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BRIEFING: THE VIEW FROM THE LONDON FORUM OF AMENITY SOCIETIES

The new 
London Plan

Following the Forum’s
detailed written
r e s p o n s e in Ja nu a r y
2010 to the Mayo r ’s
d raft re p l a c e m e n t
London Plan (DRLP),
the Fo rum was inv i t e d
by the Panel of
G o v e r n m e n t
I n s p e c t o rs to part i c i-

pate in most sessions of the Examination-in- Public
of the DRLP. M i chael Bach , Roger Chapman and
Peter Eve rsden are invo l ved in that from March to
the end of October.

The Plan, a vision from now to 2031, is divided
into eight ch a p t e rs setting out va rious policy gro u p s :
• new homes, including affo rdable housing, h o u s i n g
design and quality, i n e q u a l i t i e s , p ove rt y, d i s a d va n-
t a ge , social infra s t ru c t u re and quality of life issues •
economic development and employ m e n t ; p o l i c i e s
for outer London, inner and central London; d eve l-
oping town centre s ; i m p roving job opport u n i t i e s ,
and arts and culture
• tackling env i ronment and climate ch a n ge ; re d u c i n g
CO2 emissions and heat loss from new deve l o p-
m e n t s ; i n c reasing re n ewable energy ;m a n a ging fl o o d
ri s k ; i m p roving re cycling performance and wa s t e
m a n a ge m e n t
• safe and convenient tra n s p o rt for eve r yo n e ;
e n c o u ra gement of cy c l i n g,walking and low pollution
ve h i c l e s , m a n a ging congestion and reducing the
need to trave l .
• arch i t e c t u re ; h i s t o ric env i ro n m e n t ; buildings neigh-
b o u r h o o d s , d evelopment context sensitivity; v i ew s
m a n a ge m e n t ; air and noise pollution; open space
p ro t e c t i o n ,and London’s wa t e r way s .

The Examination in Public has taken the form of
a set of Inspectors ’ questions about each DRLP
p o l i cy for wh i ch London Fo rum has submitted fi f t y -
one statements of up to 2,000 wo rds each . We
p roduced additional papers confirming our arg u-
ments made during debates for ch a n ges to policy
wo rd i n g.

The DRLP diffe rs from ve rsions published by Ke n
Livingstone when he was Mayor in that the new
policies have more than just stra t e gic statements

and aims, t h ey include guidance on planning deci-
sions and on the re l evant content of borough Local
D evelopment Fra m eworks (LDFs) for each subject.

Details of the Mayo r ’s Vision for London, t h e
O b j e c t i ves he has set for the replacement London
Plan and policies that the draft plan contains will be
put on to the London Fo rum web site.

Greater devolution
In the course of the Examination the effect of the

d evolution and localism policies of the Co a l i t i o n
G overnment have been signifi c a n t . The Mayor has
published suggested ch a n ges to his DRLP and issued
statements on the prog ress towa rds the Big Society
in wh i ch he gi ve s m o re power to London
b o ro u g h s . Th e re will be freedom in future fo r
b o roughs to define their own policies for seve ra l
topics that the Mayor had controlled in the past.
Th ey are like ly to have management of their ow n
housing funding. The Mayor is seeking to take ove r
the Royal Pa r k s , the Po rt of London Au t h o ri t y, s eve ra l
rail fra n chises and to have more control ove r
h o u s i n g,s k i l l s , policing and health.

Many areas for improvement
Although London Fo rum did not have any funda-

mental disagreement with the thrust of the new
p l a n , it saw many areas for improvement and
ch a n ges we re sought. London Fo ru m ’s key points on
the DRLP we re as fo l l ow s .

In the Co n t ext and Stra t e gy part of the DRLP,
(Chapter 1) the objectives do not include re d u c i n g
the need to travel wh i ch is mentioned in the ch a p t e r
on tra n s p o rt but is something London Fo ru m
b e l i eves should be taken into account thro u g h o u t
the Plan and be set as an ex t ra stra t e gic objective .
We sought a stro n ger emphasis on sustainability
and measurement of targe t s .

We criticised the Mayo r ’s fa i l u re to manage
t ra ffic congestion and air pollution and ex p re s s e d
concern at his implied relaxation of limits on car
parking in new deve l o p m e n t s .

Inner London
The policies for Inner London (Chapter 2

L o n d o n ’s places) we re not thought to be go o d

enough and the Fo rum argued for more stra t e gi c
attention to its complex mix of large concentra t i o n s
of depri vation workless re s i d e n t s , poor housing,
vacant or underused commercial pro p e rty and tow n
c e n t res that need re ge n e ra t i o n . It needs to be
s u p p o rted in accommodating growth in ways that
enhance the env i ronment and strengthen its neigh-
b o u r h o o d s . The management of its night time
e c o n o my will be import a n t .Co m p re h e n s i ve ch a n ge s
to Inner London policies we re submitted and London
Fo rum will ch e ck closely what it has ach i eved wh e n
the Inspectors re p o rt next March .

The Central Activities Zone
We have sought to protect residential quart e rs in

the Ce n t ral Activities Zone (CAZ) from the main
DRLP policies for the are a , ex p l i c i t ly resisting large -
scale office development and specifi c a l ly re s i s t i n g
tall buildings that would ch a n ge their ch a ra c t e r.
D e finition was sought of pre fe r red office locations
and of locations wh e re ex t ra tourist accommodation
would be appro p ri a t e . Of concern is the implied
reluctance to provide additional affo rdable housing
within the CA Z . Objection was raised to the
p roposed extension of the CAZ to include the
B a t t e rsea Opportunity A re a .

Areas of opportunity and intensification
In the examination of policies for London’s 43

a reas of opportunity and intensifi c a t i o n , L o n d o n
Fo rum pointed out that many lack a level of tra n s-
p o rt that would allow their full potential for ex t ra
jobs and new homes to be met.The phasing of public
t ra n s p o rt improvements for such areas should be
indicated in the Plan and used as a basis fo r

d evelopment decisions. Potential phasing of the
d e l i very of homes and jobs should be gi ven also and
subject to annual monitori n g. That re q u i res more
u rge n cy to complete the planning fra m eworks fo r
the are a s .

M a ny part i c i p a n t s , including London Fo ru m ,
sought improvements to policies for re ge n e ra t i o n
and estate re n ewal and a session has been set to
rev i ew those towa rds the end of September.
Town Centres

On policies for Town Ce n t re s , London Fo ru m

We gi ve a brief outline of the stru c t u re and contents of the Plan; h ow the Examination in Public is being
conducted and some of the London Fo rum has put fo r wa rd . Peter Eve rsden re p o rt s .
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u rged caution in boroughs raising the classification of
their District Ce n t res because of the deve l o p m e n t
p re s s u res that could bring and because the wh o l e
n e t work has to be coordinated across London. Th e
DRLP town centre policy does not provide a clear
s t ra t e gy for the development of that network and
the re ge n e ration needed. The DRLP classification of
B rent Cross as a town centre was opposed. It is still a
re gional shopping centre as in the current Plan. Th e
d raft policies fail to re c ognise the potential contri b u-
tion and potential role of district and local centre s
but the Fo rum supported the policies for a successful
and dive rse retail sector for those locations.
H oweve r, we asked for more ambition and focus in
p o l i cy for small shops.

A rguments we re put to the Examination for the
application of the sequential test for new supermar-
kets and for their location to be in town centre or
e d ge of centre locations, with avoidance of large
fl o o rplate ve rs i o n s .

The Fo rum has suggested that emphasis should
be mu ch more on improving access to town centre s
as the foci for employ m e n t , s h o p p i n g, l e i s u re and
s e r v i c e s , with social infra s t ru c t u re developed to
meet local needs and its facilities to be within
walking distances.

Protecting open spaces
S u p p o rt was gi ven to the DRLP policies fo r

p rotecting and developing open spaces and London’s
G reen infra s t ru c t u re .Attention was drawn to the fa c t
that London’s wa t e r ways comprise its largest area of
open space and should be protected and enhanced
for their biodive rs i t y, l e i s u re and tra n s p o rt functions.
A lot of it is classed as Metropolitan Open Land. It is
thought that the policy proposals for LDF content
and the map of open spaces need to be improve d
and that deficiencies in open space and opport u n i-
ties for green chaining must be addre s s e d .

London’s economy
London Fo rum gave evidence that the policy fo r

d eveloping London’s economy (Chapter 4) did not
deal well enough with the issues and opport u n i t i e s
i d e n t i fied in the Mayo r ’s Economic Deve l o p m e n t
S t ra t e gy,nor suffi c i e n t ly deal with the needs of small
and medium enterp rises and social and commu n i t y
o n e s . We questioned the assumptions in the DRLP
for office space and retail floor space and urged that
b o roughs must develop pre fe r red location policies
for offi c e s , light industry and other economic deve l-
opment uses. The Fo rum emphasised that policies
must specify how affo rdable workspace will be
retained and provided to support new and emergi n g
economic sectors . LDF pre p a ration and planning
decision guidance is lacking in that section of the
D R L P.

Better links in the chapter on economy we re

sought by London Fo rum to giving ch i l d ren a go o d
s t a rt in life , identifying space for sch o o l s , p l a n n i n g
estate re n ewal and re ge n e ration and providing skill
d evelopment to improve people’s life ch a n c e s .S o c i a l
Impact Assessments for Opportunity A rea plans
we re proposed to the Panel so that benefit to local
c o m munities is considere d .

D raft policy for London’s visitor infra s t ru c t u re is
thought to concentrate too mu ch on hotels with a
l a ck of emphasis on info r m a t i o n ,h e l p, s t reet signage ,
ease of use of tra n s p o rt ,s a fe t y, t o i l e t s ,c o a ch parking,
fo o d , e t c.

On arts and culture , London Fo rum criticised the
d raft Plan for failing to convey the strength and
quality of London's heri t a ge as a world-class visitor
a t t ra c t i o n .The two associated policies do not re c og-
nise London's assets, including theatre s , stadia and
c i n e m a s , whether as infra s t ru c t u re and part of the
e c o n o my, let alone as heri t a ge assets.

Climate Change
The Panel conducted a very searching ex a m i n a-

tion of the DRLP policies for climate ch a n ge mitiga-
t i o n , CO2 emissions, sustainable design and
c o n s t ruction and re t ro fitting of existing buildings.
(Chapter 5) Six selected participants failed to attend
but the d e b a t e wa s u s e f u l .Th eM ayo r
w i t h d rew a table of targets for installed energy
capacity ge n e rated from re n ewables and will re p l a c e
it by guidance, in accordance with devo l u t i o n .
S eve ral deve l o p e rs criticised the need, va l u e , v i a b i l i t y
and cost to users of combined heat and powe r
systems and the investment re q u i red in advance of
a ch i eving ze ro carbon homes wh i ch will then not
need the heating. The boroughs we re more
s u p p o rt i ve of the draft policies and the GLA
p romoted the benefits of wider district leve l
s ch e m e s . The 60% target for CO2 reductions wa s
q u e ried by many present and interim targets we re
re q u e s t e d .

The climate ch a n ge chapter also contains polices
on overheating and cooling, e n c o u ra ging urban
g re e n i n g, the use of green ro o f s , the management of
flood ri s k , sustainable dra i n a ge , water effi c i e n cy and
the management of water quality. It aims to improve
London's re cycling performance with a goal of
sending ze ro waste to landfill by 2031.

London Fo rum ex p ressed concern over what it
sees as deficiencies in Flood risk manage m e n t .Nor is
a ny specific mention made of the risk to the Tu b e
system if flooding occurs . E ven a small amount of
flooding would cause enormous damage to the busi-
ness activity of London.The Fo rum called for a better
balance of speed and intrusion in the constru c t i o n
p ro c e d u re proposed for the Thames Ti d eway Sewe r
Tu n n e l ,the construction of wh i ch could need consid-
e rable land.The Fo rum suggested that existing canals
could augment water supply to treatment plant by

t ra n s fe r ring water from areas with surp l u s .
The examination continues in September and

will cover housing, t ra n s p o rt , wa t e r ways and place
m a k i n g, including policies for building design and
l o c a t i o n . London Fo rum will participate in the nex t
weeks of the DRLP examination and seek more
p o l i cy ch a n ges for improvements within the
fo l l owing topics.

Public transport
London Fo rum commented in detail on the

M ayo r ’s Tra n s p o rt Stra t e gy (MTS) and on tra n s p o rt
policies in the DRLP, (Chapter 6) being part i c u l a r ly
concerned that there should be a proper allocation
of re s o u rces and funding, sustainable integration of
d evelopment and tra n s p o rt capacity, reduction in
the need to trave l , c o n gestion management and
pollution re d u c t i o n . London Fo rum has objected to
the Mayo r ’s proposal to re m ove the western ex t e n-
sion of the Co n gestion Charge Zone and his delay in
implementing low emission zo n e s .

S eve ral conflicts between the DRLP and the MTS
h ave been identified and re p o rt e d .

S t e p - f ree access is an MTS aim but not a DRLP
p o l i cy. Q u e ries have been raised on further tra n s p o rt
ove rc rowding befo re Cro s s rail is opera t i n g.

P roposals have been made for ch a n ges to policies
for tra n s p o rt capacity and connectivity, f re i g h t
m a n a gement and parking.

London’s people and homes
Chapter 7 contains policies to secure equal life

chances for all in London with a new and integra t e d
a p p ro a ch to housing and social infra s t ru c t u re . M o re
emphasis on quality and space – optimising ra t h e r
than maximising housing density, and with new
internal space standard s . The London Fo ru m
s u p p o rts the objectives to deliver more high quality
h o m e s ; reduce health inequalities and support
sustainable neighbourhoods. It part i c u l a r ly
welcomes the policy to protect and enhance social
i n f ra s t ru c t u re . London Fo rum will be seeking more
a ffo rdable housing, homes for families and high
s t a n d a rds for estate re n ewa l .The DRLP in this section
aims to enhance the env i ronmental quality of
London's stre e t s , places and neighbourhoods and
i m p rove the places that people live in, work in and
visit with better urban design and green spaces. N ew
d evelopment must make a positive contribution to
existing ch a ra c t e r, p a rt i c u l a r ly in areas of histori c
s i g n i fi c a n c e , and pre s e r ves and improves heri t a ge
fe a t u re s .

Protecting views
The Fo rum campaigned for a strengthening of

v i ews policies with a Vi ews Management Fra m ewo r k
that would pro p e r ly protect the important views of
London from being blocked by deve l o p m e n t s . We
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think that the list of designated views is too small,
focusing pre d o m i n a n t ly on the centre . Th e re are
m a ny views in Outer London of great import a n c e
not only to their commu n i t i e s , but to those in more
c e n t ral are a s . The Fo rum fi r m ly has opposed the
s u ggestion “that it is not necessary to pre s e r ve eve r y
aspect of a designated view ” .

Tall and large buildings
The Fo rum is totally opposed to the policy fo r

location and design of tall and large buildings, wh i ch
is wo rded to promote them as a means of “ ch a n gi n g
or developing an are a .” We reject also its very low
l evel stra t e gic aim that tall and large buildings should
do no better than “not have an unacceptably
harmful impact on their surro u n d i n g s ” , wh i ch is a
p a t h e t i c a l ly low ambition and is in direct confl i c t
with other stra t e gic policies. London Fo rum will be
seeking a positive contribution from large scale
d eve l o p m e n t s , with enhancement of the amenity
and vitality of the surrounding stre e t s .Mindful of the
way some communities we re harmed by the design,
a rch i t e c t u re and layout of social housing re ge n e ra-
tion projects of the 1960s, the policy should pro p o s e
full community consultation by boroughs on new
d evelopments in an are a .

Restoration of the Blue Ribbon Network
The wa t e r ways policies in the current London

Plan have been we a kened in the DRLP ve rsion but
t h e re are new policies for Blue Ribbon Netwo r k
re s t o ra t i o n , s u p p o rting infra s t ru c t u re and re c re-
ational use. London Fo rum will be working with
wa t e r ways groups and Env i ronmental Law
Fo u n d a t i o n ’s law ye rs to seek improvements to this
p a rt of the London Plan.

Implementation, Monitoring and Review
The last DRLP chapter deals with the nuts and

bolts of delivery and explains how prog ress will be
m e a s u re d .The Mayor wants to have a ye a r ly moni-
t o ring process wh i ch is easy to carry out and under-
s t a n d . He will produce an Implementation Plan to
d e s c ribe the key actions that the Mayor and other
p a rt n e rs need to do to ensure that the London Plan
m a kes an impact.

London Fo rum is critical that the key perfo r m-
ance indicators (KPIs) and targets proposed are inad-
e q u a t e . E a ch KPI should be dire c t ly linked to the key
p o l i cy/policies whose performance will be moni-
t o re d . Some KPIs seem to be either “ f re e s t a n d i n g ” ,
“ c o n t ex t u a l ” or not dire c t ly monitoring the impact
of spatial planning policies.Policies on the location of
d evelopment need to be more ambitious. P ro p o s a l s
for more specific indicators will be pro p o s e d .
This summary represents only a small proportion of
London Forum’s response to the consultation. Full
responses on any draft policy or topic can be emailed to
members on request. ■

In a controversial move in May, s c a rc e ly noticed due
to the election, London Mayo r, B o ris Jo h n s o n , e n d e d
the £30 billion London Underg round Public Pri va t e
Pa rt n e rship by buying out Tube Lines’ s h a re h o l d e rs ,
A m ey, a unit of Spain's Fe r rov i a l , and U. S . - b a s e d
B e ch t e l , for £310 million.The deal was completed in
June after mounting problems put the financing of
the PPP’s next seven ye a rs in doubt (see new s fo ru m
n o. 56) and effe c t i ve ly brings the London
U n d e rg round back under state contro l .

It will be financed from T f L’s existing annu a l
b u d ge : with its secure debt ra t i n g, no middle man
and no punishing management fe e s , it should mean
l ower debt re p ayments over the long term. A
s p o kesman for TfL said that the deal would invo l ve
no ex t ra financial call on the Gove r n m e n t , fa re p ay-
e rs or taxpaye rs in relation to the upgrade of the
Tu b e .

Tra n s p o rt for London will now dire c t ly contro l
the day - t o - d ay maintenance and improvement pro-
g ramme for the Ju b i l e e , N o rthern and Piccadilly
l i n e s . M ayor Johnson said: “ This deal is ex c e l l e n t
n ews for London. Freed from the perve rse pre s s u re s
of the Byzantine PPP stru c t u re , I am confident that
London Underg round and pri vate contra c t o rs are
m o re than capable of delive ring the improve m e n t s
to London’s tra n s p o rt network on time and on

b u d ge t .”
It is hoped that we e kend and evening closures of

the Northern line in London’s West End, wh i ch had
alarmed businesses, t h e a t res and re s t a u ra n t s , c o u l d
be avo i d e d , as TfL said it would take a less disru p t i ve
a p p ro a ch when it begins to upgrade the service.

Budget problems
H owever recent re p o rts of government cuts

s o m ewhat puncture this optimism. TfL's annu a l
b u d get is £9.24 billion of wh i ch the Department fo r
Tra n s p o rt (DfT) provides £3 billion. But with DfT
facing cuts of between 25 to 40 per cent, f u n d i n g
for TfL could fall by between £750 million and £1.2
billion a year from its annual budge t . Th e re is also
competition for funds from separate Cro s s rail pro j-
e c t s . If TfL cannot find the money it may have to
s l ow down the whole prog ramme putting the
u p g rade to signalling at ri s k .

Perhaps T f L’s pro p e rty port fo l i o, d i rector Charles
S t a ffo rd , will provide a partial solution towa rds the
s avings of £5 billion needed. £160 million could be
raised from consolidation of its 50 office buildings
a round London. These include offices at Bake r
S t re e t , B u ckingham Palace Ro a d , B ro a d way and
Ed g wa re Ro a d . It rents its present headquart e rs at
Windsor House in We s t m i n s t e r, as well as the

Trouble on the Tu b e
With government budget cuts, work needed to the tube is
u n l i ke ly to be re a dy in time for the 2012 Olympics say s
N e w s F o r u m Editor Helen Marc u s .

The current state of work 
Best off is the Victoria Line, still scheduled for completion in spring 2012. A new signalling system is in place
and most of the work on renewing track and ventilation systems is complete. The last of 47 new trains,
arriving at about one a fortnight from engineers Bombardier, is awaited.
The Metropolitan line will soon be running the first of its 191 new trains, complete with air conditioning. But
without new signalling and track, the new trains will make little difference to journey times. Despite nearly
£12 billion being spent since 2003 under the PPP arrangements, many of the improvements have been
peripheral — new track on outlying sections, spruced-up stations — or else add-ons such as the Oyster
system. The major work fell rapidly behind and costs ballooned.
The Upgrade to the Jubilee Line signalling system, designed by French electronics group Thales, originally
scheduled for completion in December 2009, has also fallen badly behind due to system software problems.
It is unlikely to be complete before February 2011.
Circle, District, Hammersmith and City Lines are promised £4.5 billion of investment over seven years with
new trains (cost: £1.5 billion), and extended platforms to accommodate them. Work to signalling is to begin
next year. Completion is expected in 2017.
New signalling for the Northern Line, dubbed the “misery line”, is now at least two years behind schedule
with only 10-12 per cent of the work done.
Work to the Piccadilly Line is three to four years behind schedule and the future is now very uncertain: the
2017 deadline is now seen as optimistic by insiders. As for the Bakerloo Line, the last line to be upgraded, it
is now anyone's guess when that might happen.
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Pa l e s t ra Building in Southwa r k , wh e re
it moved in 2008, and Pier Wa l k , i n
N o rth Gre e n w i ch , wh i ch it has occu-
pied since last ye a r.

In June TfL abandoned its plans to
m ove into the Shard at London Bri d ge
after the sky s c ra p e r ’s ow n e rs fo u n d
tenants willing to pay a mu ch higher
re n t . It said that the sale of the 30-
year lease would contribute “a mu l t i-
million-pound cash sum” to its effi-
c i e n cy savings prog ra m m e , but it
would not disclose the amount.

Dire state of the transport network
Va rious newspaper re p o rts have

re c e n t ly port rayed the dire state of a
n e t work in desperate need of inve s t-
m e n t . The out of date signalling is at
the heart of the pro b l e m , a c c o rding to
Tra n s p o rt Commissioner Peter Hendy.
The District line control room at Earl's
Co u rt still uses 1960s tech n o l ogy
with household fans ri gged up to ke e p
the heat dow n . M e chanical leve rs
p owe red by air pre s s u re , a re dire c t e d
by hole-punch reels dri ven by Hew l e t t
Pa ck a rd HP1000s, a 1960s computer
system discontinued a decade ago.

Two recent incidents gi ve rise fo r
c o n c e r n : a bro ke n - d own train on the
Vi c t o ria Line at Oxfo rd Circus was one
of the 10 brand new, f u l ly automatic,
£10 million rolling stock central to the
L i n e ’s £900 million upgra d e . After a
year of testing they are still suffe ri n g
computer softwa re pro b l e m s .

In August an engi n e e ring train on
the Northern line doing early morning
rail maintenance work near A rch way,
became detached from a train it wa s
pulling and raced downhill thro u g h
s even stations coming dange ro u s ly
close to the train in fro n t . It was only
the uphill gradient at Wa r ren Stre e t
that stopped it.

Work will not be completed in time
for the 2012 Olympics. 

London Underg ro u n d ’s new man-
a ging director Mike Brow n , has admit-
ted that all these delays will mean
that work on the Northern and
P i c c a d i l ly Lines will not be completed
in time for the 2012 Oly m p i c s . A fo r-
mer LU chief operating offi c e r, M r.
B rown has spent the past two ye a rs
running Heathrow A i rp o rt .■

¡PILLO!

¡PiLLO! 
Faith in the Coalition
A s ked whether he had any re l i gi o u s
b e l i e f, our new Prime Minister o n c e
replied that his faith was “a bit like the
reception of Magic FM in the Chilterns.
It sort of comes and go e s ” .

Coal-burning electric
cars will not be Green
The Royal Academy of Engineering
claims that 10 new nuclear powe r
stations will be re q u i red to conve rt
B ri t a i n ’s vehicles to electri c i t y. Th i s
needs to happen if we are to meet our
emissions targe t .
The new Government is committed to
a national re ch a rging network but the
Ac a d e my warns that a serious ove r h a u l
of the electricity network will be
e s s e n t i a l . “ When most electricity in
B ritain is still ge n e rated by burning ga s
and coal, the diffe rence between an
e l e c t ric car and a small, l ow - e m i s s i o n
p e t rol or diesel car is negligi b l e , t h ey
s ay. “ The other big mu s t - h ave is a
s m a rt grid – if you ch a rge your ve h i c l e
at peak hours it is never going to be a
g reen ve h i c l e ” .

Carbon Capture does
cost the earth
This headline in The Times Eureka!
‘ G re e n wa s h ’ column caught Pillo’s eye .
CCS (Carbon Capture and Stora ge) or
‘clean coal’ is ex p l a i n e d . It says that
leading fi g u res in the CCS industry
p ri va t e ly admit that implementing CCS
will cost close to £100 per household
per year to implement.
It concludes: “ With the majority of the
public unconvinced that man-made
climate ch a n ge is happening, t h e
coalition leaders will be loath to admit
that CCS needs more subsidy. Th e
f u t u re of this potentially planet-sav i n g
t e ch n o l ogy will depend on their ability
to obscure its true cost from sceptical
e l e c t o rs ” .

Design review by some
of Britain’s ghastliest
p e o p l e

The Chelsea Barracks s a ga continues to
a t t ract comment, aided by its
i n t e resting Royal dimension. Paul Finch
w riting in the A J d e n i g rates the ‘ s t y l e -
wa r ’ wh i ch seems to be at the heart of
the demise of Lord Rogers’ s ch e m e .
“ The pathetic re fe rences to the design
being ‘ m o d e r n i s t ’ , ‘steel and glass’ o r
‘ c o n c rete and glass’ stems from the
aesthetic attitudes of some of Bri t a i n ’s
ghastliest people and their gru e s o m e
mouthpieces in the non-arch i t e c t u ra l
m e d i a .
“It is an iro ny that the Prince of Wales
would cert a i n ly feel more at home with
the Emir of Qatar than with the
xenophobic snobs who want to impose
their very particular notion of tra d i t i o n
on society at large ” , s ays Pa u l .

Prescottian Dinosaur
bites back
The same Paul Finch, one of your dear
e d i t o rs who also has a day job as
Chairman of C A B E , found himself under
assault from another hack and bit back
in his we e k ly Letter from London
column in the Architects’ Journal.
Taking apart Charles Clover’s  (“a
we e k ly ranter in The Sunday Times” )
c riticism of Renzo Piano’s colourful
Central St Giles replacement fo r

Power to shape our lives
“ The Ancient Greek concept of go d s
and my s t e rious presences with
ove r whelming power to shape the live s
of humans may seem ridiculous these
d ay s , but the idea of humans being in
c o n t rol of their own destiny is no less
s o.
“It is true that many phenomena once
c o n s i d e red as divine manife s t a t i o n s
h ave been explained scientifi c a l ly, b u t

we are still no nearer being able to
p re d i c t , let alone contro l , the future .
What has ch a n ged is that scientists
h ave gi ven us the false confidence that
we are ” . – letter to The Times

Misfits make a World
C i t y
British Council for Offices had its fi rs t
a n nual confe rence in London for 17
ye a rs . A highlight of two - d ays of CPD
was the wisdom of City Planning
O fficer Peter Wynne Rees wh o,
responding to the assertion that
Shanghai can’t attract enough cre a t i ve
and talented people to work there
c o m m e n t e d :
“As I explained to Beijing offi c i a l s
asking for tips on how to become a
World City re c e n t ly, i t ’s simple.All yo u
need to do is attract a mu l t i c u l t u ra l
population and have better gay bars .
London is full of the wo r l d ’s misfi t s , l i ke
m e , and it’s misfits who lead ch a n ge ” .
Re q u i red re a d i n g:
Richard Florida The Rise of the Creative
C l a s s.

Re n zo Piano goes all colourful at Ce n t ral St Giles


