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portal An architecture of circumstance would

help local character evolve, says Piers Taylor

At present, the British planning svstem is predicated
against any development that doesit conform to a
uhiquitous homogencity and sit in a banal middle
ground. e is a fandamentally Aawed syseem that wastes
a vast amount of time, money and resources writing
misconcened and half-baked design guides. These
diseriminate against anything that doesn't fit inte an
unbelicvably narrow plgumhnlc Howr on carch do we
go from here to a svstem that allows architects to do
what they are trained ta do imagine the future?

Architeets are locked in a seemingly never-ending
bartle with local auchorities over desipn — an area, it
should be remembered, where planners have no training,
It is easv o imagine a svstem where planners do what
they're trained to do — plan — and leave the rest up for
grabs for architects and individuals to act as they see i

The only thing chat really matters in housing is che big
picture; the infrastructure, the streets, the relationships
between buildings, che open spaces, the mix, density
and use, and local demand. I've no doubt this should
ke highly controlled, but evervihing else should be
determined by architects, developers and self-builders.

A drerse, dwm mic new local character thar genuinely
reflects place and context in an immediate way could
evolve from this, Local character as defined by local
authority orpically means *as it was historically’ rather
than ‘as it could be'. Local character only ever truly
evohred through an architecoure cnf-:ircu.ﬂumncu:, -
an architecture where indmwiduals used materials,
skills and techniques as appropriate for them, It
15 this, a new architecture of ciroumstance that 1
wrm arguing for — an architecture where true local
rharacter and individual expression has a place.

For this to happen, planning guidance needs o change.
Planners also need to stop meddling and micromanaging
areas outside their expertise. The planned ety of Almere
in the Metherlands I:_I,'_'l."r.n':.'rm:.l' |"|:|I'.'f, r.umllp.c.'rr'u' ra S.Fﬂ_l._"ﬁarxfr.ﬁir.-:,
right) is an extraordinary example of how planners can get
it right, Almerne is a dense city with inherent fexibilioy ar
its vore, and importandy, the city has a straightforward
planning process for the casy big the buildings. Each
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Guidance needs to change and planners
need to stop mcdd]ing and micromanaging
areas outside their expertise

plor comes with a ‘passport’, which is effectively a
permit oo build, and oudines the key restrictions, such
as the gaps berween houses, the relationship to the
street and overall madmum heighe, Evervthing else is
unrestricted. Homebuilders and architects are free to
decide for themselves whart the building can look like.

It's mind-bogghng to imagine how much dme and
money wed save in the UK ifwe adopred this ovpe of
swstem. It could work not just for new towns, but also for
infill sites in any city, irrespective of conservation area
or world heritage status. For example, cach vacant site
should be submitted for an outline consent specifying
mix, density and use and the entire next seep (that of
detailed 'FI].I.I:II]]:H‘"] ommitted. Architects would be trusted
to design buildings with no petoy micromanaging from
mealy mouched planners. A new — and true — vemacular
would begin to emerge, an exciting and diverse ome where
individual expression was valued and unregulated.

The irony is that moest of the interesting urban areas
of the UK were developed in this way up until the
introduction of the planning svstem 70 years ago. Yet,
under the current system, it is impossible to imagine chat
any comparable new-build development could exist.
Piere '.I'.':.'_'|-.|'.-.-r I ."J_r.l:__lf".ur:r.t.".-.'.r r:llI Trwisidde Studia

LR ER



