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THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Objection
02 February 2024 10:12:00

Dear Sir/Madam

As the Lib Dem parliamentary candidate for the Cities of London and Westminster, and on
behalf of dozens of members, activists and supporters in the City of London, I would like
to object to the proposed development. 

From our extensive doorknocking in the Barbican and nearby, it is clear to us that many
residents are strongly opposed to this scheme. Many of them do not have the oracy,
literacy to IT skills to engage formally with the planning process, so I hope this submission
will represent them too. 

I will start with democracy. The proposed project has not been properly consulted. It is
clear that many residents are only dimly aware of its impact. The formulaic, bureaucratic
and restrictive consultation process comes across as a box-ticking exercise, not a genuine
attempt to engage with the community. 

The overwhelming impression given by the City authorities is that they are interested in
maximising the narrowly defined economic return from this site, without considering the
community, cultural, and environmental aspects of the issue. We have not seen a proper
assessment of the carbon-cost of the new project, vis-a-vis the potential for retrofitting.
Demolition should be a last resort, not the first resort.

This is in sharp contrast to the image that the Corporation and its senior officials seek to
present when they are talking to the outside world.

We will not hesitate to highlight this apparent hypocrisy in our campaigning, and to
encourage media scrutiny. The reputational damage to the City alone should be
enough to make decision-makers think again. 

Even on narrow commercial grounds, the case for redevelopment is questionable. Does the
City really need more office space in a world where patterns of work are changing? To
keep the City competitive it needs to be people-friendlier. Museums, cultural venues, green
spaces and opportunities for social contact will be a vital part of that. Yet vital features of
the City’s liveability — Barbican Estate and gardens, St. Giles’, Postman’s Park and St.
Botolph’s — will be overshadowed and infringed by the proposed project. We see no sign
that the City authorities have seriously considered this aspect of the project. 

These and many other points have been made in other parties’ submissions and I strongly
endorse them, without necessarily repeating them here.

Yours faithfully

Edward Lucas
Lib Dem parliamentary candidate
Cities of London and Westminster

 

















THIS IS AN EXTERNAL EMAIL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

London Wall West
03 February 2024 12:21:35

I object to the proposed development of the Bastion/ Museum of London site. I live in The
Barbican and it saddens me that the chance to create something splendid is being
squandered by this insipid and ill-conceived proposal. Having dismissed the wishes of the
local community to redesign and repurpose, the CoL could have commissioned an
innovative and thrilling architectural solution. Instead we have a two slab proposal with
what would seem to be insolvable traffic complications. The once-in-a-lifetime
opportunity to build on the vision and boldness of Chamberlain, Powell and Bon will be
missed if these plans go ahead. 
Stephen Rigg
17 Andrewes House





Historic Environment
Guidance

What are non-designated heritage assets?

39. Non-designated heritage assets are buildings, monuments, sites, places, areas or landscapes identified
by plan-making bodies as having a degree of heritage significance meriting consideration in planning
decisions but which do not meet the criteria for designated heritage assets.

A substantial majority of buildings have little or no heritage significance and thus do not constitute heritage
assets. Only a minority have enough heritage significance to merit identification as non-designated heritage
assets.

How are non-designated heritage assets identified?

40. There are a number of processes through which non-designated heritage assets may be identified,
including the local and neighbourhood plan-making processes and conservation area appraisals and reviews.
Irrespective of how they are identified, it is important that the decisions to identify them as non-designated
heritage assets are based on sound evidence.

Plan-making bodies should make clear and up to date information on non-designated heritage assets
accessible to the public to provide greater clarity and certainty for developers and decision-makers.

This includes information on the criteria used to select non-designated heritage assets and information about
the location of existing assets.

It is important that all non-designated heritage assets are clearly identified as such. In this context, it can be
helpful if local planning authorities keep a local list of non-designated heritage assets, incorporating any such
assets which are identified by neighbourhood planning bodies. (See the Historic England website for advice
on local lists) They should also ensure that up to date information about non-designated heritage assets is
included in the local historic environment record.



In some cases, local planning authorities may also identify non-designated heritage assets as part of the
decision-making process on planning applications, for example, following archaeological investigations. It is
helpful if plans note areas with potential for the discovery of non-designated heritage assets with
archaeological interest. The historic environment record will be a useful indicator of archaeological potential in
the area.

a degree of heritage significance
meriting consideration in planning decisions but which do not meet the criteria for designated
heritage assets, so

The Museum of London and Bastion House, London Wall, City of London, constructed 1971-76, are not
recommended for listing for the following principal reasons:

* Architectural interest: both buildings have some interest as pieces by Powell and Moya, a post-war
architectural practice of national repute, but neither building compares favourably to other listed buildings of
their type and date, nor to listed examples of Powell and Moya s work;

* Historic interest: Bastion House in particular has some historic interest for its part in London s post-war
masterplan, but this is not sufficient to compensate for the level of architectural interest;

* Alteration: the Museum of London has been significantly altered internally, resulting in the accumulative loss
of Powell and Moya s interior spatial planning, fixtures and fittings;

* Group value: with the listed Barbican to the north and the scheduled monument to the east is noted but does
not outweigh other key considerations.

Museum of
London

A Certificate of Immunity was issued under the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act 1990 as amended, as the Secretary of State does not intend to list this building. The
certificate was issued on 22nd July 2015 and will expire on 21st July 2020.

Bastion
House

A Certificate of Immunity was issued under the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act 1990 as amended, as the Secretary of State does not intend to list this building. The
certificate was issued on 22nd July 2015 and will expire on 21st July 2020.



The
Buildings of England London 1: The City of London Simon Bradley and Nikolaus
Pevsner.



CoLC is committed to early and ongoing consultation engagement on planning applications. This
means working with developers, local residents and other stakeholders from the earliest possible
stage in the development process until the submission of an application to shape and guide
development proposals that are most suitable to their context. The pre-application process requires
respect and understanding for stakeholders  interests, open, accessible and reasoned
communication, and informative and meaningful engagement.

20th Century Architects: Powell & Moya
Museum of London, London Wall, City of London: Client:

Corporation of the City of London Museum. Royal Society
of Arts Journal, May 1973, pp404-6; Architectural Review, July 1977, pp 16-28; and RIBA
commendation 1979.



Commendation London Region
Museum of London  London Wall, London EC2
Powell, Moya and Partners in conjunction with E. C. Chandler City Architect and Planning
Officer
The new museum houses the combined collections of the former London and Guildhall
museums and has become a centre for the study of the capital s history and development. The
building turns away from the noisy traffic on the south and east of the site, facing inwards on to
the peace of an enclosed garden court. From the outside it appears as a solid enclosing wall
perforated only by the occasional window; inside the public exhibition is arranged on two floors
around the court and to the east of the existing Ironmonger s Hall. To the west, is the
educational wing with conservation labs, administration and libraries above.
The structure is of reinforced concrete with free standing internal columns which will allow for
flexibility in the future. Externally, the exposed concrete is bush-hammered.
At the south-west corner of the site, the traffic roundabout has been used to build a rotunda
containing a restaurant and terraces and connected by walkways to the museum on the one
hand, and the Corporation of London s partially-built high level walkway on the other.

Jury s report: An extremely difficult city site has resulted in complex planning problems on
several levels, which have been solved both in the public and working parts in an interesting,
varied and exciting way. The museum turns its back to the noisy boundary traffic and the main
views are to a large garden court. That the mass of children and adults (about 70,000 visitors a
year) obviously enjoy the exhibition area speaks well for the building which in most places nicely
accommodates a variety of displays at the same time achieving an easily understandable
circulation once the museum has been entered. The difficult problem of a proper balance
between the visual contribution of the building and of the exhibits has been successfully
resolved.
Job architects: Sir Philip Powell. John Cantwell, Bernard Throp, Colin Garratt, Robert Stebbings.
Client: The Corporation of London.
Builder: G. E. Wallis and Sons Ltd.
Consultants: Structural engineer: Charles Weiss and Partners; Mechanical engineer: David Kut
and Partners; Electrical engineers: Peter Jay and Partners; Quantity surveyors: E C Harris and
Partners; Exhibition designers: Higgins Ney and Partners.

From God s house to Bauhaus
and back again with Pevsner s writings and architect Will Alsop

a selection of modern buildings:

Pevsner rightly described the design of the Barbican s immediate neighbour in Aldersgate Street
as brilliant . It is Powell & Moya s Museum of London, begun in 1972 whose beautiful variations
and careful detailing are demonstrations of late modernism at its cool and satisfying best.

Its problem lay in crossing the road to the brick mound at the centre of the roundabout at the
junction with London Wall. Powell & Moya achieved this by projecting the ribbon windows
against their white tiles in a finely composed arm which exposes the usual melodramatics
associated with such attempts.

Expressed structure  is even handled with unusual sensitivity in the rough concrete pillars
which rise through the façade of the building, cutting through tiles and even through windows



Powell & Moya also designed the office block, known as Bastion House, which grows out of the
museum development. This was the last in the series of blocks that run dramatically the length
of the dual carriageway section of London Wall. The others are somewhat anonymous sixties
products, very much representative of post-war British modernism. Bastion House, however, is
given a more massive look by its brown colouring, yet the effect is neatly offset by the way the
whole is raised from the building below on concrete pillars and blocks. The building itself is
perhaps a routine expression of slightly elaborated modernism but it is saved by the proportions
and the raised level which achieves what many a development has attempted the effect of
floating.

24 Barbican Estate: St Giles Terrace. Outside St
Giles , Cripplegate, includes:

The existing Bastion House is prominent in the centre of the view, with its rectilinear, dark mass
appearing to float above the podium containing the former Museum of London, which is mainly
obscured in this view by the Wallside Highwalk.

Pringle Richards Sharratt - A sense of independence - Kenneth Powell, Architects Journal
A sense of independence

With Commissions in Sheffield and the City of London, Pringle Richards Sharratt is establishing an
enviable reputation.

The latest job to come into the PRS office is an in-depth appraisal of Bastion House on London Wall
for the City. The building, squatting above the Museum of London which looks set to remain on the
site, was designed by Powell & Moya and is the best of the London Wall office slabs. But it must have
been a relief for the practice to learn of Sir Philip Powell's lack of enthusiasm for it, since complete
demolition and redevelopment is perhaps the most obvious option.

Powell &
Moya: the first thirty years Powell & Moya

Route 11



The design for this building was considered by the Commission on 8th February, following the
Examination Committee s discussion with you and the architects. While the Commission is
inclined to think that the design for the Museum proper would be more satisfactory from an
architectural point of view if the office block were to be omitted, it recognises that the inclusion of
this block is regarded as necessary both to complete the comprehensive scheme for London Wall
and to make the building of the new Museum of London financially possible.

Given the necessity for this office block, the Commission considers that the scheme has been
handled with great ingenuity by the architects and should be approved.

If the life of Ironmongers  Hall in its now incongruous position is considered to be relatively short,
the Commission hopes that the present scheme for the Museum of London will include in its
design space for extension at a later stage which will take full advantage of the demolition or
perhaps even the re-building of Ironmongers  Hall.

On the other hand, if it is intended by the Minister s decision that Ironmongers  Hall should be
preserved more or less in perpetuity, then the relationship between these two fairly permanent
buildings seems, in the Commission s view, to need still further consideration.

In saying this, the Commission recognises the many excellencies of the revised plan, particularly
in regard to the pedestrian walkways and the traffic island. It would be glad to discuss with the
Architects any further modifications which they suggest.

Pevsner



To be of special historic interest a building must illustrate important aspects of the nation s
social, economic, cultural or military history and/or must have close associations with nationally
important people.

There should normally be some quality of interest in the physical fabric of the building itself to
justify the statutory protection afforded by listing.

The building - which dates from 2002 - was turned down for listed status in 2022 with Historic
England concluding that "although a striking geometric design of clear technical sophistication for a
landmark London building, City Hall does not rank amongst the very best examples of the work of
Foster & Partners in this period".

The heritage watchdog's assessment added that "the building's significance as a symbol of London
municipal democracy and governance into the 21st century is limited by the indirect nature of the
commission through a private developer and the departure of the mayor and assembly after only 20
years of tenancy occupation".

A further consideration which the Secretary of State may take into account is group value
where buildings comprise an important architectural or historic unity or a fine example of planning
(e.g. squares, terraces or model villages) or where there is a historic functional relationship
between a group of buildings.

comprise an important architectural or historic unity.

Pevsner)
a fine example of planning.

there is a historic functional relationship between a group of buildings




