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31st January 2024 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 

 
 
I am an architect concerned with the historic built environment and as such have served on the architectural 
advisory  

 
 

 
 

 which together comprise the proposals for the site 
known as “London Wall West” as follows: 
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 which were designed by Powell & 
Moya, 
are designed to house the 

and demonstrate the 
the buildings  Both buildings are    

Replacing the buildings with a new structures of a larger scale will change character of the area considerably which 
will harm views south down Aldersgate Street They will also 
i where 
the Barbican estate opens to the street with a series of small scale structures and garden elements that are 

    

The Registered Landscape of the Barbican Estate  is 
noteworthy because of the 

transparency of the landscape between garden courts and across changes of level which structure a site that was 
previously Views through, between and under buildings result in the Barbican being subtly subdivided into a 

areas whilst maintain long distant views through the whole site
forms a focus of an important long view from the north end of the site, at the head of the ramped entrance from 
Fann Street, through to the south end of the Barbican Estate the scale and gentleness of the 
House even The current proposals for much larger 

 

The Barbican landscape is at present further extended by views to other buildings beyond the Registered 
by the proposed development from across much of the 

harming the riginal design of the listed buildings and 
 

T
Roman w The previous use 

as the Museum of London, and the proposal for a 
 and will harm the City and the 
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Yours faithfully 

Peter Inskip  

 

E: pinskip@inskip-  

 

























THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject: London Wall West - 23/01304/FULEIA - OBJECT
Date: 31 January 2024 13:14:21

I OBJECT to the plans for London Wall West.

The City’s own climate strategy calls for the retrofitting and refurbishing of existing buildings, a critical
capability for net-zero future. The renovation and refurbishment of the existing buildings has received minimal
attention compared to the effort spent in planning their demolition. The City has many older buildings and could
and should lead the country in showing how solutions other than demolition and replacement are possible.

The mass and scale of the proposed development is huge. The building replacing Bastion House will be more
than double the size of the existing building while the additional new buildings will further add to an already
fast-growing collection of ever larger buildings in the City. Their impact will be considerable and the token area
proposed (but not guaranteed) for gardens and open space seems woefully inadequate.

Meanwhile, the demand for all this new office space is uncertain. Projections of continued growth in demand
are like all economic forecasts - likely to be wrong. There is no tenant, so the development is speculative, driven
only by the City’s drive for financial return. Just a few years ago, the City planned a new Centre for Music on
this site. Have these needs disappeared? What about the repeated pleas for extra space for the City of London
School for Girls? Further development within the school’s existing footprint is impossible but the old Museum
of London buildings are ideal for education and would allow the school to expand the provision of excellent
services to a wider audience.

The City is an attractive place to live and work partly because it retains a balance between the competing
demands of commercial office space and the important heritage sites. The loss of the significant and widely-
admired existing buildings and their replacement with yet another collection of office towers will take the City
further towards a monoculture that provides only office space to commuters. Prized assets such as Postman’s
Park, St Giles and the Barbican Estate itself will be increasingly dwarfed by new towers. 

The City has a responsibility to generate an income, but it also needs to recognise and support its heritage, the
cultural history and potential of this important site. The ambitions of the “culture mile” seem to have been
completely lost. 

The proposals seem to have given insufficient consideration to access by road. Thomas More car park,
providing space for multiple Barbican blocks and hundreds of residents, is served by a single ramp from
Aldersgate Street. The ramp and the entrance to the car park, used by not only by resident’s cars, pedestrians
and cyclists is frequently congested with supermarket and other deliveries and will become much busier with
traffic for the planned new office buildings. The proposed new road layout ignores the needs of traffic existing
this car park to travel north up Aldersgate Street and towards Goswell Road. Right turns from this ramp are
illegal, so traffic currently uses the Museum rotunda roundabout to head north. In the new traffic scheme there
is no roundabout. Northbound traffic will have to make some kind of larger circuit of the City in order to head
north, or make an illegal and dangerous turn.

I am profoundly disappointed that the City has persisted with these damaging and unimaginative plans which
will residential amenity. There seems to be no ambition beyond the provision of yet more office space. I hope
that these plans are rejected.

(Dr) Andrew Ormsby
102 Mountjoy House
Barbican
London EC2Y 8BP




















