.

1

A SHARED VISION

2

Everyone is talking about the housing crisis,
but this means different things to different people. To some it means a crisis of
homelessness, illustrated by rising numbers
of rough sleepers and people in temporary
accommodation. To others it means a crisis
of home ownership, illustrated by falling
numbers of owner-occupiers and the growing cohort of ‘generation rent’.
Everyone agrees that there is a problem of affordability: the price of homes to
rent or buy is too high in relation to average
incomes, and there are not enough homes
at suitably subsidised rents for those on low
incomes. Most of our political leaders agree
that the way to remedy the situation is to
build more homes, thereby redressing the
balance between supply and demand. For

the first time in 40 years, housing is near the
top of the political agenda, and regarded
by all parties as a significant election issue.
In 2015, the government pledged to boost
supply by building one million new homes
between 2015 and 2020, and increasing
annual completions to 300,000 by the mid2020s. In the November 2017 Budget, the
Chancellor Philip Hammond pledged £15.3
billion of new financial support for housebuilding and land supply over the following
five years, taking the total to £44 billion.
Housebuilders and large housing associations (which increasingly see themselves
as housebuilders with a social purpose) are
gearing up to deliver. They talk confidently
about development programmes running
into tens of thousands of homes.
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Our four architecture firms have come together to respond to this challenge through
Distinctively Local, a new report that focuses
on new suburban and rural housing, including urban extensions, suburban infill and
completely new settlements. Unfortunately,
many of the new homes currently being built
do not aspire to a high enough standard
of design. In the foreword to our report,
Lord Taylor of Goss Moor says ‘If the great
majority of what we build is poor quality
‘anywhere estates’ designed thoughtlessly
(and I believe it is), we simply reinforce opposition to new homes being built at all. Yet
every village, town, and city we love, every
neighbourhood and community village we
aspire to live in, was buiIt by people for people. Why have we lost faith in our ability to
do as well? Some of the very loveliest places
evolved over time in tiny, hand-crafted evolutions that are hard to replicate today – but
many equally successful places were created
at scale, streets and terraces and avenues
and even whole new communities from
the 18th to the 20th century, using pattern
books and master designs.’

viewpoint 13

Case Studies reviewed in the report:
1 Ninewells, Cambridge by PRP
2 Abode, Great Kneighton,
Cambridge by Proctor & Matthews.
Photograph by Tim Crocker
3 and 4 Beechwood West, Basildon
by Pollard Thomas Edwards, where
buyers could create their own homes
from one million design combinations
5 Officers Field, Portland, by HTA

The report aims to inform and inspire
those who may be planning, designing,
delivering or hoping to inhabit new developments, including the latest generation of
garden towns and villages. It includes guidance and case studies showing how to create
genuinely distinctive and popular places. In
doing so, it will help foster a positive perception of new development that can in turn
help smooth the path for boosting housing
supply.

3

THE GOVERNMENT’S CHALLENGE

At the start of 2019, Housing Minister Kit
Malthouse challenged architects to help
Britain to achieve the government’s ambitious housing targets by ‘building the homes
the next generation deserves’. Writing in the
Architect’s Journal in January 2019, he said:
’If you get the design right – the scale, the
context, the fitness – communities will feel
enhanced and respected, and will lay down
their petitions and placards’. Distinctively
Local is a positive and direct response to this
challenge. It is also intended to support and
complement Sir Oliver Letwin’s Independent
Review of Build Out Rates (October 2018)
and the RIBA’s response published in the
same month The Ten Primary Characteristics
of Places Where People Want to Live.
Unlike the RIBA document, our report
does not aim to provide a comprehensive
primer on placemaking. Rather, we concentrate on key aspects of design and aim to
show in more detail ‘what good looks like’.
They are:
creating places which respond to their
context
designing people-friendly streets and
open spaces
crafting modern houses which feel like
home
offering choice and diversity.

•
•
•
•

Beyond the practical needs of comfort and
convenience, people aspire to live in places
which promote health, happiness and, that
elusive concept, community. We also value
a sense of place: that our neighbourhood,
village, town or city has some special and
positive characteristics that make it different
from others.
The government agrees. The rewritten National Planning Policy Framework
(2018) promotes community engagement
as a means to understand the local context
and instil new development with distinctive
character. Every local plan and every urban

4

5

design guide seem to feature the phrase ‘local distinctiveness’. In addition in November
2018, the government launched the Building Better, Building Beautiful Commission
with the purpose ‘to tackle the challenge of
poor-quality design and build of homes and
places across the country, and help ensure
as we build for the future, we do so with
popular consent’.

Designing and building homes that respond to the local context can be more
thoughtful than architectural style alone. If
we can look beyond style, we can start to
foster a positive perception of new developments, which can in turn make the planning
process a smoother journey. This will have
a real impact in boosting housing supply.
Not only do we believe this can be done,
we have shown it can be done. Our report
highlights 15 case studies featuring projects
from the four practices that illustrate some
or all of the Distinctively Local issues and
themes. They range in size from just 25 to
over 650 homes, and they point the way towards creating good homes and places at a
much larger scale. The report also includes
examples of masterplans for 1,000 homes
and more, which show how to scale-up the
approach to placemaking. Most importantly,
the developments are popular with the people who live in and around them.

DISTINCTIVELY LOCAL IN PRACTICE

To achieve this, national and local government, communities and the housing industry
need to understand that successful placemaking involves much more than stylistic
preference. It begins with an effective masterplan containing the seeds of distinctive
character and identity. At the outline planning application stage, there is no need to
commit to any specific form of architectural
expression. Indeed, to do so is sometimes a
distraction from strategic plan-making, and
designers should tread carefully in this area.
However, in order to illustrate the feel
of a place, design teams often do get drawn
early into the question of style, and present
seductive illustrations to help to sell the
overall concept. It is therefore important to
understand that character will grow out of a
wide and complex range of interconnected
issues, including the construction and delivery process, and the practical needs of the
consumer, as well as the choice of architectural language.

•

Simon Bayliss, managing partner of HTA
Design
Andrew Beharrell, senior partner at Pollard
Thomas Edwards
Stephen Proctor, founding director of Proctor
& Matthews
Ben Williamson, associate director at PRP

Distinctively Local is available to read in full at
www.distinctively-local.co.uk
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An Urban Design
Education

1

O

ne of the Urban Design Group’s main aims is to support
education about urban design, whether amongst professionals or the public at large, and a major constituency
for its promotion of urban design lies in the student community.
Whether these are ‘converting’ architects, planners, landscape
architects or those with non-cognate backgrounds wanting to
engage more with the processes and form of development, urban
design can look like a leap of faith – away from the confines of
well-known professions and their institutions (e.g. RIBA, RTPI
and LI) – into a less well understood, yet fundamental, realm
of the built environment. For these students, the Urban Design
Group and this journal bring reassurance that they have entered
a different professional world, one which is both wide-ranging
and deep in its interests and concerns, and yet can be conveyed
in a few concepts or adjectives (human-scaled, pedestrianfriendly, sustainable, etc.).
NEW INFLUENCES
As it is undoubtedly a long time since many of our readers first
discovered urban design and perhaps studied it formally, it is
interesting to reflect on how formal taught courses have adapted
in the last 20 to 30 years to changing urban pressures and wider
agendas. Elisabete Cidre at the Bartlett School of Planning,
assembled 19 fascinating papers in the Journal of Urban Design
(2016, 21, vol 5) on ‘Emergent pedagogy in urban design’, which
drew out academics’ views about urban design education today,
including accreditation and course identity, multi vs. interdisciplinarity, globalisation and internationalisation, the commercialisation of education and employability, and how both
staff and students learn – in other words pedagogy itself.
As we know from the range of topics that this journal covers,
urban design now encompasses many interests and specialisms,
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1 Urban Design in
Context project:
Southwark, Adam
Crozier

and has been influenced by newer external forces. These include
for example, climate change, the need to increase housing densities and build more genuinely affordable housing, better public
space design, the decline of town centres, greater expectations
on public and private open space in denser environments, food
production methods, maximising physical and mental health
benefits, the use of technology for data gathering, design and
communications, strategic or sub-regional issues, localism, and
not forgetting the consequences of austerity measures on the
state of design quality in the post credit-crunch development
industry and local authorities.
So this is a good opportunity to invite the leaders of UDGmember urban design postgraduate taught courses to look at
how urban design education has changed and what the priorities
now are. Other factors which have an impact, major or minor on
course content and skills development, include the increased
significance of the Research Excellence Framework (REF) and
university research outputs, and how research fits with course
curricula; the effect of student fees; the 2016 Referendum, Brexit
and the recruitment of foreign students.
IS RAISING AWARENESS ENOUGH?
Opening this topic is Valentina Giordano, of UCL’s Bartlett
School of Planning, who sets the scene in assessing urban design
skills available in English local authorities. Despite previous
boom-times in investment in design skills training, her research
with Matthew Carmona shows that 50 per cent of local authorities now have no in-house design capacity, and training is limited
to raising awareness, rather than developing design skills. Given
this reality, Philip Black of Manchester University sets out the
process which helps students to develop a range of abilities and
depths of understanding, within the challenge of a time-limited

Topic 15
one-year course. He is seeking to make urban design a visible
specialism, and not one lost in the different cultures of planning
or architecture courses. This is a theme that other contributors
feel strongly about, and it is further articulated by Ombretta
Romice of Strathclyde University, who with colleagues has developed a programme to enable students to feel confident designing
in complex city environments. Inspiring the contributions of
individual designers within an urban system of both written
and implied rules is a key strength of their teaching, as we have
seen in the Urban Design Group’s award-winning student work
published in the journal for several years.
INNOVATION AND MIXED GROUP WORKING
On reaching new audiences and settings, Manuela Madeddu
describes the innovative approach adopted by the University
of Liverpool in London, seeing urban design as both an art and
a science, which brings together planning and architecture
students. With planners seen as offering space-less perspectives,
and architects failing to connect with spaces and places, this
interdisciplinary approach challenges professional silos in a
Design Lab setting to bring a range of students to work together.
Inter-faculty cooperation and interdisciplinary group projects
highlight the need to work closely together, and the pressures
that this can bring. She explains the concerns that students voice
about working in groups with others, other disciplines and even
other nationalities (and their inherent design cultures), as other
contributors do as well. Yet this is how we learn about ourselves,
how to work with others, and how to do things differently.
Exploring this challenge further Florian Kossak of Sheffield
University writes about how to manage the internationalisation of courses to reflect the global appeal of studying urban
design in the UK and the need to understand context: a situated
approach. With a high proportion of students sometimes from
one geographic area, say China, India, the Middle East or South
America, this has meant acknowledging the UK urban design
context as just one of a number of future professional environments that students may experience, and so a common language
of approaches and techniques need to be used, and Western
theories tested against other international conditions. Developing a research programme that actively engages with these
international challenges has been a successful strategy to bridge
potential gaps.
RESEARCH INFORMING TEACHING
In a similar vein, Georgia Butina-Watson explains the relationship between research and teaching at Oxford Brookes University, where the long track record of the overlapping interests of
staff, PhD and MA students has developed an extensive research
menu. This is reflected in taught course content, from townscape
and visual assessments, urban morphology, responsive environments, place identity, science-based place quality assessments,
sustainability, healthy cities, to teaching methods themselves.
David Rudlin and Lucy Montague write about their collaborative studio at Manchester School of Architecture, as part of
URBED’s research, advocacy and educational relationship with
the University of Manchester, mixing academia and practice.
They describe the need for a course accreditation system to help
both students and employers to navigate their way through the
wide array of approaches taught on UK urban courses, and to
actively infiltrate other professional disciplines through a more
organised and coherent framework of skills and knowledge.
This, they argue is a role for the UDG and the Academy of
Urbanism.
GIVING URBAN DESIGN A NAME
Taking us back to our first infatuation with places (which we
later learned was called urban design), Bob Jarvis of London
South Bank University describes his own education based on
experiences. He questions how we assess learning itself, and
whether we are in danger of quashing the passions that led

2

3

us to urban design through the formal processes that we have
invented. Lastly Dolores Victoria Ruiz Garrido describes her
education programmes, called Little Architect, directed to
school age urbanists. In a bid to lure children away from technology and to develop better observational and critical thinking
skills, she encourages them to connect their feelings with spaces
and buildings and imagine better places. She advocates this
formal learning time for children, who she describes as generous
and inclusive, so that more can be involved in shaping how we
live and work now and in the future.
In conclusion, it is worth reflecting that the beauty of an
urban design education means that there is no need to go back
to the confines of architecture, planning or other disciplines
after all, as there is no end to the ways in which we can practise,
teach and enjoy urban design for work or personally. We must
congratulate our course leaders on their constant reinvention in
the light of knotty global, national and institutional challenges,
while helping enthusiastic newcomers to urban design to learn
how to spread the message further.

•

Louise Thomas, independent urban designer, and MA in Urban Design
module leader, University of Westminster

2 Development
Processes project:
Southwark, Ahmed
Awadelkarim
3 Development
Processes project:
Camden, Margarita
Andreeva. All at
the University of
Westminster, London
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Designing for Delivery?
Valentina Giordano reports on local authorities’
urban design skills survey findings

1

T

he UK is on the verge of a major expansion in housebuilding, yet recent research by the Place Alliance has revealed
a chronic lack of urban design expertise in local authorities. In 2001 and 2003 the Commission for Architecture & the
Built Environment (CABE) undertook a review of design skills
in local authority planning departments across England. The
surveys were intended to reveal what kinds of advice in the field
of design quality were available to planning authorities, and in
what ways more advice could usefully be provided.
At the time, local authorities argued that the key reason for
not taking a more active role in challenging poorly designed
schemes were ‘a lack of skills; lack of policy guidance, both at a
national level (e.g. in the Planning Policy Statements) and local
level; and a fear of lack of support by the Planning Inspectorate’.

GATHERING EVIDENCE
Until recently and since the CABE survey in 2003, no further
countrywide investigation into urban design skills has taken
place. This is despite considerable anecdotal evidence in recent
years that has pointed to a rapid deterioration in the discretionary design services available to local authorities as the impact of
austerity has continued to bite. This is an area that the 2015/16
House of Lords Select Committee on National Policy for the
Built Environment felt particularly strongly about, arguing that
the ability of local authorities to deliver proactive and positive
placemaking ‘is compromised by skills shortages’ (para.364), on
which they received a considerable amount of evidence.
To fill the gap in knowledge, the Place Alliance in partnership with the Urban Design Group conducted a national survey
of Design Skills in English Local Authorities to establish what
type of support local government needs in order to drive up the
design quality of development schemes passing through the
planning system.
The research, led by Professor Matthew Carmona and Valentina Giordano at The Bartlett School of Planning in partnership
with the Urban Design Group, uncovered a chronic lack of urban
design expertise within the organisations that are supposed
to scrutinise new development to ensure that it is attractive,
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integrated into the surrounding area and
well-served by amenities such as public
transport and green space. This trend
has been confirmed by new research into
the Architects Registration Board (ARB)
register by the AJ in 2019, in which it is
revealed that the number of architects
working in-house for councils across
Britain has dropped by a tenth in the last
four years. The same picture was echoed
in the National Audit Office report from
February 2019 which found that local
authority planning staff level fell by 15
per cent between 2006 and 2016, while
between 2010 and 2018 the Planning
Inspectorate experienced a 13 per cent fall
in staff numbers.

1 and 2 Key findings
in the skills survey

MISSING IN ACTION
The Place Alliance/ UDG survey asked
what in-house urban design skills were
available within the local authority, and
specifically how many qualified urban
designers, landscape architects and
architects were employed. The comments
accompanying the data refer frequently to
resource sharing between departments or
neighbouring authorities, and to professionals from non-design backgrounds
covering urban design roles. So, while
expertise may exist on paper, it may not
be there in reality.
This should be cause for alarm under
any circumstances, but it’s all the more
so when the UK is supposed to be on the
verge of a major expansion in housebuilding. The government wants numbers of
new homes to rise from 217,000 in 2017
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to 300,000 a year by 2025 to address the housing shortage. But
what kind of places are we going to create, if there’s no-one to
oversee these crucial elements of placemaking?
Main Findings
In-house urban design capacity is very low
Almost half of local planning authorities have no dedicated
in-house design capacity at all. Of those that do, most have only a
single officer often covering design as one part of a larger role
Only around 10 per cent have what might be referred to as an
urban design / place-making team (more than two people)
There is an increasingly heavy reliance on conservation staff
to double up as urban design officers, and a significant reliance
on external consultants (with all the cost implications that will
occur)
It appears that non-specialist planning officers are making the
key decisions in relation to design schemes of all types, including
public realm schemes and the preparation of design guidance.

•
•
•
•
•
•

Capacity is declining over time
For those with urban design skills in-house, there has been a
slight drop in capacity over the last five years
The figures, however, hide a significant move to role-sharing,
with urban design now typically only a fractional responsibility
within a larger role, e.g. conservation and design, and no longer
conducted by an officer or team with specialist design expertise.

•

The delivery of proactive design guidance and training
Use of design guidance beyond that available in the local plan
varies tremendously, with over half of local planning authorities
still favouring their own internally produced supplementary
design guidance
The Planning Practice Guidance is poorly used by those seeking national guidance on urban design
Resources for the production of new proactive local design
guidance for sites or areas have now largely disappeared
Urban design related training is still available for three quarters of planning officers and half of councillors, but typically
this is minimal and focused on raising awareness rather than on
delivering design skills.

•
•
•

ROOM FOR CHANGE?
In sum, the research demonstrated that urban design skills and
capacity within local planning authorities are woefully low and
declining. Critical gaps now exist within local planning authorities, including the ability to produce proactive design guidance
in-house with a focus on positively shaping the future of places,
and there is an increasing imbalance between the public and
private planning sectors.

There is a very real danger that as we
get ready to deliver a greater number of
homes nationally, the absence of design
expertise locally will result in a new
generation of substandard developments.
This, for example, is likely to include new
housing estates that are dominated by
roads and tarmac, lacking any greenery
or character, and which are disconnected
from public transport and local amenities.
Once built, these will be with us for generations to come.
However, lately we have been witnessing some positive initiatives, which are
hopefully an indication that the trend
might be finally reversing. Most encouragingly, since the publication of The Bartlett’s
survey, new funding to help speed up planning decisions and help deliver, quality
new homes – the Planning Delivery Fund
– was announced by the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government
(MHCLG) in February 2018.
Public Practice, a new and innovative
scheme founded in 2017 by Pooja Agrawal
and Finn Williams, which places planning
experts and architects in local government
planning departments, was officially
backed by London’s Mayor Sadiq Khan
as one of the key initiatives in his Good
Growth by Design programme in May 2018.
More recently there seems to be
greater willingness in government to
engage with issues of design; MHCLG
held the Better Design for Better Places
conference in February this year, the first
for many years, seeking to raise the bar
for design in the built environment. At
the same time, former PRP chairman and
adviser to MHCLG Andy von Bradsky was
announced as the government’s new head
of architecture
Ultimately, stronger leadership from
government is the key to creating better
places. Only by recognising the need to
appoint a sufficient number of professionals with the appropriate design skills, can
we work towards delivering places where
people really want to live.
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Based on the findings, the following recommendations can be
made:
The aspiration: All local authorities should have access to
dedicated design capacity within their planning departments
delivered by specialist urban designers trained to degree level.
Ideally this should be available in-house and should be sufficient
to offer informed and timely advice on all major development
projects, as well as to prepare proactive design guidance for key
sites and development areas.
The reality: The constraints on public finances mean that
this is not always possible. In such circumstances, it is better
to have some in-house specialist urban design capacity rather
than none. Having no expertise to call upon dooms an area to
a culture of poor design that ultimately damages the long-term
economic development of such places whilst raising heath, social
care and infrastructure maintenance costs.
As a minimum: The NPPF makes it clear that when assessing
important applications, local authorities should have regard
to the recommendations of a design review panel (para. 62).
This means recommendations from an appropriately skilled,
informed and independent panel.
At no cost: The provision of in-house urban design expertise
and reference to an appropriate design review panel need not be
a financial burden on local authorities. Direct charges to developers for design review, funding through planning performance
agreements, from section 106 agreements or via a community
infrastructure levy, and monies from the recently enhanced
planning fees can all be used to enhance such services on a
sustainable basis.
Being proactive: Equally the provision of proactive design
guidance for key sites and areas need not be a costly and
time-consuming process. The best guidance is short, clear and
focussed on the public interest design issues that really matter – the urban design framework. The detail of design can be

All local authorities should have
access to dedicated design
capacity within their planning
departments delivered by
specialist urban designers
trained to degree level

•
•

left until later. Proactive design guidance
should be built upon ambitious and aspirational design policy in the local plan.
Engaging others: Voluntary and local
community expertise (including the use
of local students) can be harnessed in
order to feed local knowledge, energy
and enthusiasm into the process of
delivering better place quality, including
into the production of high quality design
guidance.
Investing wisely: Training budgets
have been cut back but still exist in local
planning authorities. These might be
better spent on commissioning dedicated
and more hands-on place-making training for planning officers and councillors,
rather than on sending staff to passive
lecture-based seminars.

•

•
•

•

•

•

Valentina Giordano, Research Fellow,
The Bartlett School of Planning

Educating Urban
Designers
Philip Black outlines the pedagogy
to teach students the process and
practice of urban design

U

rban design is not easily defined as a field or discipline.
It is an arena which many professionals, thinkers, and
other stakeholders of the built environment lay some
claim to, as they consider the design of place. The knowledge
base is large and growing consistently with contemporary
discourses such as wellbeing, climate, sustainability, cycling,
health and ageing, all increasing the scope of urban design.
However, making sense of the substantive knowledge base is
necessary to practice urban design, and future success in the
field requires designers to harness this ability. Currently urban
design is both conceptual and spatial, with the lines between the
design disciplines re-blurring given the complex and constantly
changing nature of cities today. This presents a challenge for
urban design educators and programmes: how should the field
be defined? And what skills should the next generation of urban
designers develop to enable them to make positive contributions
to the future of cities?
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1 The Urban Design
Process (From Black
and Sonbli 2019)
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URBAN DESIGN AS A HIDDEN SPECIALISM
A significant obstacle in responding to these challenges is the
lack of time or dedicated space allocated to the study of urban
design in the UK university system. Given that urban design
is not easily defined (allied to the fact that urban design as
a separate design discipline is still in its infancy), this often
means that it is found most commonly hidden inside planning
or architecture degree pathways. This provides little space, relegating urban design to a specialism within more established
built environment fields. However there are a small number
of one-year postgraduate taught programmes that offer urban
design. These programmes arguably mirror the lack of an
agreed mandate within urban design, with differing approaches
on the role of urban design and in how it is taught.
At the University of Manchester we offer a one-year RTPI
accredited full-time (two years part-time) MSc Urban Design
programme. We approach urban design as a technical product
and applied discipline that focuses on people, experience,
interaction, and context; a discipline that works between the
scales of the town planner and the architect, shaping place
through effective engagement with the local context.
To achieve this, we are advocates of a studio-based
approach using traditional design skills across multiple scales.
Our territory is dealing with the physical forces of the city,
representing the local and enhancing city life and urbanism
through comprehensive analysis and logical process. From
this premise we have developed The Urban Design Process, an
applied technical framework for the production of contextually responsive design in cities, compatible with theoretical
approaches to the urban condition. Contextually responsive
should not be confused with a fixation on physical form or
style. We are referring to a more layered and complex understanding of context, meaning a place’s history, people, function,
form and identity. A contextually responsive approach seeks
to design places of, for, and with local people. This process
has been developed through our teaching and research at the
University, a commitment to pedagogical development and
innovation, and working closely with urban design practitioners and international practice.

2 Urban Design
Project, Ashton Old
Road by Areen Al
Athamneh

Process
The Urban Design Process was our
response to the need for a structured, yet
flexible, framework that enables students
to develop the core skills required to
practice urban design as a technical
product within the limited year-long
timeframe of most master’s programmes.
The process structures a contextually
responsive approach to understanding
and designing place, and allows students
to develop projects along a logical
pathway, yet it still requires flexible and
creative approaches, thinking, and a full
commitment to engage and deliver. The
process is presented in a linear fashion,
from one stage to the next, yet remains
adaptable and flexible, as the context
of the site being developed is always
unique. There are also a number of steps
that require evaluation back through the
process, ensuring a formative approach
rather than a tick-box exercise. The
process acts as a guide, a road map for
student designers that informs and provides contextual information and clues
to help shape design, as well as a robust
framework for evaluating design decisions. It seeks to better equip the designer
with the necessary contextual detail to
make more appropriate decisions and
avoid generic or context-less results.
The process, represented graphically,
works from initial site through to final
design delivery. Tying the analysis and the
design development and detail together
is the Strategic Design Framework
developed through extensive primary and
secondary analysis. The framework then
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4

informs the design options and later acts as an evaluation matrix
for the final design solution.
Students who undertake this process during their studies
develop a broad range of skills:
The ability to analyse place across different scales (city, neighbourhood, block)
A deep understanding of the importance of, and how to
engage with, people
The ability to identify and interpret relevant policy and
guidance
An understanding of design composition and complexity
Collaborating with key stakeholders and other design
professions
Developing design ideas and concepts
Evaluating design for quality and contextual awareness
Competence in rationalising design decisions and real-world
feasibility
The ability to present urban analysis, ideas, designs, and complete project narratives in a clear and comprehensive manner to
both designers and non-designers.

•
•
•
••
••
•
•

To achieve these targets within the limited time that students are
in the education system, it is necessary to develop an appropriate pedagogy that ensures students develop the critical, creative,
and technical skills required to practice urban design. A safe, yet
demanding environment must be fostered to maximise learning,
wherein a variety of techniques are employed to provide a range
of learning methods and outcomes to reflect the diversity of the
contemporary student body in the UK. Achieving these lofty
aims in a year-long dedicated programme comes with a series
of challenges that more traditional degree pathways, such as
planning (normally 3-4 years) or architecture (3-5 years), do not
face. These programmes can more easily establish intensity and
culture over their longer time frames.
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3 The model workshop
in action
4 Urban design study
tour to Vienna, Austria

Pedagogy
As unique individuals, students respond
differently to different forms of teaching.
Some students find certain methods more
challenging and less rewarding and therefore it is critical for an educator to be flexible and provide students with diversity,
to ensure the entire cohort engage with
the full curriculum. As educators we
must be acutely aware of the potential
impacts our approaches will have on the
outcomes. It is with this mind-set that
we have adopted a varied pedagogical
approach at Manchester.
For technical design focused
disciplines the studio is key: having a
dedicated well-equipped facility is central
to providing a comfortable and creative
environment for students to progress.
The studio allows for a number of different approaches to be implemented to
assist learning: it is a hands-on environment where students learn by doing, not
only through contact time with tutors and
staff, but also through peer-engagement.
Peer learning is a powerful tool in design,
as students encourage and challenge
one another to improve and reach new
heights, see varied interpretations of
material and approaches, and understand
the creativity and innovation inherent
in design. This is a critical aspect when
teaching a structured design process,
so that they see it is not reductive but
retains flexibility and requires skilled and
committed designers. It is also a useful
approach when students come from a
broad range of backgrounds, both educationally and culturally. The studio allows
for a crit-based approach to project development, with regular staff and student
critiques of work in progress, to refine
and improve each stage of the design process through defence and tailored advice/
formative feedback.
Supporting the studio is the technical
instruction provided across a range of
methods designed to ensure that each student is catered for and progresses to the
necessary standards. A full-time technical
leader manages a year-long non-credited
module on Applied Skills for Urban
Design that sees students introduced to
the main software utilised (Adobe Creative Suite, AutoCAD, Sketch-Up) as well
as hand-sketching and technical drawing.
Students can also make use of a fully
detailed urban design toolkit online – a
series of 36 bespoke hand-outs and videos
that walk them through key analysis
techniques (i.e. character area studies,
legibility analysis, cross-sections) allowing them to develop their skills outside
contact hours and at their own pace. To
supplement such learning, students are
also given master classes in presentation
(at A3 and A1) to ensure they each have
the ability to showcase their design narratives in clear and professional ways to a
wide range of audiences.

Topic 21
The purpose of urban
design education should
be to produce the next
generation of wellequipped, knowledgeable,
and passionate urban
designers who will make
a genuine contribution to
the health of the planet and
quality of life for those who
inhabit it
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We are consistently seeking to improve the student experience and provide new ways for students to explore and think
about design and place in both 2D and 3D. Model-making has
therefore become a core part of the curriculum, with a bespoke
model workshop allowing students to model their project sites
and design options/final proposals for analysis, evaluation,
and presentation purposes. This tactile immersion in 3D allows
students to develop a deep appreciation of scale, mass, proportion, and ratios within the built environment, and knowledge of
materials and construction practice.
The studio approach does not replace traditional lecturebased learning. Lectures remain a vital part of the education
process, but the focus must not be on simply knowledge gathering, but knowledge application. To achieve this goal, lectures are
based around real-world examples, with associated seminars/
tutorials allowing students to employ proscriptive, prescriptive,
and critical theory approaches to international case studies
to better appreciate the role of best practice, precedence, and
theory in urban design.
Practice
The purpose of urban design education should be to produce the
next generation of well-equipped, knowledgeable, and passionate urban designers who will make a genuine contribution to the
health of the planet and quality of life for those who inhabit it.
They must therefore be practice-ready upon exiting education,
with a robust understanding of how urban design operates in the
real world. As being employable is normally the prime objective
of students, it is imperative that educators and programme
designers work closely with current practice and practitioners to
design courses that are relevant and skills-oriented.
This means exposing students to real-world examples,
scenarios, and sites, and where possible to those operating at
the coalface of design today. All our project work is on real local
sites, allowing students to work in live environments. Manchester is an ideal city to adopt such an approach, with its sheer size
and the vast development currently sweeping across the city
providing it a living laboratory status for urban designers. This
allows for regular site visits to apply learning, and a wealth of
projects at different scales to follow and critique. Offering students the opportunity to design at different scales is critical to
ensure they appreciate the significant differences in approaches
to masterplanning, peri-urban sites vs. block-scale inner city
brownfields for example. It also allows for active design companies to provide workshops exposing students to current design
practices and reinforcing the process we teach.

Site and project visits remain the
most appropriate way to build student
knowledge on how design works in
place and how activity is shaped through
design. International case studies are
an excellent way to introduce differing
contexts in regards to history, culture
and the vernacular. International field
trips are even better, exposing students
to different environments, yet reinforcing the core principles of quality urban
design. Over the last number of years we
have taken students to Berlin, Barcelona,
and Vienna, each offering unique learning
outcomes but all having the desired effect
of solidifying budding passions for quality
place-making.
The Future
Cities are complex and constantly evolving organisms, they are rarely static, and
urban design must be ready to respond
to emerging challenges; this begins with
the education system. The constant
development of content, case studies,
sites, and theory is required not only to
keep curricula in line with current professional standards, criteria and methods,
but also to ensure that new challenges are
being faced head-on. Challenges such as
globalisation, climate change, informality, and digital futures must be part of
urban design education moving forwards.
New thinking on urban design is in large
part the remit of urban design academics:
research should be informing educational
approaches to ensure that urban designers of today are ready to face the issues of
not only today, but of tomorrow.

•

5 Masterplan Proposal
for Ashton North by
Mahmoud Aly

Dr Philip Black, Lecturer and Programme
Director of Urban Design, University of
Manchester
The Urban Process by Philip Black and Taki
Sonbli (Lund Humphries) will be published
October 2019

Urban Design ― autumn 2019 ― Issue 152

22 Topic

Urban Design: A Learning
Bridge between
Architecture and Planning
Manuela Madeddu describes ways of promoting more
interdisciplinary learning
My own experience – as an architect
trained in Italy, who has worked in an
Italian school of architecture, urban
design practices in both Italy and the UK,
and three London-based planning schools
– has confirmed the broad difference in
disciplinary traditions when approaching
design (albeit with variations between the
two countries).
URBAN DESIGN CULTURE
Within planning schools, the culture of
design is far more context and policy
dependent with a view to remedying
socio-economic challenges. Design
leans towards problem-solving and the
visualisation of planning requirements. In
architecture schools design is often seen
as an experimental, free-standing activity
that provides an opportunity for individual expression. Both approaches have
faced criticism: the former, for its tendency to advance space-less perspectives
(owing to its architectural illiteracy) or
for a physical determinism too reliant on
pre-conceived solutions, with little vision
(Arefi and Triantafillou, 2005); the latter
for the promotion of place-less visions,
a self-referential reliance on its formal
vocabulary and the detachment of the
design object from its social and historical contexts (Shuman, 2006). This design
schism (or the failure to connect space
and place priorities) is often blamed for
poor quality urban outcomes, induced by
a practice of urban design as large-scale
architecture that ignores ‘issues of justice,
equity, exclusion, sustainability, preservation, health and general well-being of the
public’ and generates banal landscapes,
sparsely punctuated by signature buildings (Banerjee, 2016).

1

U

rban design is the ‘art and science of place-making’
(Butina Watson, 2016), and as such is necessarily
grounded in an understanding of what constitutes a
good place, and how spatial quality and greater levels of liveability can be achieved. Higher education plays a vital role in
helping to develop this understanding and in fostering the skills
of those who will become the shapers of our future cities. This
understanding, however, differs between professional groups
shaped by particular educational choices and pathways. For the
time being, the urban design profession does not have its own
accrediting institution as planners and architects do, to rely
on for asserting their professional identity (e.g. the UK’s Royal
Town Planning Institute, and the Architects Registration Board,
or Royal Institute of British Architects).
URBAN DESIGN VARIATIONS
This is reflected in academia too: urban design is sometimes
viewed as a sub-set of other more established fields (for example
see Gunder 2011 and Koolhaas 1995), and is currently taught
in both planning and architecture schools (as well as in other
built environment departments) although often with divergent
focuses, concerns, and outcomes that mirror the theoretical predilections and preoccupations of the host discipline. Indeed, in
planning and architecture schools, as well as practice, very different design cultures have been incubated over the past century
and now exist quite independently of one another. Whilst the
architectural approach to urban design is often ‘dogmatic, deterministic and elitist’, urban design in planning schools is typically
delivered in a ‘pluralistic, deliberative and participatory’ way.
On one hand, urban design is considered a ‘heroic act’ led by
renowned architects; on the other, it is regarded as a ‘collective
and participatory effort’ (Banerjee, 2016).
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1 Cabot Square,
Canary Wharf, London

INTERDISCIPLINARITY
If better outcomes are to be achieved for
the built environment, it is paramount
that we bridge these different design
cultures, and the best place to start doing
that is within the programmes of design
education offered within universities.
Interdisciplinarity has become a clarion
call within higher education and more
specifically in the training of built environment professionals. It is viewed as the

Topic 23
DESIGN LAB
With the above in mind, and motivated
by a belief that different perspectives on
the built environment are necessarily
complementary, a group at the University
of Liverpool in London is attempting to
build an experimental bridge between the
disciplines of planning and architecture.
A new Design Lab at our London campus
has brought together the Departments of
Architecture, Geography and Planning,
and Industrial Design. For the past year
members of the Lab have been running a
joint design studio with students from the
architecture and planning programmes.
This has been led by Johanna Muszbek
and the author.
Design studios are a fundamental
component of architectural education
and are also widely used as a pedagogical
tool for the training of planning students.
Through learning-by-doing activities and
by providing opportunities for critical
reflection, studios are an effective means
of fostering interdisciplinary working.
Students from both departments were
tasked with working together on the
analysis of an urban area in London
before proposing measures for its future
development and improvement. Our hope
was that through a collaborative learning experience, students with different
discipline backgrounds would be able to
bridge the design gap described above
and broaden their understanding of place
quality.

2

essential recipe for tackling today’s ‘wicked problems’ (Rittel
and Webber 1973) – those with no definite or agreed formulation
and no singular solutions (such as climate change and global
inequality). Wicked problems, incubating in complex social
and political spaces, can only be comprehensively confronted
when professionals climb out of their silos and step over the
boundaries of their own specialisms and disciplinary beliefs.
Planners and architects must recognise (or be encouraged to
recognise) that they are concerned with the same challenges
affecting cities. There is a need within universities to synthesise
a new way of thinking about design that brings together the core
knowledge and skills of architecture, planning and other fields –
from landscape design to property development. That new way
of thinking for students (and future practitioners) needs to be
guided by a shared understanding of priorities, a common language for dealing with the ‘wicked problems’ of cities, and some
collective appreciation of what makes a good place. The recent
appeal from architecture students in the UK – in an open letter
to the architectural community, calling for a curriculum change
in higher education institutions – testifies to the growing awareness of a skills gap, and also the desire amongst young professionals to broaden their understanding of the complexities and
interdependencies within built and natural environments, as the
only means of addressing the planet’s most urgent ecological,
social and political challenges.

2 An analytical poster
of Canary Wharf by
Olivia Dolan, Tianjiao
Ma, Yunhe Ye, and
Huanqi Zhang

CANARY WHARF: A ‘WICKED
PROBLEM’
The area selected for this exercise was
Canary Wharf. Its urban scale seemed
a pertinent meeting point for planners
and architects. Students worked to a
common design brief, which required
them to tackle the ‘wicked problem’ of
the housing crisis, whilst imagining that
technology and automation might much
later this century fundamentally shift the
economic function of Canary Wharf. They
were given a template for the analysis
of the area that guided them to address
challenges at different spatial scales: from
the global and national (drawing comparisons with other global cities); to the
urban scale (with a view to understanding
the function of the area within its citywide context); and to the Canary Wharf
site itself, down to the building scale and
the consideration of individual urban and
architectural elements (such as its external and internal corridors for example).
Students were also asked to take account
of socio-economic attributes and drivers,
as well as demonstrating an appreciation
of the urban form. It was hoped that they
would acquire a multi-scalar and nuanced
understanding of the context – one
that extended beyond the site and its
immediate surroundings, to incorporate a
multiplicity of design dimensions.
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Students worked in mixed groups for the preparation of an
analytical poster before separating into their discipline groups to
propose solutions at different scales: planning students focused
on masterplanning the entire area (with the benefit of an architectural perspective), whilst architecture students concentrated
on the smaller scale of urban blocks and individual buildings
(armed with a planner’s view of the key challenges). The different student groups continued to come together at key stages,
for the mid-term and final reviews of their projects to ensure a
continuing exchange of thinking.
CHALLENGING ORTHODOXIES
The outcomes from this first joint studio experiment were
encouraging, with evidence of different groups broadening
their focus on the use of space and the connectivity of place to
broader socio-economic contexts. The feedback from students
was largely positive, although there will be lessons from this first
year to be carried forward. Class discussions and presentations,
which also involved external experts from the two fields, encouraged students to think laterally and critically about the many
future scenarios that projects might respond to.
For planning students, this meant a departure from preconceived ideas of place quality tied to a fixed set of planning
orthodoxies, and a broadening of their horizons to produce
imaginative visions for the future of the area. For architecture
students, it meant addressing housing design, for instance, with
a deeper awareness of the social, economic and environmental
issues that housing development must address. For both
groups, the experiment resulted firstly in a demonstrably wider
understanding of the aims and working assumptions of different professions, and secondly an appreciation of the potential
of design, as a shared and collaborative undertaking to bring
different stakeholders together, and build support for critical
interventions aimed at delivering place quality.
The importance of inter-faculty cooperation cannot be
underestimated for the success of interdisciplinary exercises:
the University’s efforts to create a Design Lab made it easier
for students and staff to work together in the same place and at
the same time (a similar past experiment in interdisciplinary
collaboration at a different institution was far more fragmented,
and complicated to organise). However, the limitations in the
academic calendar (planning students had only 12 weeks to
complete their projects whilst architecture students had a longer
time) and the different weight attributed to the design studio
within the two departments (for planners the studio was only
one of several other equally-weighted modules, whilst for architects it was the central element of their curriculum) meant that
the time that students could dedicate to the project was unequal,
and the planners found the experience at times too intensive and
time-consuming.
A further challenge and opportunity arise from the international composition of student cohorts. Coming from different
countries with contrasting planning and design cultures, the
students brought their own often very particular and diverse
ideas about place quality to the studios. Interdisciplinarity needs
to accommodate not only the professional biases that have
developed in the anglophone world, and are now represented in
UK universities, but also the diversity of students’ backgrounds
and experiences. These are very important challenges and
opportunities. Cities are increasingly diverse and it is important
that we reflect that diversity in our classes, as long as we can
achieve cultural understanding and a common design language
that brings professions together.
NEXT STEPS
Looking ahead, the intention is for the collaborative design
studio at the University of Liverpool in London to address
these challenges and add further layers of sophistication to
interdisciplinary teaching and learning through the involvement
of additional disciplines, such as real estate, transport planning
Urban Design ― autumn 2019 ― Issue 152

3

4

5

3 A masterplan for
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Chang Sun, Jing
Zhang, Jiyngzi Xu and
Yunhe Ye
4 A 3D model by
Congcong Yao,
Kexiang Huang and
Yanbai Zhao
5 A model by Dan Liu,
Yi Cheng, and Yuting
Chen

and industrial design which are amongst
the skill sets already within our Design
Lab, and the cooperation of students on
the elaboration and pursuit of common
projects. Urban design is a ‘mongrel
discipline that draws its legitimizing
theories from diverse intellectual roots’
alongside various ‘professional theories
and practices’ (Carmona 2014). This is
perhaps its great strength, making it an
ideal interactive and collaborative arena
for the built environment professions that
must work together effectively if we are to
shape better urban places.

•

Manuela Madeddu, Senior Lecturer in Urban
Design, Department of Geography and
Planning, University of Liverpool in London
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Internationalisation in
Urban Design Education
Florian Kossak reflects on the effect of recruiting foreign students
on course content and skills development
undergraduate or graduate, professional
or specialising programmes at our
schools of architecture and departments
of the built environment in the UK, we
cannot avoid the fact that we are operating within a market-driven, multi-billion
pound industry and that this commercialisation of our education system
puts enormous pressure on teaching and
management staff. The pleasure that I
would get as a tutor supervising urban
design students’ Master’s theses over
the summer, is often cancelled out by
worries, as the director of postgraduate
taught master’s programmes, about
recruiting enough students for the
coming academic year, achieving the
given student numbers, and reading
income targets upon which the School’s
budget and the University’s finances are
so dependent, and where even a small
degree of under-recruitment would
potentially lead to staff cuts for the
entire School.
The perverse issue has been that a
drop from say 50 to 40 students, with
a subsequently lower fee income of
approx. £200,000, would not render a
programme like an MA in Urban Design
(or any other postgraduate course) lossmaking, far from it. At a University like
Sheffield, a postgraduate programme
like the MAUD breaks even with approximately 12 students; with 20 students it
becomes profitable; with 50 students
it’s a money-making-machine, which
admittedly also pays for my 30 per cent
un-funded, research time allocation.

1

I

n 2008, when we initiated our postgraduate MA in Urban
Design (MAUD) programme at the Sheffield School of
Architecture, we started with two UK part-time students,
one coming from practice, the other working for a local council
in Lincolnshire. Ten years later, the course has established itself
as one of the largest and most successful MAUD programmes in
the UK with a student cohort of around 50 or more. We still get
a few part and full time UK students each year, but the rest are
almost entirely international students, and of these approximately 80 per cent come from China. This dramatic increase
in student numbers and probably even more significantly, the
shift towards a high-fee-paying overseas cohort is of course not
accidental. It has deliberately been pushed by the University,
as in most other research-intensive universities in England, in
order to increase revenue and compensate for the underfunding
of (higher) education by central government. Surprisingly or
not, this absolute dependence by universities on a steady stream
of overseas fees is largely absent in the ongoing discussions of
possible home fee reductions, and the impact that this might
have on the institutions themselves; nor is it mentioned in relation to increasing student debts and related unsuccessful efforts
in widening participation.
A MULTI-BILLION POUND INDUSTRY
Yet it is important to talk about this issue. When we reflect
on the curriculum, pedagogy or even the ethos of our

1 Analytical worksheets
Re-appropriating
the Urban Realm –
Mapping Socio-spatial
Potential in Nanjing.
Workshop with
Masters students from
Nanjing University and
Sheffield School of
Architecture, 2018

THE SITUATED CONTEXT
It is therefore easy to become cynical
about higher education in England,
and about postgraduate master’s programmes in particular. But what is also
clear is that this dramatic increase in
foreign, mostly Chinese, students on the
MAUD course over the past decade has
also enabled us, the School, the MAUD
programme and its teaching staff, to:
question our certainties about urban
design and urban issues in general
challenge our pedagogy and take into
account other ways of learning, discussing and communicating, and
ultimately broaden the scope of our
operation and widen the ‘situated context’ of our work.

•
•
•
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What has been achieved?
The Sheffield School of Architecture prides itself for its strong
social conscience; it also regards itself as a live school. Through
its teaching, research and partnerships, the School engages with
real, often side-lined or neglected societal, environmental and
architectural issues. Sheffield’s work is characterised by a ‘situated approach’ and it is a school, like many outside London, that
is embedded in its specific local and regional context, whether
through student projects on all levels or through its research. A
situated approach would first ask ‘What is the local context in
which we operate and learn, and what are the urban issues that
we are confronted with?’ When we are applying this to a Northern post-industrial city like Sheffield, the answers include inter
alia: working with the existing residential building fabric (i.e.
retrofitting it to be more sustainable, adapting it to changing
living patterns); overcoming low density development and the
lack of infrastructure in poorer areas (i.e. increasing connectivity/ transport, part-exchanging the existing building fabric);
working with and in the existing industrial building fabric (i.e.
re-use, new uses, conservation); increasing the attraction of the
city centre (i.e. living in the city centre, spatial structures for
commerce and making).
From this context we would then ask ‘How can we establish
a methodology of engagement?’ and ‘How do we engage and
communicate with different institutions, groups and individuals
involved in shaping our built environment?’. The MAUD programme is then specifically interested in critically examining
key urban development challenges that cities are facing today,
and so the questions that we are asking are ‘Who is addressing
them? In which ways? To whose inclusion and exclusion?’
We believe that understanding the process of urban transformations and being able to design these processes is ultimately
of greater significance for the redefinition of an engaged
urban designer’s praxis than being concerned with the design
of beautiful urban spaces (without denying that this is also
important). The Sheffield MAUD programme thus specialises
in community-led approaches to the design and development
of urban areas. In aiming to address the challenges of uneven
urban development, both locally and internationally, the course
seeks to establish innovative modes of practice involving agency
and participation, and to investigate which approaches might
allow for a rethinking of the role of both urban designers and
citizens in the processes of city-making.
THE DILEMMA
Yet this decisively contextual, situated and embedded approach,
in which the School and the MAUD staff fundamentally believe,
also presents us with an inherent dilemma in regard of the
student cohort we are educating. If a situated approach to urban
design requires a situated knowledge and methods and tools
developed within and for a specific context, we have to question
the validity, appropriateness, and usefulness in fundamentally
different urban contexts or urban design praxis to which our
overseas MAUD graduates will ultimately return. We have to
ask to what extend those young urban designers will be able to
apply the knowledge and skills learned with us here in Sheffield,
and whether the praxis that we educate for, actually exist in
China, Syria or India? These questions are as much about our
teaching of often still very Western-centric urban design theory,
as they are about our participatory design approaches.
This requires also from us, as teachers, a basic and situated
understanding of the urban contexts in which those students
will operate. We are doing this by actively linking our research
projects, and wherever possible integrated teaching projects,
into those international and differing contexts, be that in China,
India, the Middle East or South America. We are thus bringing
our own questions, and not necessarily the answers, to the
curriculum and working with the students be that in a theory
module or the design studio, in relation to a site in Sheffield or
Cape Town.
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INTERNATIONALISATION
Fundamentally, these are questions
regarding the so-called ‘internationalisation of the curriculum’ of urban design as
well as architecture or other environmental disciplines in general. However, internationalisation in this context doesn’t
mean the attempt to prepare our students
to design so-called smart cities for rapid
urban development in Asia, ultimately a
process which we, as European academics, and dare I include urban design
practitioners, know and understand very
little about. But internationalisation also
shouldn’t be an advocate of a universalism
in urban design, in contrast to the still
ongoing and celebrated Copenhaganisation from Amman to Chengdu, which, in
essence, is as much a colonial project as
was the City Beautiful Movement of the
19th Century.
Instead internationalisation needs
to be understood as an attempt at
developing approaches and techniques
that enable students and teachers alike
to translate and re-appropriate methods
and tools of a situated urban design
praxis in different urban, socio-cultural,
and political contexts. It means that
we have to develop lines of inquiry that
enable students to critically interrogate
Western urban design theories and design
approaches, and test them against the
urban conditions and the defining economic and political parameters of cities
like Nanjing or Ahmedabad. So, what we
can offer those young, emerging international urban design practitioners, and
the few that choose to enter an academic
career with further doctoral studies, is
a critical discourse. It is a discourse that
does not negate the belief that we need
to challenge uneven urban development
through a different way of practicing
urban design, and at the same time
supports students in developing their
own methods and tools to allow them
to become situated urban practitioners
wherever that might be.
A final, but very crucial point needs
to be made here: the MA in Urban Design
at the Sheffield School of Architecture
has been made into what it is today by a
wonderful collective of staff, and those
members have, to a large degree, been
both female and international and so fundamental to successfully creating the shift
towards a different kind of urban design
understanding and thus an Urban Design
Master’s programme. This international
collective includes Polish, British, Italian,
German, Egyptian, Romanian, Colombian, Danish, Slovenian staff and more.

•

Dr Florian Kossak, Senior Lecturer in Urban
History, Theory and Design, University of
Sheffield School of Architecture
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An Urban Design
Research Perspective
Georgia Butina Watson reviews the range of today’s
research topics and their origins
enrolled during the late 1970s, and since
then there has been a steady stream of UK
and overseas PhD, MPhil, MRes, and MA
by Research students. This is not forgetting some 2,000 MA students who have
also made a significant contribution to the
development of theoretical and practiceinformed research topics. The nature
of the research themes reflects the very
interdisciplinary nature of urban design,
and therefore utilises multiple methodological and epistemological enquiries
aligned to built environment professions
(e.g. architecture, planning, landscape
architecture, and property development),
social sciences and humanities, as well as
design enquiries. More recently, this has
also been supplemented by science-based
research explorations particularly those
linked to sustainable futures and healthy
cities agendas. Different geographical
contexts spanning the UK, Europe and the
rest of the world also bring in a variety of
cultural contexts.
In the same way that the early urban
design pedagogy evolved and was
influenced by the works of Jacobs, Lynch,
Cullen, Conzen and other early theorists,
recent research studies and publications build on and expand that thematic
portfolio.

1

2

T

his short overview sets out some key research themes that
the urban design staff and research students at Oxford
Brookes University have developed over the last four
decades. Whilst there are a number of key themes such as those
linked to townscape, urban morphology and environmental
interpretation studies that are closely linked to the work of other
UK and internationally-based research programmes, there are
also some innovative research approaches that are unique to the
work of the Oxford Brookes urban design research group. This
is not surprising as research in urban design generally is closely
linked to the evolving nature of it as a discipline, and is evident
from the body of publications produced in that period.
What is common to the themes that cut across all areas of
research, is the concern for and the shaping of places, generally
referred to as placemaking. Such places need to support a variety
of social, psychological, economic, environmental, political and
human needs.
Urban design research at Oxford Brookes University is as
old as the foundation of its Diploma (1972) and MA (1976) postgraduate programmes in urban design. The first PhD candidates

1 High Street,
Oxford. Photograph
by Chensiyuan via
Wikimedia
2 St Paul’s Cathedral
and the Millennium
Bridge, London.
Photograph by
Telemaque MySon via
Wikimedia

TOWNSCAPE AND VISUAL
ASSESSMENTS
Townscape evaluations and the visual
assessment of places have always had a
firm basis at Oxford Brookes. Initially
researched by Philip Opher and others, these themes were later expanded
by Brian Goodey, Alan Reeve and Jon
Cooper through their research projects.
Of a particular note here is the National
Lottery-funded project (2003-2013) on
the Townscape Heritage Initiative and
the impact of investment in heritage on
urban regeneration and public attitudes
to place, directed by Reeve (Reeve and
Shipley, 2014). A number of case studies
provided a strong basis for both practical as well as theoretical debates and
publications. Goodey’s Council of Europe
research reports have also made a significant contribution to the evaluation of
various heritage sites, including studies of
post-conflict situations as in Mostar, Bosnia. This has also led to the body of work
developed further by Goodey and others,
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linked to tourism interpretation studies. There is a strong link
between this work on townscape and environmental psychology
studies that has led to some interesting PhD work on open space
affordances in Belo Horizonte, and perceptual studies of visual
intrusion in Pelotas, both in Brazil.
URBAN MORPHOLOGY
Urban morphology has had a strong basis at Oxford Brookes
ever since the early works of Ivor Samuels, Georgia Butina Watson, Brian Goodey and many research students, who brought in
new theoretical perspectives, largely linked to the work of Castells, Harvey and other critical theorists. The PhD explorations
also established links with cultural studies from different parts
of the world, particularly Canada, Colombia, Mexico, Brazil,
India and a variety of South East Asian countries. Morphological
studies continue to be developed by staff and research students
over the last decade, resulting in a number of publications and
research reports. Karl Kropf ’s recent addition to this portfolio,
The Handbook of Urban Morphology (2017) outlines various
approaches, core concepts, principles and methods that can be
applied to studying diversity and complexities of urban form,
and to understand how cities are formed and transformed over
time. Complementing morphological studies are further elaborations on urban coding developed by Laura Novo de Azevedo,
historical and transformational studies carried out by Butina
Watson (2013), and PhDs from a variety of cultural contexts that
link urban form and the sustainability agenda (Designing Sustainable Cities in the Developing World, Zetter & Butina Watson,
2006).

3

his VueCue research project. Having
close links to earlier townscape and
morphological studies, the VueCue
method employs a new visual tool for
assessing deep visual textures of places;
sets non-style specific visual targets for
development that can be tested; and,
provides evidence of improvement to
buildings, streets and open spaces using
specially designed software. The study
supports visual impact assessments by
quantifying the degree of change between
places and between existing and proposed
development situations (Cooper, Su and
Oskrochi, 2013).

RESPONSIVE ENVIRONMENTS
The publication of the Responsive Environments book in 1985
(Bentley et al, 1985) led to a new generation of practice-based
work, paper publications and research studies. Although the
original authors are no longer at Oxford Brookes, their approach
continues to be expanded on by a number of PhD students
exploring, for example, responsive streets and open spaces in
China.
PLACE IDENTITY
Based on the approaches outlined above, and with the publication of Identity by Design, co-authored by Butina Watson and
Bentley (2007), the place identity theme has been a rich source
of research studies and publications (Butina Watson, 2013;
2016). This theme has broadened earlier theoretical studies on
urban morphology, responsive environments and cultural studies, whilst also linking design practices and community engagement in creating distinct place identities in a globalising world.
Research projects funded by CABE and the Higher Education
Funding Council for England (HEFCE) also included work with
children and young people, as well as marginal communities.
With a large portfolio of case studies from a variety of
cultural contexts, this theme continues to attract PhD students
from different parts of the world including Malaysia, Bali, China
and Mexico. Particularly challenging have been explorations
of constructing place identities in contested territories such
as Palestine (Handal, in Zetter and Butina Watson, 2006) and
in war-torn cities such as Erbil in Kurdistan (Almukhtar, in
Sanderson et al, 2016). Closely linked to research analysing and
designing place identities is the continuation of perceptual studies, particularly in relation to open space evaluations as applied
in Islington (Butina Watson and Kessler, 2013), or legibility studies in Ljubljana in Slovenia (Niksic and Butina Watson, 2018).
Recent PhD topics also include creating responsive open spaces
in Beijing, as well as greening open spaces in Cairo and Merida.
SCIENTIFiC APPROACHES
Urban design research is also influenced by developments in
more science-based topics that link perceptual and objectively
measurable qualities of places, as developed by Cooper in
Urban Design ― autumn 2019 ― Issue 152
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SUSTAINABILITY AND RESILIENCE
The sustainable cities theme has always
underlined much of the research work at
Oxford Brookes. This includes Urban Retrofitting for Sustainability – Mapping the
Transition to 2050, a four-year collaborative research project (2010-14) funded
by the Engineering and Physical Sciences
Research Council (EPSRC) under the
Sustainable Urban Environments scheme.
The principal investigator in urban design
at Oxford Brookes was Butina Watson and
the work also included the Universities
of Cardiff, Reading, Durham, Salford and
Cambridge. The key focus of this research
was to develop new theoretical ideas
about the processes of system innovations in transition, and to formulate and
test various sustainable future scenarios
in Cardiff and Manchester, which could
potentially be useful to different stakeholders in solving key environmental
problems (Dixon et al, 2014).
The urban retrofit agenda and
potential solutions to respond positively
to big climatic and other disturbances,
was extended to also incorporate urban
resilience research. This led to a joint conference with the Harvard Graduate School
of Design in 2014 bringing together built
environment and humanitarian experts,
and resulted in a joint book publication (Sanderson et al, 2016). Various
approaches and case studies include the
work of Sanderson and Butina Watson
on new theoretical conceptualisations;

Topic 29
their urban design ideas to a variety of
audiences.
The research into the potential of
using new virtual technologies can also
assist in finding solutions to urban design
interventions in challenging contexts and
the new virtual studio is being developed
by Lim and Almukhtar to provide access
to professionals as well as students in
challenging and complex situations,
where personal engagement can be carried out both in situ as well as virtually.
THE DEVELOPMENT OF URBAN
DESIGN RESEARCH
In conclusion, it is important to state
that the urban design research agenda
has come a long way since its early days
in the 1960s, and that the pursuit of
making better places is still strong and
evolving, so that what we research we can
also practice, not only in the classroom
and the studio, but in wider and complex
cultural and societal contexts.

•

Professor Georgia Butina Watson, Professor in
Urban Design, Associate Lecturer in Planning
and Urban Design, Director of Oxford Institute
for Sustainable Development, Oxford Brookes
University
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Sitko’s work on flooding in Bangkok; and Almukhtar’s work on
post-conflict in Erbil – all four from Oxford Brookes. The work
highlights some of the challenges that urban settlements are
facing due to climatic, political and other disturbances, and the
ways in which we can work collaboratively by bridging urban
design, planning and humanitarian work.
HEALTHY CITIES
Since the World Health Organisation’s (WHO) Healthy Cities
Movement various research teams at Oxford Brookes have been
pursuing the healthy cities agenda. Two key research projects
are of note here: Healthy Urban Mobility (HUM) is a recently
completed international collaborative research project involving
Tim Jones (principal investigator); Butina Watson, Sue Brownill,
Ramin Keivani and Ben Spencer (co-investigators) from Oxford
Brookes, and colleagues from three Brazilian Universities –
Brasilia, Florianopolis and Porto Alegre. The three-year project
was funded by the ESRC/Newton scheme (2015-19) and brought
together built environment, environmental psychology and
health experts. The project’s aims were to establish the relationship between built environment components and healthy active
mobility in 11 neighbourhoods (nine in Brazil and two in the UK)
with different socio-economic, demographic and other characteristics. In parallel to the HUM project, Butina Watson has also
been involved with the evaluation of the UK’s ten Healthy New
Towns, funded by NHS England, which also included an evaluation of Bicester Healthy New Town (2015-19).
PEDAGOGIC RESEARCH
A review of urban design research themes would not be complete without looking at advancements in pedagogic research, so
important to our students. The work developed by Lim, Novo de
Azevedo and Cooper (Lim, Novo de Azevedo and Cooper, 2016)
demonstrates how we can utilise digital technology and media
to encourage young urbanists to learn about places as part of
their experiential learning, outside the classroom, where they
can benefit from multisensory experiences. In doing so, they
can use that experience to analyse, synthesise and communicate
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Why Urban Design
Teaching Needs an
Accreditation system
David Rudlin and Lucy Montague present the case

1

‘I

t’s easy, urban design’. Such was the verdict a participant
at one of the Design for Change workshops that URBED
used to run for the Glasshouse at the National Tenant
Resource Centre in Chester. Over a number of years we ran
three-day residential courses for groups of tenants from council
estates facing redevelopment. Our aim was to teach them about
masterplanning so that they could engage with the process
of drawing up plans for their estate. They would draw figuregrounds and other analysis plans, visit exemplar schemes and
then run through a step-by-step process to develop a masterplan
for their estate. A few of them didn’t manage it, but on the whole
they ended up with a perfectly good three-dimensional masterplan made out of plasticine that they would try, and fail, to carry
home on the train. They were right to suggest that masterplanning is easy, follow the rules and there is not a huge amount that
can go wrong, which begs the question, why is it that highly
trained professionals often do it so badly?

pioneering course at Oxford Polytechnic
(now Oxford Brookes University). There
were, of course, other schools that taught
urban design, notably the School of Civic
Design in Liverpool, but it was Oxford that
gave us Responsive Environments (1985)
and in many ways shaped the profession.
Today there are 20 UK urban design
courses listed in the UDG Directory and
a quick Google search suggests that there
are at least another half as many again
across the country. Three things stand
out about these courses: they are all at
postgraduate level; there appears to be
a huge variety in what is taught; and the
majority are within architecture, not
planning schools.

HOW URBAN DESIGN IS PERCEIVED
There are many reasons for this. It is partly down to the way that
the discipline (not profession) of urban design is regarded and
the way that all of the other built environment professions think
they can do it. It is also related to a lack of consensus on what
urban design actually is: is it public realm design, placemaking, masterplanning, spatial planning, top-down, bottom-up,
physical design or community empowerment? Then there is
the approach to creativity rather than craft. And finally there
is the tricky notion of design, leading to the false belief that the
proposed design outcome is all that matters (rather than the
implementation processes that will achieve it).
All of these conflicts and contradictions are reflected in
urban design education, indeed many of them are the result of
the way in which urban design is taught. Forty years ago there
was really only one specialist urban design course in the UK, the

LUCY’S VIEW
My background is in architecture, but
I was trained in urban design by Leslie
Forsyth – one of those rare architects/
planners/ urban designers – and have
been teaching urban design for the
last decade at several schools of both
architecture and planning. At the Bartlett,
this even included leading the radical
cross-faculty MRes course with Matthew
Carmona, which actively promotes interdisciplinarity through students choosing
urban design modules from across the
Schools of Architecture, Planning, Graduate Studies, Geography, the Development
Planning Unit and the Transport Studies
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Topic 31
Centre. So, despite my architectural beginnings, I have a very
healthy respect for the mongrel nature of urban design, an
appreciation of how differently it is approached by various
disciplines, and a keen appetite for the many strengths that nonarchitects bring to it.
DAVID’S VIEW
I am old enough to have studied at a time when a planning
degree was a perfectly respectable route to becoming an urban
designer. When I studied planning at Manchester University
the top floor of the building was entirely occupied by drawing
studios, one side for the architects, the other for us planners. My
cohort had a studio all to ourselves throughout our four years
of study, and the curriculum was structured around continuous
design projects from strategic plans and new towns to neighbourhoods, docklands developments and housing masterplans.
A few years after I graduated, Manchester University, like many
schools, got rid of its drawing boards and the studios were
also lost to the University’s insatiable demand for space. In the
years that followed, planners were told that design was not
their concern and planning degrees become more academic and
based around social sciences. Indicative of this was the fact that
planners were soon graduating with a Bachelor of Science rather
than a Bachelor of Arts: planning was no longer a design course,
that ground had been ceded to architects.
More recently there have been attempts to recover this lost
territory. In the early 2000s, Michael Hebbert as Head of School
in Manchester University, reintroduced an undergraduate studio
masterplanning project. He had to fight hard to secure studio
space and struggled to recruit an urban design lecturer who met
the University’s strict academic requirements (which is why I
was brought in as a temporary external lecturer). More recently
Philip Black, who also features in this issue, has successfully
developed a postgraduate urban design course in the Manchester
planning school and produces impressive results.
However what has changed is that, with some notable exceptions, students with design ambitions don’t opt for a planning
degree. Consequently when planners are taught urban design,
they tend to have little background in design or visual literacy
(and possibly even an aversion to it). The best students will
hopefully become urban designers, but many are being taught to
recognise good urban design when they see it and to understand
how to promote and manage it in their planning careers. This
is no bad thing, but it does mean that most of our future urban
designers are being taught in architecture schools; that is certainly our experience at URBED when recruiting.
ARCHITECTURE IS NOT URBAN DESIGN
As we all know, architects can do anything! Some would argue
that urban design is just big architecture and any architect is
qualified to do it. It would be great if this were true, but unfortunately it isn’t. Architecture schools are wonderful, creative
places and we have both enjoyed associations with many of
them. We have also spent the last year with colleagues at Manchester School of Architecture and at URBED, jointly developing
and running an urban design studio (Atelier LULU) within the
MArch course.
But architecture is not urban design. Look at any degree
show and you will see lots of beautiful buildings in splendid
isolation. Where students do consider the wider city context
beyond the red line of their site boundary, they are often led
to believe that this amounts to masterplanning, as if the only
distinction to be made between architecture and urban design is
one of scale. But urban design requires a different approach, as
well as an understanding of how cities work, knowledge of the
canon of principles and paradigms that inform approaches, and
a healthy understanding of how to negotiate the implementation
of a masterplan beyond the spatial proposal itself.
The process is clear: first must come the context, which
informs the plan, then comes the public realm and the

2
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infrastructure, then the lots and plots,
each with their rules for how they can be
built out. It sounds dull, but it’s not – it’s
just a different discipline and one with
plenty of scope for creativity; the work by
the first cohort of Atelier LULU students
demonstrates this.

2 Traffordside:
Breaking Boundaries,
masterplan
connections by
Muhammad Faris
3 Block Tyologies by
Muhammad Faris

URBAN DESIGN FOR
UNDERGRADUATES
We are not alone; it seems that and
increasing number of schools are developing urban design courses and many
have a specialist MA in Urban Design.
This is a welcome development but it is a
shame that so much of this is happening
at a postgraduate level. The problem, as
Ombretta Romice points out in the next
article, is that students are only being
introduced to the concepts of urban

Urban Design ― autumn 2019 ― Issue 152

32 Topic
design once they have already been ruined by an architectural
or planning education (she may have been more diplomatic).
Urban design is more fundamental than that. It’s not just design
at a different scale or a different type of building. If we are to
effectively train the urban designers of the future, it can’t just be
taught at postgraduate level, it needs to be introduced from the
beginning of undergraduate degrees.
Ombretta and her colleague Sergio Porta run the urban
design course in Strathclyde School of Architecture. They teach
plot-based urbanism as a process, albeit a creative one, and their
students produce some of the best urban design work in the
country. Other MAUD Courses are very different. For a number
of years the Sheffield Course was curated by Irena Bauman,
whose students collectively created a huge model of a masterplan, contributing their own buildings but having to follow
collectively agreed rules and collaborate with their neighbours.
The results were not unlike Christopher Alexander’s New Theory
of Urban Design. The MAUD course in Cardiff takes a much more
political approach, addressing issues like gentrification and
inclusive design, while others are more theoretical or focus on
public realm design, community engagement or urban morphology and critical regionalism.
ACADEMIA AND PRACTICE
This was all in our mind as URBED worked with Lucy and her
colleagues Luca Csepely-Knorr and Amy Pearce on the inaugural
year of MArch Atelier LULU (Landscape and Urbanism) at
Manchester School of Architecture. The atelier is part of a wider
partnership between URBED and the School which we call
URBED+ and pursues research, advocacy and education. The
intention is to foster a collaborative approach in which academia
and practice learn from and inform each other. In the atelier,
we aim to form well-rounded graduates based on our belief that
you need to mix the influences of both academia and practice
to produce good urban designers. We also believe that you need
the influence of the different disciplines that contribute to urban
design, and so the teaching team includes the expertise of architects, landscape architects, planners, sustainability experts,
developers and surveyors. The curriculum mixes a grounding
in urban design theory with the craft of creating a masterplan
through a combination of group and individual work. Students
have started at the scale of the city region and worked down to
the district, then the masterplan, then a space. It wasn’t quite
as easy as the tenant at the Glasshouse course suggested, but
the results were a high quality set of masterplans that sat very
comfortably in the degree show, alongside the work of the seven
other diverse ateliers in the school.
COORDINATION AND ACCREDITATION
All of the urban design courses in the UK do interesting work,
but they are so varied as to be impossible to compare. While
variety is a good thing and each of the courses have their
strengths, there must be a role for some form of coordination
and accreditation? We need to continue the renaissance of urban
design teaching that has taken place in the last decade. We need
to do this not just as a postgraduate subject, but integrate it in to
the training of all architects, planners, landscape architects and
highway engineers. Now is the time to consolidate the progress
we have made and shape it into a profession.
Whilst urban design skills are increasingly valued, teaching
still seems to lack a core curriculum even amongst dedicated
urban design courses. From the perspective of an urban design
employer, there is currently no way of knowing what skills an
urban design graduate brings with them. There is no equivalent
of RTPI, LI or RIBA accreditation to ensure that all urban design
students are learning a basic set of principles and skills. Without
stifling creativity and diversity, we need a system of accreditation that allows prospective students to know what to expect
from courses, and employers to know what they can expect from
graduates.
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We need a system of accreditation that
allows prospective students to know
what to expect from courses,
and employers to know what they can
expect from graduates
The time is right to give some shape to
the way that urban design is taught. This
is something that we would like to pursue
through the Urban Design Group and
the Academy of Urbanism, and we would
welcome your reactions to this proposal.
Our aim should be nothing less than the
creation of a progressive and proactive
generation of architect/planners, who
are capable of producing compelling
proposals in the same vein as Patrick
Abercrombie, William Holford, Raymond
Unwin and Thomas Sharp (albeit with a
little more diversity).

•

David Rudlin, Principal, URBED, Chair of the
Academy of Urbanism, Honorary Professor of
Planning at Manchester University, tutor on
the MArch course at the Bartlett, and External
Examiner at Cardiff University.
Dr Lucy Montague, Senior Lecturer,
Manchester School of Architecture, has run
urban design programmes at the architecture
schools in Edinburgh, Huddersfield and at The
Bartlett School of Planning.
4 Walking through
the proposals by
Muhammad Faris
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‘And now for something
completely different...’
Ombretta Romice finds that good design goes beyond itself
form makes eminent sense and yet one
that never bores us, and is gracious
to difference, at least from a physical
point of view. In fact in the 1950s, Turin
saw incredibly high immigration levels
thanks to Fiat, and it had to quickly
change after a generally steady and
moderate historic growth, with occasionally tough times. But that was then.
The tough areas have moved, as they
should in a city that modernises, and
its grace has been truly tested over the
past 20 or 30 years through economic
renaissance and immigration, a fate
shared by many other post-industrial
cities. The University’s Faculty of Architecture was in a castle, the construction
of which was first started in the mid1600s, and it has been upgraded and
repurposed throughout its history. It
was neither practical nor comfortable,
as we have grown to expect our places
of work to be, but it was beautiful and
made us all want to use it.
This learning environment encouraged
curiosity and freedom but with underlying guidance. There was no urban design
course, but we were taught a great deal
of history of architecture and cities, and
urban and rural sociology, to understand
that circumstances and society are part
and parcel of places. This gave us a natural sense of the inextricable relationship
between form and life that has never left
me. In classes and in our designs, we
talked little about people or the clients of
the buildings that our teachers asked us
to design. The enjoyment of others, the
passers-by, was a given. Designing in a
context that works, there is an expectation that what you add to it should also
work. Therefore housing, museums,
squares and installations, they all had to
fit, enhance, and benefit from the greater
whole in which we would place them. And
yet, I left with little grasp of how to turn
this experiential appreciation into actionable and intentional guidance.

1

M

ost people come across John Cleese through Monty
Python. I didn’t. A long time ago I was given a tape
with the recording of a talk he had given to a group
of architecture students. Cleese was reminding them that
when they move on to build something, this something will
become part of the city or town that everyone walks through
and looks at, no matter how interested ‘in their very piece’ of
architecture they might be. In other words, as we do things,
we generate an impact that goes well beyond those things
and affects many more people than those that we build for,
because every building is part of a much greater whole. Every
building is a piece of city, and cities belong to all of us. As
an observation by somebody that felt genuinely baffled and
elated in the context of a short stroll, his talk made complete
sense: it was about having a sense of civic responsibility.
I believe that urban design should have a more significant
role in architectural curricula. This view is the result of my own
education and almost 20 years in teaching, as well as my life in
two significantly different contexts, Turin and Glasgow. Whilst
space can encourage a degree of sensitivity towards and an
appreciation of urban design, the discipline is too important for
the development of responsible designers to be left to the fringes
of mainstream education. More importantly, it is essential to get
the best out of our aspiring architects.

LEARNING ABOUT DESIGN IN A CITY
Shortly before hearing the Cleese tape, I had graduated in
architecture in Turin, and had a stint in architectural offices.
There, every day for five years, I would cross the city to get
to the university, from west to east and back, by bike, bus
or on foot, making my way through arcades and grandeur,
neighbourhoods of mundane decorum, markets, factories,
cobblestones, tram tracks, a million contradictions that made
complete sense. Every piece needed to be there, every piece
was good where it was. Turin is a beautiful city, one whose

1 A Living
Neighbourhood in
Drumchapel, Glasgow.
The hierarchy of streets
and plots by John
Duffy, Nour Kowatly
and Rabail Aktar

CLARITY IN URBAN DESIGN
When I heard the Cleese talk shortly
after arriving in the UK, I liked the fact
that somebody was talking about the
city in design terms, not just social or
economic. I discovered urban design as
a specific discipline through my mentor,
Hildebrand Frey. Discussions with him
took us from the scale of the city to the
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smallest detail, within the same journey. He showed the links
between the strategic, the very practical and the experiential,
and I finally joined the dots that I had learned about in a more
intuitive way in Turin. Glasgow was an ideal place to learn about
urban design: it had an intentional and experimental attitude
and was not shy about it. At the time, my research interests were
in community-based housing associations, and how they saw
value in the social sustainability afforded by Glasgow’s most
traditional urban form, the tenement, at a time of large-scale
urban redevelopment.
My PhD was about supporting ‘lay people’ to become
more critical participants in placemaking. Post-war housing
development had significantly changed the shape of the city
and its fundamentally polycentric network of identity-rich
neighbourhoods. A lot of adjustments were still taking place and
these new conditions required a proactive, aware and informed
attitude towards the city. I worked on this attitude through my
early teaching years in a community design studio, where we
worked in housing estates near enough to the city centre to make
them desirable for new development, but still isolated and dysfunctional in many ways. I understood that the need for roots,
for belonging to a place, is complex and makes people develop
bonds with the strangest of conditions. We accept situations
and find coping mechanisms to deal with their limits and, whilst
inspirational, this was also disheartening, suggesting that good
conditions and good environments are possible, but require us to
listen more and approach architecture and the city through better and more aware design. It is also crucial to learn from what
has worked before: if something is good, functional, respectful
and uplifting, it generally finds its way through time. Many of the
areas in which we worked did not: built in the 1960s-70s, they
had gone through substantial changes already. The issue of time
in the design of the city became my new concern.

2

Students are essentially adding a small
piece to something that belongs to all of
us, and they should be aware of and take
responsibility for it

THE RESILIENT CITY AND DESIGN SKILLS
My 19 years of teaching at the University of Strathclyde have fundamentally been about looking for what works and what doesn’t,
experimenting not for the sake of novelty or innovation, but with
John Cleese’s sense of civic responsibility in mind. I have spent
the past 10 years in particular, with colleagues and students,
looking for what makes cities generous in the quality of life they
afford to their people; we have looked for evidence in the form
of shared traits, the rules and exceptions which underpin them
and which make places grow and evolve in time, responding to
human needs, adapting or becoming obsolete. Our core interest
now is the design of the resilient city. We see design as needing
to respond to change, or even better, as change being the essence
of design. Design is only the starting point in a long journey:
it sets the conditions for life to take place, and for places to
mature. Obviously, this is a significantly different way of seeing
our role as placemakers, which leads me to my second point.
Until we treat urban design as something else that needs
to be incorporated into the curriculum, we as architects have
a problem. Inviting it into schools of architecture dressed
as a specialism much later on in our programmes, like in
years 4 and 5, is too little, too late. It remains, no matter how
much teachers stretch themselves to make such a rich subject
fit, as a fraction of what it deserves, and an afterthought. It’s like
forcing oneself to learn a new movement when all habits and all
postures are set and ingrained.
DESIGNING IN COMPLEX PLACES
The value of good urban design is that it teaches us to bring
together the many issues that are at play in the city (social and
economic traits, habits, preferences, sentiments and hard facts)
into the most tangible form: space. Students must go through
their education with intention, asking questions to find answers
that they can work with, thinking responsibly about every
design decision that they make thanks to the questions they
asked. Urban design must be intrinsic to every design project
Urban Design ― autumn 2019 ― Issue 152

2 The team John Duffy,
Nour Kowatly and
Rabail Aktar with their
illustrated masterplan
and codes in the
background

that students undertake, so that they
learn to master complexity as a mindset,
because cities are complex systems, made
of many pieces which are all, somehow,
connected. A façade, a small library, or
a block of flats will have an impact well
beyond their boundary, on people well
beyond those who commissioned it.
Through each of their projects, students
are essentially adding a small piece to
something that belongs to all of us, and
they should be aware of and take responsibility for it.
I work in a department of architecture
that attracts exceptional students. As I
write, our end of the year show is open;
the talent I see across the five years is
incredible and gets better every year. I see
energy, curiosity, compassion, ambition
and responsibility, but also ingenuity and
fundamentally potential. Around 100
students every year graduate from the
university ready for the profession, to the
point I would expect to see no mistakes
and no ugliness in our cities and streets.
And yet, I do see mistakes, a lot of them
in the form of uncommitted or plainly
dysfunctional buildings and spaces. Why
is this?
Some people are blessed with talent:
their buildings, whether they blend in or
dominate, ooze comfort, beauty or confidence at the turn of each corner. However,
this is not the norm. Most people need to
work hard to achieve even a small portion of such success. It would help them
to start their professional journeys as
designers by understanding that cities are
not the accidental collation of pieces, that
nothing works in isolation, and greatness,
goodness and even decency rarely happen
by chance, even in something as diverse
as a city. It would help them to understand
that we all ought to have a role to play in

Topic 35
exciting and special: only the city that is
built on rules, through their adjustments
and evolution, is able to gift special places
with true value and meaning. A city with
no rules drowns uniqueness and diversity
in visual noise, where nothing has the
comfort of ordinariness, nor the excitement of specialness. Urban design helps
us to understand these rules, and in doing
so, can give design students the greatest
chance of fulfilling the aesthetic, social or
imaginary personalities that they already
embody. John Cleese was right: the city
should belong to all of us. It is our job
to make it so, through its design. This is
surely not the only way, but is one that
can help graduates to understand that
their job is to create the conditions to
make places that are so desirable, efficient and functional, that they will stand
the test of time.

3

shaping, adjusting and maintaining it; it is absurd to think and
claim otherwise. Our cities and towns have always been governed
by rules of logic and efficiency, with moments of exceptional
beauty, and we should all partake in the application of these rules
and exceptions, designers or others. But how to teach it this?
UNDERSTANDING RULES AND EXCEPTIONS
At Strathclyde, we argue that urban design is the ground on
which the balance between rules (including architectural rules)
and exceptions unfolds, making the city diverse, endlessly

•

3 Framework and
coding: housing
typologies for
heterogeneity rather
than homogeneity
by John Duffy, Nour
Kowatly and Rabail
Aktar

Ombretta Romice, Senior Lecturer,
Department of Architecture, University of
Strathclyde, and member of the Urban Design
Studies Unit.
Her forthcoming book in Spring 2020 with
Professor Sergio Porta and Dr Alessandra
Feliciotti is Masterplanning for Change:
Designing the Resilient City, RIBA

Everything has changed.
Nothing has changed
Bob Jarvis reflects on what a real urban design education is
all about

C

limate change, housing densities,
affordable housing, public space,
mixed uses, denser environments,
food production, physical and mental
health, technology, graphics and the role
of IT, sub-regional or regional issues…
A constant flow of agencies and advice,
while old ones fade away (remember the
Royal Fine Art Commission?), new voices
dominate the news and the old ones are
forgotten (Remember Thomas Sharp,
Walter Bor, Derek Walker?)... But the
roots of urban design education do not
change. The urban designer’s key role is
still to talk about ‘places that aren’t yet’.
In this article, I take a wide-ranging view,
which draws on my own education in
urban design much of which took place
outside, around and in argument with the
agenda and the syllabuses of my teachers,
and perhaps equally important, on the
importance that I attach to language,
beyond professional jargon.
THE JOURNEY
It’s very tempting as we rush into new
technologies and all the neologisms that

1

1 Sketch by
Bob Jarvis

go with them, and see the neophytes spring up to scamper after
them and catch them in their urbanistic butterfly nets, to forget
that it’s still the same old world. And the same dominant species:
furless bipeds somewhere between 1.5m and 1.8m tall, who
need shelter from the extremes of weather, and have limited
speeds and distance of movement or capacity to climb. When all
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the apps, links and memes slip away, we are back in real space
and real time. This is not so much about what I have taught at
London South Bank University (LSBU), but what I have learned
along the way.
The same clichés are still around, the same professional
responsibilities – making better places, places for people, places
to live and work – and with those imposing phrases. At Milton
Keynes Development Corporation we used to jokingly call the
consultants ‘Imposing Phrases, Squeaks, Fast Talker and Bore’,
as it is so easy to slip into the nether world of plans. For as
Martin Krieger notes ‘the stories planners tell create the finite,
give purpose, repose, grace, survival and rebirth. Planning is
astrologers’ consideration’.
EXPERIENCES
That is why in urban design education, it is important to literally
keep your feet on the ground, to feel the wind at your back, to be
standing on the corner, waiting for your man, or as I noted in a
call for ideas for a CABE/UDAL Summit, to find the angel-headed
hipsters of urbanism, who:
Stood on the corner of New Conduit and Purfleet when they
were only 16 and asked themselves in the November fen-light
mists between the Whisky-a-go-go and L’année dernière à
Marienbad, how the wonder of this moment is made and is there
a day job like this?
Walked the damp and unmarked streams in the backland
woodlands of their child dreams, and traced another map of the
town to find abandoned railways and plot a teenage version of
Tristan of the Suburbs as an 8mm in the mud behind Methuen
Were sent on the last coal steam trains, deliberately unbriefed
and unprepared to understand secondary shopping streets
and market towns in the first autumn snows to make clues into
places
Whose collages and postcards of Carnaby Street, alleyways,
vast tin-sheds along the by-pass and the cathedral at sunset,
were refused a mark, except by committee
Drove across the chalklands and dry valleys into the smokestained backrooms of mild ale pubs to find the perfect study
village to see the first tourists thumbing their Pevsner’s guides,
oblivious of the old woman living in the alms houses with no
bath
Walked with Pete in three wild days of clear wind and cliffbeating storms, then fog, from Blyth through the boarded-up
coffee-bars and amusement halls to Shields, and called their
report Not quite summer on not quite Bredon to be told that this
was not the language of professional work and would get them
nowhere
Sat at a tea room’s hard-backed dark brown benches and
turned Houghton-le-Spring’s image map into a wondrous mindwarped distorted swirl – more Revolver than Image of the City,
and lay there starry-eyed and laughing in the corner
Sat all those lunchtimes eating pasties on the footsteps of the
war memorial deliberately not revising because, even though
they hadn’t found the words yet, they knew that the real subject
of planning was everyday life
Were told that their dissertation on LSD and the city would
not work and went back to wander the last courtyards and triangles of Hillingdon Square empty behind the Jewish cemetery,
found relics in shop windows, and watched the tides creep up
the ferry steps and the snow melting from the gutters, as the
market gave way to the Mart for two weeks in February, and
turned all of this into a theory of constant change
Whose seminar paper that began with a drive-by in Durham
and ended in a twittern in Chichester, and asked who was a
stranger there and who had more time than money, was stopped
as being irrelevant
Came back to turn that all-night drive and walking in the
mists on Town Moor, running for a bus and climbing staircases
in daylight and blindfolded, and wrote up each footfall into tasks
that became fragments of a general theory that their tutor never

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Urban Design ― autumn 2019 ― Issue 152

wrote, but still checked each word in the
dictionary to ensure that it was all normal
usage, while at the same time moonlighting as a poet, and turned the trunk road
into a science fiction chant
Then years later stood speechless at
the convention and could only utter the
names of the Boulevards of Coma and
the Allées of Despair, knowing these
maps were not the sublime territory
of the moment when the sun touched
a passionate alignment and the snow
suddenly slipped across the avenue in the
abandoned parkland
Finding between the jumps and runs
and fourth position that these were the
same geometries of things and bodies in
space and time that his tutor had promised in language, but could not deliver
Were confronted in the office dealing
with the so-called real world by a babel
of incomprehensible codes and everyday
rhetoric, and sat, watched, listened and
made notes as Dave, Chris, Keith, Andrew,
Hugh and Pete talked about those special
places, and went home every night and
wrote it all up, and then wrote it up again
in the first person, because ‘we know this
is about you’
Travelled cross-country through frozen
winter England on empty trains across
the Robert Smithson memorial landscapes to tell tales and true stories of love
and money and unbuilt dreams and local
government officers to raise the comment
‘I didn’t know urban design was like that’.

•
•
•

•

WHAT IS LEARNING?
These examples are from my own education in urban design and are rooted in the
memories of moments of place and raise
some questions:
Under what syllabus were all of these
moments specified, what were the learning outcomes defined, what were the
transferable skills acquired, and what
assessment criteria were specified?
How far can such moments and experiences survive under the interrogation
lamps of professional circumscription
and templates?
Can such a personal language and
expression survive the institutional and
professional juggernauts that we set up,
or will it take on new forms?
Or is this just an isolated and irrelevant, individual and anecdotal aberration, a subjective nothing to be set aside
in professional agenda setting?
Finally, a Marxist (tendance Groucho)
question to consider: Would I want to
belong to a club that would have me as a
member?

–
–
–
–

•

Dr Bob Jarvis, Lecturer in Urban Design,
School of Law and Social Sciences – Urban,
Environment and Leisure Studies, London
South Bank University
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Developing
Children’s Skills
Dolores Victoria Ruiz Garrido describes her education
programmes with young would-be urbanists
street market or home, but lately due to
the screen era, they don’t even observe or
look at streets from the bus window, the
car or while they walk; they are becoming
‘blind strollers’ glued to the information
on screens and ignoring the beauty or
messy layout of the spaces around them.
We must therefore foster observation as a
matter of utmost importance, even before
we discuss improving participatory
processes and inviting children and young
people to get involved.

1

W

e live in a sight crisis. With a multitude of distractions
and stimuli, images and information everywhere
and at any moment, adults and children alike find it
far more difficult to engage and reflect upon their local urban
environment. If we aren’t careful, we’ll become less critical of
poor urban design and at the same time we won’t value the good
places that we have. This lack of critical thinking and observation is dangerous for the future of cities: the ‘screen era’ has
blurred the city in our vision.
Too often children, young people and adults are just
observers of their built environment; they are not involved
in decision-making, despite the guidelines of the Skeffington
Report (1969) into public participation in planning. They did
not have a say about their local playground, school building,

1 Children’s work
from a Little Architect
workshop

FOSTERING CRITICAL THINKING
This lack of observation is not new, but
new technologies have significantly
increased the problem of disaffection and
disinterest in the urban environment. As
soon as we research education and the
urban environment, we find architects,
philosophers, publishers and artists campaigning for better ways to teach people
how to understand the built and unbuilt
world, and how to increase citizens’ commitment and participation.
We could go as far back as Socrates
or Aristophanes, whose play The Clouds
reveals his passion for fostering critical
thinking and the freedom to express new
ideas, but amongst more recent pedagogies, we find in Rudolph Ackermann’s
educational books, published in the UK
and South America, many calls to look
at architecture and enjoy shared spaces.
Later, Patrick Geddes developed his
holistic approach to understanding places
and the necessity of educating society and
technicians to look beyond their realities; Jaqueline Tyrwhitt was very much
involved in reinforcing and spreading
Geddes’ ideas amongst the next generation of urban designers. Similarly, we find
John Dewey and his theories about experimental education to develop curious and
proactive minds, Maria Montessori and
Rudolf Steiner connecting children to
nature in the early 20th century, Herbert
Read seeing art as a transformative tool
in the 1940s, Buckminster Fuller with his
lectures and his Operating Manual for
Spaceship Earth (1969) or Colin Ward’s
The Child in the City (1978).
Following Ward’s theories, the first
Educating Cities conference was held in
Barcelona in 1994 and it led to the creation of the International Association of
Educating Cities. Today more than 488
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Science, Technology, Engineering, Art
and Maths are all included in architecture
and cities, and even in music, literacy,
geography, history and knowledge of
nature and climate, as stated by Vitruvius
in the 1st century.
LOOKING AND QUESTIONING SKILLS
The key question is: how can we teach
architecture? The answer is that we get
children to think, and not make. We
create an atmosphere of open questions
and answers that lead us to celebrate collective knowledge about the local area or
architecture as a discipline. Making and
hands-on workshops are fabulous tools,
and they are great supporting features to
theory in the classroom, but we are more
interested in triggering questioning and
critical thinking before we start any drawing or design exercises; this is as old as a
Socratic education. Martha Nussbaum,
the American philosopher, is an advocate
of making critical thinking the core of
new education systems, and in terms of
urbanism and the improvement of the
participatory processes this is essential.
We teach children to look at the city in a
holistic way, looking at social, cultural,
sustainable, haptic and sensory aspects,
the fun, the functional, the caring characteristics of the space. We teach them
to feel and reflect upon their internal
feelings when they are in the street, in a
public building or at home.
We draw. We use drawings as the simplest tool to communicate ideas. We also
create collages and explore some 3D models, but mostly we draw, write and debate.
Through inviting children to observe,
draw, question, debate, dream utopian
solutions and propose improvements to
urban problems, we are offering the key
and the skills for their future, regardless
of which profession they might choose, to
gain a profound knowledge and appreciation of local and global urban issues.

2

3

cities in 36 different countries participate in the association and
it has culminated in the unstoppable world-famous movement
Open City pioneered by Victoria Thornton. We therefore have
plenty of resources, tools and imagination to start or to continue
that shift in formal and informal education which many professionals before us have tried to achieve.
LITTLE ARCHITECT
Little Architect was born at the Architectural Association School
of Architecture (AA) in London in 2013. Since 2011, I had been
teaching and testing several methodologies with children in a
couple of state primary schools and at the Islington Museum,
before I approached the AA. There, from the outset and thanks
to Dr Christopher Pierce and Natasha Sandmeier’s trust and
conviction in what I was suggesting, the programme received
great support and it was launched in record time as part of their
Visiting Schools programme.
Little Architect introduces school children to the topics of
architecture and sustainable cities. The goal of our work is to
educate children aged 4 to 11, from Reception to Year 6, in the
observation, understanding and questioning of their own built
environment, increasing their innate creativity, and developing
a positive attitude towards leading change in their local communities and making a claim for better spaces. I specifically
chose to start educating children about architecture and cities in
UK primary schools during statutory learning hours, not as an
afterschool club.
In primary schools, we usually run three sessions with the
same group of children, and create bespoke lessons related to
the school curriculum, including architecture and sustainability
issues in most of the topics that they have to study. We always
work in partnership with the schools’ teachers, planning the
targets to achieve and very often using the local area as a tangible
scenario to contextualise what they learn inside the classroom.
Architecture is the perfect tool to create STEAM resources.
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2 A workshop in
Folkestone
3 A Little Architect
school assembly,
where everyone is
coming up with ideas

INVITING CHILDREN TO THE URBAN
DISCUSSION
We talk about the urban environment as
a place of improving opportunities and
hidden stories. Urban space is dynamic, it
is a summation of elements and centuries
of ideas and plans colliding in one place,
and we tell children and young people
that they are part of this dynamism.
They are movement itself, the flow and
the force to make big changes happen,
but we need to invite them to join the
urban debate. When we created Little
Architect at the AA it was a year before
the Farrell Review was published; Farrell’s
great idea of urban rooms and Geddes’
Outlook Tower share the same or similar
concepts to what we are developing in
our lessons; we, architects and urbanists,
must help to create a knowledgeable
society in contemporary architecture as
early as possible. We started our work in

Topic 39
Children are usually
generous and inclusive
in their proposals:
they design spaces for
themselves and their
parents to share with other
adults and families; they
know that if adults feel
comfortable, they will have
more time to play and they
value their playtime like
gold

4

consultant, has worked for decades in
mechanisms to include children’s views
in cities’ design. In my view, we need to
spend enough time with children and
young people to teach them what being
an architect is, what architecture is, what
a city is, what sustainable development
is, as well as local and global climate and
design issues. This should be the way: to
inform them about options before asking
for their opinions, and to foster observation as a lifelong learning skill.
Little Architect has now worked with
more than 7,500 children in the UK, in
partnership with and supported by developers, art organisations and architectural
firms. It has encouraged children to
create new, futuristic urban environments
with better public transport, cleaner
energy, more pedestrian areas and green
spaces, affordable housing and inspiring designs. Because Little Architect
happens within an architectural school,
which is led by Eva Franch, a passionate
advocate of connecting architects with
society and politicians, it means that any
future architect from the AA researching
childhood, urban or domestic spaces for
children and young people, or reflecting
upon society and its perceptions of architecture, can join our lessons and research
through teaching and being exposed to
this magnificent audience. Children, as
Buckminster Fuller said, are enthusiastic
planetarium audiences.

primary schools because in less than two decades these children
will be managing their cities. In order to inform policies and
trigger improvements we need allies; these children might look
a bit too young to campaign but look at Greta Thunberg and her
crew. The sooner we talk in schools in terms of architecture and
urbanism, the more people will be ready to campaign for cleaner
air, pedestrian areas, social housing or to defend contemporary
architecture from being demolished as it is now.
There is a certain risk of using children in participatory
urban processes because they are cute and it is trendy; I call this
‘child-washing danger’. We must prevent urban makers, politicians and companies from using children and family workshops
to tick boxes in their participatory processes. We should be
aware of the danger that it represents, because after teaching
architecture to children for nearly a decade, I know that children’s ideas and diverging perspectives are valuable and should
be taken into consideration by urbanists and architects.
DESIGN PERSPECTIVES
Children are usually generous and inclusive in their proposals:
they design spaces for themselves and their parents to share
with other adults and families; they know that if adults feel comfortable, they will have more time to play and they value their
playtime like gold. In cities where children spend many hours
inside school buildings – from 9am to 6pm – as if they were
already working in an office at the age of seven, playgrounds,
places to rest and have fun, and safe places to be shared with
pets and bikes are in great demand. Even though we usually ask
children to draw a building to increase their design skills, their
responses are full of trees, animals, butterflies, mountains in
the city, rivers, swimming pools with trees on the roof or cafes
growing coffee beans and tomatoes in the backyard. Young
children draw nature because they still feel themselves to be part
of nature.
They usually draw themselves inside enclosed spaces, as
they do not feel safe on streets. Sometimes they talk about cars
as adults might talk about a heart attack or a stroke, cars equal
danger, although in some independent schools I have found that
children like cars more than public transport and defend their
right to private space. When they draw streets, they don’t usually
draw bikes, they feel insecure on bikes and sharing the space
with cars.
So, to avoid the child-washing danger in participatory
processes, we need to set up a certain amount of teaching time,
which costs money, but should be seen as an investment and not
as an expense. Francesco Tonucci, the Italian educator and urban

•

Dolores Victoria Ruiz Garrido, founder
director, Little Architect, Architectural
Association School of Architecture, registered
architect and PhD candidate at University of
Jaen
Founder director at Anda Architecture,
www.andaarquitectura.com.
4 Ideas by Year 4
children in Netley
Primary School,
Camden, London
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Challenging the City Scale,
Journeys in People Centred
Design
Edited by Cité du Design
Saint Etienne and Clear Village
London, 2018, Birkhäuser, £38.00,
ISBN 978-3035617962
This copiously illustrated book presents
a pan-European project supported by the
Creative Europe programme. Eleven cities
across Europe contributed experiments in
co-creation. Each one focused on a different issue in response to the aspirations of its
population and its context.
Saint Etienne, a declining post-industrial
city in France, revitalised its centre by transforming vacant land into a public square.
Similarly, Milan redesigned an empty square
in an unsafe suburb into a hub of culture
and play. Ljubljana addressed similar problems of neglect in an outer suburb high-rise
housing estate, built by the socialist regime
and shunned under capitalism when people
moved to detached houses. In East London,
social entrepreneurs established the Makers Mile by creating a cluster between old
established crafts and newcomers. Cieszyn,
one half of a divided city between Poland
and Czechoslovakia, transformed a temporary bus station into a design experiment
for a new bus station, unifying two railway
stations. The organisers of Belgrade Design
Week created more lasting designs by regenerating city parks throughout Serbia.
In Brussels, a pressure group campaigned
for open air swimming pools transforming
fountains and ponds into bathing opportunities and creating pop-up pools to convince
the city of their value to the population. In
Graz, activists aimed to provide a bench for
every inhabitant to revive street life, with
benches placed in narrow streets to be used
or taken away for use in people’s own areas.
Estonia experimented with pop-up shelters
for festivals in Tallin and on a rural island. In
Bilbao, artists led the regeneration of a rundown working class area with paintings on

doorways to revive its long-term history and
the forgotten role of women. Perhaps the
most innovative experiment was carried out
in Helsinki: instead of building a new secondary school, it was integrated physically
and pedagogically with the Aalto University
in Espoo, and this shared space for learning
became a model for future schools.
Most experiments were designer-led,
often in cooperation with universities. Local
authorities were less welcoming, but became
supportive when they saw positive results.
The book concludes with lessons about
bringing together citizens, creatives and
public authorities in design interventions,
and highlights the key steps of the journey
from idea to realisation. The contributors see
the main challenges as mobilising inclusive
participation, pursuing a long-term strategy and engaging local authorities and other
decision-makers. It would be interesting to
revisit these places a few years hence, when
the grants have run out, to see whether the
achievements have been maintained.

•

Judith Ryser, researcher, journalist, writer
and urban affairs consultant to Fundacion
Metropoli, Madrid

Climax City,
Masterplanning and the
Complexity of Urban
Growth
David Rudlin and Shruti Hemani, 2019,
RIBA Publishing, £45, ISBN 9781859467633
Climax City is an exquisite example of twodimensional figure-ground maps analysis
supported by strong debates on political
quarrels. Beautifully illustrated, this publication exposes the x-rays of cities to help
readers to construct their own analogical
understanding of urban growth.
Rudlin and Hemani begin by painting a
concise but thorough picture of how urbanists arrived at the current theory of the city
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as a dynamic urban system. They promote
the fascinating idea of settlements being
‘collectivist individuals’ with a mind of their
own, and with larger stronger and more
powerful identities than the addition of all of
their component cells.
Surprisingly, the book is packed with
anecdotal nuances of urban practice that
make the reading interesting and highly entertaining. The story of a settlement that
strived to be designated a Gay Village, and
the controversial statement that frames
masterplanning as a gender-laden term, are
examples of the confidence and audacity of
the authors. This literature paints a clear image of the hurdles that professionals face in
our times.
Exploring patterns of growth through
graphic and qualitative analyses, the authors take the readers on a trip around the
world to discover how organic, spontaneous,
planned and redesigned cities have shrunk
and expanded over time. Reflecting on
what has worked well and what has not, the
reader can begin to construct a mental map
of the world and how humans transformed it
over time.
It soon becomes very clear that the fate
of a city is not in the hands of the urban
planner alone, and that whatever the approach, unexpected long-term consequences
can always emerge. Inevitably, the role of
various planning systems is challenged and
questioned. Ultimately, planning is referred
to as another indispensable component of
the city make-up, one that influences the
patterns of growth as much as, but no more
than, any other variable.
Perhaps the most powerful message that
can be drawn from the book is the notion
that morphological analysis has a lot to say
about humans and their natural capacity to
organise themselves into settlements. Yet
remarkably, the focus on form does not detract from other dimensions of place, which
are present in the text to support the graphic
enquiry.
Climax City leaves us questioning where
to go next to further understand urban
growth. Subtly, the authors make a tacit invitation to explore whether more advance
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software will ever be able to capture multiple dimensions, whilst producing such
beautiful pictures.

•

Laura Alvarez, UDG East Midlands convenor,
Senior Principal Urban Design & Conservation
Officer, Nottingham City Council

Urbanism Without Effort
– Reconnecting with First
Principles of the City
Charles R Wolfe, 2019, Island Press,
£14.99, ISBN 978-1610919692
This update of an earlier e-book, carries an
important message on the essential need to
view urbanism within its historic and wider
context, and to avoid overly prescriptive and
top-down approaches.
The author refers to urbanism without effort as the organic process by which places
have always evolved naturally, which includes the unplanned, the spontaneous and
the human scale. It highlights the key principles of a successful community, appreciation
of local values and preferences, the need for
experience, and close observation over time.
Wolfe’s method for achieving this urbanism is very human: the urban diary, the
personal experience of place by observation.
A diary can take many forms from mere internalised perception to a tweet or an essay.
The book is in effect the author’s diary; there
are no plans, graphs or diagrams, but black
and white photographs and commentaries
with a global sweep.
In a series of slightly nostalgic vignettes,
Wolfe captures his best urban diary examples, but in each case he highlights how the
success of the place is derived from context,
and cannot be simply replicated elsewhere.
He notes how Matera in Italy evolved from its
cave dwellings, and how the Croatian town
of Split evolved from a Diocletian Palace.
The diaries draw upon the common characteristics of desirable places that urban
designers will be familiar with: walkable,

people-orientated, evolved over time, fostering re-use and adaptability. Corners, ground
floor activity, and perceptions of safety matter as well.
The implication is that a lot of urban
planning by regulation and zoning destroys
vitality and is susceptible to inappropriate
replication. Wolfe reflects on a request he
encountered to recreate Rome’s Campo de’
Fiori within a 1960s US shopping mall. By
contrast, his own enjoyment of an outdoor
movie night set up in a back alley of his Seattle neighbourhood, was spontaneous and
naturally built a sense of local community.
You could quibble with how unplanned
the best places are. Nonetheless the book
makes the case well for an authentic urbanism, based on a depth of experience.
Essential checks are needed to relate policy
proposals to their context and the people
who live there. The book concludes by recommending a five-part inquiry process that
allows urbanists to embrace future change
in a way that happens more organically. Too
often city politics, regulation and economic
constraints dominate. The city of tomorrow
needs to be an adaptive re-use of the city of
today.

•

Tim Hagyard

Value in the View,
Conserving Historic Urban
Views
Tom Brigden, 2018, RIBA Publishing,
£32.00, ISBN 978-1859467305
The visual impact of cities is an essential
part of any urban designer’s professional
outlook. Tom Brigden examines the particular
significance of historic urban views as defined
by current social norms. The work is one
more example of the growing genre of books
derived from PhD theses and is in essence, a
critique of the UNESCO approach to defining
and monitoring noted historic vistas.
Brigden divides the book into two parts.

The first explores the growth of the notion
of defining and protecting recognised urban
vistas. The view from London’s Richmond
Hill is used as the vehicle for the examination as it was arguably the first protected
urban view. The second part is a series of
case studies starting with the Richmond Hill
example. This is followed by:
the view of Dresden, now ‘delisted’ by
UNESCO
St Petersburg and its need to amend
recent development proposals to accommodate UNSECO’s concerns
Istanbul and the potentially drastic steps
to be taken with regard to UNESCO’s concerns, and
Vancouver where the protection of views
has been an influence on the city’s global
image.

•
•
•
•

The first four follow a similar format: a
review of the evolution of the view, an
examination of the questions raised by the
cultural impact and different perceptions of
each view, concluding with general observations. However, Brigden uses Vancouver as
an example of a global marketing image for
the city, without UNESCO status. The final
section is devoted to questioning the validity
of fixing views from a cultural point of view.
Is UNESCO’s Western perception valid in a
global situation, and should views that have
largely grown over time be frozen?
The weakest part of the book is Brigden’s
contention that a specialist needs to emerge,
one whose role would be to assess the powerful impact that defining and protecting
views can have on urban development values, and to understand fully the multiplicity
of cultural references that come together
when a view is publicly defined. This is surely
within the competence of an urban designer.
This is a well-researched and referenced
work with extensive but rather poorly reproduced illustrations. There is a germ of a more
expansive and attractive book lurking within
its current modest form.

•

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

A2 / URBANISM + ARCHITECTURE
Unit 6, The Courtyard
707 Warwick Road
Solihull B9 3DA
T 0121 775 0180
C James Hughes
E james@A2acrchitecture.co.uk
W www.a2architecture.co.uk

A2 are a young, modern, forward
thinking architectural practice
recognised for its imagination, creativity
and often unconventional approach.

ADAM URBANISM

Old Hyde House
75 Hyde Street
Winchester SO23 7DW
T 01962 843843
C Hugh Petter, Robert Adam
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

One of the largest built environment
practices in the UK offering an
integrated life-cycle approach to
projects from architects, engineers,
designers, scientists, management, and
construction consultants. Urban design
is a core component in both the private
and public sectors in the UK and across
the world.

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.

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

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

ALLIES & MORRISON:
URBAN PRACTITIONERS

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

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.

ARC LANDSCAPE DESIGN
& PLANNING

Engravers House, 35 Wick Road
Teddington TW11 9DN
T 020 3538 8980
C Vanessa Ross
E v.ross@arcldp.co.uk
W www.arcldp.co.uk

Landscape architectural with studios
in London and the East Midlands with
expertise in both assessment and
design, we provide project specific
pragmatic and creative design services.

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.

AREA LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
Blackhouse Studio, Pin Mill
Ipswich IP9 1JN
T 01473 781994
C Charlotte Norman
E charlotte@area-la.com
W www.area-la.com

We work on civic, commercial and
occasional private development projects
across the UK and beyond, specialising
in difficult sites with complex planning
issues.

ASSAEL ARCHITECTURE
123 Upper Richmond Road
London SW15 2TL
T 020 7736 7744
C Russell Pedley
E pedley@assael.co.uk
W www.assael.co.uk

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

ATKINS PLC

Euston Tower, 286 Euston Road,
London NW1 3AT
T 020 7121 2000
C Richard Alvey
E richard.alvey@atkinsglobal.com
W www.atkinsglobal.co.uk

Interdisciplinary practice that offers a
range of built environment specialists
working together to deliver quality
places for everybody to enjoy.

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.
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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
LONDON
The Green House
41-42 Clerkenwell Road
London EC1R 0DU
T 01234 261266
C Selma Hooley
E selma.hooley@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.

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.
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BROADWAY MALYAN

CITY ID

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

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

BROCK CARMICHAEL ARCHITECTS

CSA ENVIRONMENTAL

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

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

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

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

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

CARTER JONAS

One Chapel Place
London W1G 0BG
T 020 7518 3226
C Johnny Clayton
E johnny.clayton@carterjonas.co.uk
W www.carterjonas.co.uk/
masterplanning-and-urban-design
Multidisciplinary practice working
throughout the UK with dedicated
masterplanning studio: specialises
in urban design and masterplanning,
placemaking, new settlements and
urban extensions, urban regeneration,
sustainability and community
consultation.

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.

CITYDESIGNER

14 Lower Grosvenor Place
London SW1W 0EX
T 020 7630 4880
C	Lakshmi Varma
E r.coleman@citydesigner.com
W www.citydesigner.com

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

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

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.

DAP ARCHITECTURE

3-5 Hospital Approach
Chelmsford, Essex CM1 7FA
T 01245 950401
C Richard Maloney
E richard@daparchitecture.co.uk
W www.daparchitecture.co.uk

We provide a comprehensive range
of consultancy services relating to
architectural, interior and urban design.

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.

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 35 years of
experience creating luxury family homes
across the South of England.

FABRIK LTD

FPCR ENVIRONMENT
& DESIGN LTD

we are a firm of landscape architects,
landscape planners, urban designers
and arboriculturists based in Alton and
London.

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

1st Floor Studio
4-8 Emerson Street
London SE1 9DU
T 0207 620 1453
C Johnny Rath
E johnny@fabrikuk.com
W www.fabrikuk.com

FARRELLS

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

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

FAULKNERBROWNS

Dobson House, Northumbrian Way,
Newcastle upon Tyne NE12 6QW
T 0191 268 1060
C Ben Sykes
E b.sykes@faulknerbrowns.co.uk
W www.faulknerbrowns.co.uk

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.

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

FRAMEWORK ARCHITECTURE AND
URBAN DESIGN
3 Marine Studios, Burton Lane,
Burton Waters, Lincoln LN1 2WN
T 01522 535383
C Gregg Wilson
E info@frameworklincoln.co.uk
W www.frameworklincoln.co.uk

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

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

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

LONDON
1 St John’s Square
London EC1M 4DH
T 0207 251 2929
C Steve Wardell
E steve.wardell@gillespies.co.uk
W www.gillespies.co.uk
MANCHESTER
Westgate House
44 Hale Road, Hale
Cheshire WA14 2EX
T 0161 928 7715
C Jim Fox
E jim.fox@gillespies.co.uk
Offices also based in Oxford, Leeds and
Moscow.
Gillespies is a leading international
multidisciplinary design practice
specialising in urban design,
masterplanning, strategic planning,
design guidelines, public realm design,
landscape design and environmental
assessments.

GLEN HOWELLS ARCHITECTS

Middlesex House, 34–42 Cleveland
Street, London W1T 4JE
T 020 7407 9915
C Jack Pritchard
E mail@glennhowells.co.uk
W www.glennhowells.co.uk

Clear thinking designers, exploring ideas
of making buildings and places that
improve people's lives.

GLOBE CONSULTANTS LTD

The Tithe Barn, Greestone Place,
Lincoln LN2 1PP
T 01522 563 515
C	Lynette Swinburne
E enquiry@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.

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.

HOSTA CONSULTING

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

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

HUSKISSON BROWN ASSOCIATES

JB PLANNING

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

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.

17 Upper Grosvenor Road,
Tunbridge Wells, Kent TN1 2DU
T 01892 527828
C Nicola Brown
E office@huskissonbrown.co.uk
W www.huskissonbrown.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

One Didsbury Point, 2 The Avenue,
Didsbury, Manchester M20 2EY
T 0161 696 4980
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

Da Vinci House
44 Saffron Hill
London EC1N 8FH
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.

JACOBS

2nd Floor Cottons Centre
Cottons Lane
London SE1 2QG
T 0203 980 2000
W www.jacobs.com

We provide end-to-end innovative
solutions for a more connected
sustainable world.
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Chells Manor, Chells Lane
Stevenage, Herts SG2 7AA
T 01438 312130
C Kim Boyd
E info@jbplanning.com
W www.jbplanning.com

JTP

Unit 5, The Rum Warehouse
Pennington Street
London E1W 2AP
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.

LAMBERT SMITH HAMPTON
UK House, 180 Oxford Street
London W1D 1NN
T 020 7198 2000
C	Leo Hammond
E lhammond@lsh.co.uk
W www.lsh.co.uk

How things work and look matter.
LSH knit together commercial urban
design advice and skills to deliver better
places and built environments, ensuring
enduring 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.

LAVIGNE LONSDALE LTD

22 Lemon Street, Truro,
Cornwall TR1 2LS
T 01872 273118
C Martyn Lonsdale
E info@lavignelonsdale.co.uk
BATH
First Floor Stable Block
Newton St Loe
Bath BA2 9BR
T 01225 421539
Wwww.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 Mark Williams
Mark.Williams@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 Bristol, Cambridge,
Exeter, Manchester, Oxford &
Peterborough.

LDA Design is an independent
consultancy helping clients to create
great places where people belong. We
provide landscape-led masterplanning,
design and planning services to
developers, landowners, communities,
universities and government.

LEVITT BERNSTEIN
ASSOCIATES LTD

Thane Studios, 2-4 Thane Villas,
London N7 7PA
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.
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LIZ LAKE ASSOCIATES

Unit 1, The Exchange 9 Station Road,
Stansted, Essex CM24 8BE
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

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.

MACE GROUP

155 Moorgate
London, EC2M 6XB
T 020 3522 3000
C Kevin Radford
E kevin.radford@macegroup.com
W www.macegroup.com

An adventurous and innovative
company offering urban design and
masterplanning services as part of
the consulting arm of the business
and alongside its Development,
Construction and Operational Services.

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.

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

MOSAIC LTD

The Workary, Pembridge Square
London W2 4EW
M 07734 867 866
C Steve Robins
E steve.robins@mosaicltd.co.uk
W www.mosaicltd.co.uk

A masterplanning practice focussing on
strategic greenfield land in the UK, we
work on a range of projects from smaller
schemes of 50 homes for bespoke
house builders through to 6,000-home
mixed use settlements.

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.

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

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

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

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

NICHOLAS PEARSON ASSOCIATES

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

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

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.

METROPOLITAN WORKSHOP

NODE URBAN DESIGN

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.

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

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

A multidisciplinary design company
encompassing master planning, urban
design, landscape architecture, and
architecture, with depth of experience
at all scales, from tight urban situations
to regional landscapes. We work in the
UK and overseas.

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

OUTERSPACE

The Boathouse, 27 Ferry Road
Teddington TW11 9NN
T 020 8973 0070
C Richard Broome
E rbroome@outerspaceuk.com
W www.outerspaceuk.com

Outerspace was founded in 2008 by
Managing and Creative Director Richard
Broome. Our designers strive to create
places for the ‘everyday’, balancing
creativity with practicality, working
closely with our clients and communities
to create better places for people and
nature.

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

With 14,000 specialists, working
across 90+ disciplines, in more than
34 countries, we offer total design to
help clients tackle the big issues and
shape a better world. Our approach to
integrated urbanism acknowledges the
interdependence of urban systems and
communities.

PARC DESIGN SOLUTIONS LTD
68 Derngate
Northampton NN1 1UH
T 01604 434353
C Simon Charter
E info@parcdesign.co.uk
W www.parcdesign.co.uk

Parc specialises in residential
development and housing layout design,
as well as undertaking projects in the
commercial, leisure and healthcare
sectors.

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.

PEGASUS GROUP

NOVELL TULLETT

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.

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.

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

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.

PILBROW AND PARTNERS

2-5 St John’s Square
London EC1M 4DE
T 020 3696 7000
C	Gorana Shepherd,
Neng-Nio van Santvoord
gshepherd@pilbrowandpartners.com
neg@pilbrowandpartners.com
W www.pilbrowandpartners.com

PLACE BY DESIGN

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

Urban Design and architectural
practice working with some of the
biggest developers in the country,
we are involved in projects from
conception to technical drawing and
construction, producing masterplans
and visualisations to support successful
planning applications.

PLACE-MAKE

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 placemaking. 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.
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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.

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.

PRO VISION PLANNINg

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

A practice of integrated development
consultants covering town planning,
architecture, urban design and heritage,
we provide carefully designed, context
driven and client focussed plans and
buildings.

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.

RE-FORM LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTURE

Tower Works, Globe Road
Leeds LS11 5QG
T 0113 245 4695
C Guy Denton
E info@re-formlandscape.com
W www.re-formlandscape.com

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 focussed
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 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
www.garyworsfoldarchitecture.co.uk

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

SHAFFREY ASSOCIATES
29 Lower Ormond Quay
Dublin 1, Ireland
T +353 1872 5602
C Patrick Shaffrey
E studio@shaffrey.ie

re-form specialises in creating enduring,
sustainable designs which create a
sense of identity, support the local
economy and inspire communities.

The practice has undertaken
architectural, urban design and planning
projects throughout Ireland and possess
a wide knowledge of Irish towns and
cities.

RICHARD REID & ASSOCIATES

SHEILS FLYNN LTD

Award winning practice specialising
in urban design, mixed use high
density projects, townscape design
and regeneration, sustainable
masterplanning and environmental
education.

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

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

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

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

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

SHEPPARD ROBSON

77 Parkway, Camden Town
London NW1 7PU
T 020 7504 1700
C Charles Scott
charles.scott@sheppardrobson.com
W www.sheppardrobson.com
MANCHESTER
27th Floor, City Tower, Piccadilly Plaza
Manchester M1 4BD
T 0161 233 8900

TEP – THE ENVIRONMENT
PARTNERSHIP

Genesis Centre
Birchwood Science Park
Warrington WA3 7BH
T 01925 844004
C Steve McCoy
E tep@tep.uk.com
GATESHEAD
Office 26, Gateshead International
Business Centre
Mulgrave Terrace
Gateshead NE8 1AN
T 0191 605 3340
E gateshead@tep.uk.com
CORNWALL
4 Park Noweth
Churchtown, Cury
Helston TR12 7BW
T 01326 240081
E cornwall@tep.uk.com
W www.tep.uk.com

Planners, urban designers and
architects. Strategic planning, urban
regeneration, development planning,
town centre renewal, new settlement
planning.

Tep provides independent planning and
design advice with a strong emphasis
on personal service. Our award-winning
multi-disciplinary team has a track
record of delivering complex projects
for private, public and voluntary sector
clients.

SLR CONSULTING

TERENCE O'ROURKE

SLR is a global environmental
consultancy, providing robust advice
to investors, developers, regulators,
policy makers, landowners and other
stakeholders.

Award-winning planning, design and
environmental practice.

7 Wornal Park, Menmarsh Rd
Worminghall HP18 9PH
T 0117 906 4280
C Jonathan Reynolds
E jreynolds@slrconsulting.com
W www.slrconsulting.com

SMEEDEN FOREMAN LTD

Somerset House, Low Moor Lane
Scotton, Knaresborough HG5 9JB
T 01423 863369
C Mark Smeeden
E office@smeeden.foreman.co.uk
W www.smeedenforeman.co.uk

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

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

7 Heddon Street
London W1B 4BD
T 020 3664 6755
C Kim Hamilton
E enquiries@torltd.co.uk
W www.torltd.co.uk/

THE TERRA FiRMA CONSULTANCY
Suite B, Ideal House, Bedford Road,
Petersfield, Hampshire GU32 3QA
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.

THE PAUL HOGARTH COMPANY
Bankhead Steading
Bankhead Road
South Queensferry EH30 9TF
T 0131 331 4811
C Claire Japp
E clairej@paulhogarth.com
W www.paulhogarth.com

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

The Paul Hogarth Company is a long
established and passionate team of
landscape architects, urban designers
and planners that puts people at the
heart of placemaking.

STUDIO | REAL

THRIVE

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

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

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.
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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.

TOP HAT TECHNOLOGIES LTD
14 Great James Street
London WC1N 3DP
C Katarzyna Ciechanowska
E info@tophat.co.uk
W www.tophat.co.uk

TopHat Technology is part of the
TopHat Group that designs, builds,
delivers and sells housing within the
UK. It is responsible for the overall
masterplanning design of the TopHat
housing neighbourhoods, where the
technology component forms a critical
part.

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.

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.

TYRENS

White Collar Factory
1 Old street Yard
London EC1Y 8AF
T 020 7250 7666
C Anna Reiter
E communications@tyrens-uk.com
W www.tyrens-uk.com

Tyrens is one of Europe’s leading
integrated urban planning, environment,
mobility and infrastructure design
consultancies.

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 BOX

The Tobacco Factory
Raleigh Road
Bristol BS3 1TF
T 01179395524
C Jonathan Vernon-Smith
E info@urbandesignbox.co.uk
W www.urbandesignbox.co.uk

We are an integrated masterplanning,
architecture and urban design service.
Working nationally, we have designed,
delivered and completed residential,
mixed use and commercial projects,
from sensitive urban infills to strategic
sites.

URBAN GRAPHICS

31 Castle Lane
Bedford MK40 3NT
T 01234 353870
C Bally Meeda
E info@urban-graphics.co.uk
W www.urban-graphics.co.uk

With over 25 years experience, Urban
Graphics deliver the tools to secure
investment, attain planning permissions,
turn visions into reality and influence the
regeneration of major projects.

URBAN GREEN

Ground Floor, The Tower
Deva City Office Park, Trinity Way
Manchester M3 7BF
T 0161 312 3131
C Martin King
E martin.king@weareurbangreen.
co.uk
W www.weareurbangreen.co.uk

We are a design and environmental
practice who specialise in landscape
planning, arboriculture and ecology.

URBAN IMPRINT

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

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, Main Yard Studios
90 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 and 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

Wei Yang & Partners
33 Cavendish Square
London W1G 0PW
T 020 7182 4936
C Jun Huang
E info@weiyangandpartners.co.uk
W www.weiyangandpartners.co.uk

Award-winning multi-disciplinary
company driven by a commitment to
shape more sustainable and liveable
cities. Specialising in low-carbon city
development strategies, garden cities
and communities, urban regeneration,
urban design, mixed use urban complex
design and community building
strategies.

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 placemaking.

WOODS HARDWICK

15-17 Goldington Road
Bedford MK40 3NH
T 012134 268862
C Marta Brzezinska
E m.brzezinska@woodshardwick.com
W www.woodshardwick.com
Independent professional consultants
across architecture, engineering,
planning and surveying.

WSP

6 Devonshire Square
London EC2M 4YE
T 020 3116 9371
C Matthew Jessop
E matthew.jessop@wsp.com
W www.wsp.com

WYG

11th Floor, 1 Angel Court
London EC2R 7HJ
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.

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.
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Cardiff University

School of Geography and Planning
and Welsh School of Architecture,
Glamorgan Building, King Edward VII
Avenue
Cardiff CF10 3WA
T 029 2087 5607/029 2087 6131
C Aseem Inam
E inama1@Cardiff.ac.uk
W	www.cardiff.ac.uk/architecture/
courses/postgraduate-taught/
ma-urban-design

One year full-time MA in Urban Design.

CARDIFF UNIVERSITY
School of Geography and Planning,
Glamorgan Buildin.King Edward VII
Avenue
Cardiff CF10 3WA
T 029 2087 5607/029 2087 6131
C Richard Bower
E bowerr1t@Cardiff.ac.uk
W	www.cardiff.ac.uk/study/
postgraduate/taught/courses/
course/international-planning-andurban-design-msc
One year full-time MSc in International
Planning and 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.

London South Bank University

University College London

The MA Urban Design and Planning
(FT or PT) provides an inter-disciplinary
approach to urban design and equips
students with a comprehensive
understanding of urban design, planning
and development issues. Through
working at different scales of the city
and engaging with theoretical debates,
students will learn to think about the
characteristics of good places and
will be equipped to make a critical
contribution to shaping those places in
the decades ahead. The programme is
fully accredited by the RTPI and includes
a field trip to a European country.

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.

Faculty of Law and Social Science
103 Borough Road, London SE1 0AA
T 0207 815 5877
C	Manuela Madeddu
E madeddum@lsbu.ac.uk
W	www.lsbu.ac.uk/courses/coursefinder/urban-design-planning-ma

Newcastle University

School 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

Oxford Brookes University
Faculty of Technology, Design and
Environment,
Headington, Oxford OX3 0BP
T	01865 483 438
C Georgia Butina-Watson
E gbutina@brookes.ac.uk
W www.brookes.ac.uk

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

University College London

Development Planning Unit
34 Tavistock Square
London WC1H 9EZ
T	020 7679 1111
C 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.

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

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/
mresInter-disciplinary-urbandesign
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 Architecture and 3D Design
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.

University of Sheffield

School of Architecture, The Arts Tower,
Western Bank, Sheffield S10 2TN
T 0114 222 0341
C Beatrice De Carli
E b.a.decarli@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
W www.westminster.ac.uk/
architecture-and-interiors-planninghousing-and-urban-designcourses/2019-20/september/full-time/
urban-design-ma
or ending in
/urban-design-postgraduate-diploma
MA or Diploma Course in Urban Design
for postgraduate architects, town
planners, landscape architects and
related disciplines. One year full time.
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News
Endpiece

Taking
concrete steps
I think that it’s OK not to feel too guilty
about things of a dubious nature that one
did when young. We can feel an appropriate
regret that one’s lack of experience led to
the making of misguided decisions, but at
the same time also enjoy a certain retrospective pleasure in youthful ambition and
confidence, which was uninhibited by that
very experience yet to come. Earlier this
year with my friend Inge Willumsen I visited
a big housing project in Oslo which Inge
and I designed in 1967, while working in the
office of Harald Hille. Inge had just graduated from his architecture course, I had just
completed my fourth year. I had not been
to see the development since 1976, despite
being in Oslo several times since then.
The housing at Grefsen is in the form
of a concrete megastructure. Five linked
blocks, ten storeys high, containing 360
flats, are cranked along the contour. Their
backs face the wooded mountainside of
Grefsenkollen rising up behind them; their
stepped and terraced fronts face down the
slope, towards the city centre and the fjord
six kilometres away to the southwest; stairs
and lifts go in the joints. I can’t remember
now exactly how Inge and I chose this form.
I do remember that we designed it very
quickly, and made a big model with cork
contours. But in my fourth year I had been
very taken with John Andrews’ 1963 Scarborough College near Toronto, also with a
stepped cross-section in concrete, cranking
around its site. There were a lot of stepped
concrete profiles around at that time. Denys
Lasdun’s ziggurats at the University of East
Anglia were completed in 1968; Patrick
Hodgkinson’s Brunswick Centre in London
was begun in 1967. In plan and section Grefsen is also not unlike Jim Stirling’s unbuilt
Dorman Long steel project of 1965.
I left Hille in September to go to start
my final year at college, and I still find it
difficult to believe that the Grefsen Terrassehus actually got built. But it did,
hundreds of people live there, and it’s in
the guidebook to architecture in Oslo. I am
still impressed by its size and geometry, but
given the opportunity I would not want to
design it today. It is a classic example of an
architect-designed, big, monumental object; these are heroic forms dominating the
landscape, ultimately derived from Le Corbusier’s pioneering 1952 Unité d’Habitation
in Marseille. Today I am uneasy with the idea
of monumental forms for lots of people to
live in. They are appropriate for a National
Theatre perhaps, but my perception is that
as a residential form they diminish the status and the individuality of their residents.
It’s not the repetition and regularity that I
object to; I am an advocate of the merits

1

2

of the pattern-book Georgian terrace, and
admire Urban Splash’s current factory-made
houses. I think it is more the gargantuan superhuman size and scale that concerns me.
Among 1960s stepped concrete residential
developments, I make an exception for Siedlung Halen near Bern, designed by Atelier 5,
a marvellous and inspiring place to live. It’s
a stepped section, but it’s on the ground,
descending a slope, not unlike a Tuscan
hillside village or a Greek fishing village.
This reminds me that as a fourth year
student, while being impressed by huge
concrete megastructures, I was also fascinated by complex and dense vernacular
settlements, such as those illustrated in
Bernard Rudofsky’s 1964 book Architecture
Without Architects, which I bought in 1967.
How was this undiscriminating contradiction possible? By the innocence of youth, I
suppose. But I think there is also an urban
design dimension to it. In 1967, urban
design was not in my vocabulary. Everything
was various kinds of architecture – old and
new, big and small, impressive and modest.
Later, I learned to apply urban design criteria to architecture; not about the making of
buildings, but about the making of towns.
The point about the Grefsen Terrassehus
that I now find problematic is that you could
not make a town out of this sort of building.
It exists as an exception to the general rule;

on a Google Earth photograph, showing
the whole 130 square kilometres of Oslo’s
built-up area, you can pick out the building
easily. But you could make a complete town
from streets of terraced houses. Even the
Brunswick Centre makes an urban block in
Bloomsbury, albeit turned inside-out.

•

Joe Holyoak, architect and urban designer

1 The architects of Grefsen
Terrassehus, Oslo
2 The Oslo Architecture Guide
entry for Grefsenkollen
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Trees as landmarks can
give a community a new
identity and encourage
civic pride.

Talk to us about how our soil cell tree pits enable
sustainable cities.
World’s leading provider of tree pit solutions.
Building a greener environment for future generations.
SuDS solutions for flood risk management.
Advisors in urban design offering on-site support.

greenblue.com
020 7253 2800

