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FTER FIVE YEARS of dis-

cussion and debate we

can now see the shape
of the government’s planned
reform of heritage protection
law.

This is the system of special
protection for “heritage assets”
that grew up in a somewhat
piecemeal way in the aftermath
of the planning act of 1947.

The last revision was in the
Planning (listed buildings and
conservation areas) act of 1990.
Once enacted by parliament,
the legislation will replace four
current statutes.

On 2 April government pub-
lished its draft Heritage Protec-
tion Bill. It applies to England
and Wales, but there will be
significant differences in the
detail for Wales. The proposed
legislation follows extensive
consultation and discussion,
most recently in relation to the
white paper of March 2007,

Llandudno Pier image © Jamie
Brelsford (stock.xchng)

Heritage protection for the 21st
century.

The intention is to unify the
presently separate system of
protection that covers listed
buildings, scheduled ancient
monuments, and the non-statu-
tory registers for parks, gardens
and landscapes. The act will
also cover historic wrecks — of
which there are six in Welsh
waters.

In this sense it consolidates
and extends the existing protec-
tion régime. But it also builds
in new duties of consultation
prior to designation. Says Cadw,
the new system “aims to be
more efficient, accountable and
transparent, with improved op-
portunities for public inclusion
and involvement”.

It is intended that England
and Wales will each have a
single, unified Heritage Register.
This will cover buildings and
structures, archaeology, parks,

gardens, battlefields, marine
historic sites and World Herit-
age sites. In Wales, but not Eng-
land, it will also cover historic
landscapes, which have been
the subject of extensive study
and analysis by the Countryside
Council and the archaeological
trusts.

There will be consultation
on proposed new “registra-
tions’; with rights of appeal to
an independent body. At the
same time owners of sites “at
risk” of registration will be able
to obtain certificates lasting
five years that the state has no
intention to register a potential

“heritage asset”.

There will be a new statu-
tory duty on local authorities
to maintain or have access to
Historic Environment Records
for their areas — presumably in
Wales these will be out sourced
to the archaeological trusts.

Significant changes are envis-
aged to the hoops owners or
developers have to go through
to get permission to alter or
demolish a heritage asset. A
unified consent régime will
bring together Listed Building
Consent and Scheduled Monu-
ment Consent. Meanwhile,
Conservation Area Consent
will be merged with planning
permission.

Owners will also be able to
work with the state through
new management arrange-
ments for complex historic
sites to reduce bureaucracy
and make conservation a more
proactive process.

Welsh ministers will have
functions equivalent to those
which in England will be di-
vided between the Secretary of
State and English Heritage. The
bill provides for flexible “and
where necessary, different or
additional provisions to allow
for different circumstances,
practices and approaches
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in Wales” Because the draft
bill appears to encompass all
foreseeable future needs for
heritage protection, there is no
intention to seek powers for an
Assembly Measure in relation
to the heritage. If this became
necessary, a legislative compe-
tence order would be sought
under the 2006 Government of
Wales act.

A slot will be sought for the
bill in the 2008/9 parliamen-
tary session, at which stage its
provisions will become subject
to parliamentary scrutiny. This
means that it could take effect
in 2010/11. In the meantime,
although the bill is not subject
to separate consultation by the
Assembly Government, Cadw
welcomes comments on the
draft during the pre-legislative
scrutiny process. The first pub-
lic opportunity to comment is
likely to be at the conference on
the historic environment that
the Trust and the Institute of
Historic Building Conservation
are organising in partnership
with Cadw on 30 April 2008.

The draft bill and its explana-
tory matter are online. They
will be followed by draft
composite regulations relating
to particular aspects of the leg-
islation. It’s well worth taking a
look at the proposals, both for
what is presently in the draft,
and what is foreshadowed as
the detail is filled in.

O ne of the most interesting
aspects of the planned

legislation is buried deep down
in clause 212.

Historic Environment
Records (HERs) will include
assets of “special local interest’,
defined by their “local historic,
archaeological, architectural
or artistic interest” While
the detail of implementation
is unclear this could bring a
degree of order to the currently
informal system of “local lists”
or county “treasures” operated
by some councils.

The trust would like there to
be an obligation to maintain
such a list at the level of the
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Listed buildings

Grade 1

Grade 2*

Grade 2

Total

Ancient Monuments

Historic wrecks

Conservation areas

29,866

491

3,909

27,263

29,866

3,909

511

* The Welsh historic environment: position statement 2006

local authority. However, in
Wales, HERs will probably lie
with the regional archaeologi-
cal trusts given the lack of ex-
pertise within our fragmented
system of local government.
However, the draft bill contains
powers for local authorities

to designate an asset as of
special local interest, as well as
provision for consultation on
principles of selection and with
owners prior to inclusion in an
HER.

This could be a useful and
formal means of giving a
measure of additional protec-
tion to significant but unreg-
istered assets, but as currently
set out, and with no obvious
additional layer of protection,
this bill seems to fall between
two stools.

The bill will also carry
significant implications for the
management of conservation
areas. The intention to merge
conservation area consent with
planning consent was signalled
in the white paper and was
the subject of much agonised
debate. The draft bill does not
take us much further forward.

This is because conservation
area protection is one of a het-
erogeneous group of matters
where the relevant sections of

the legislation will be published
on the bill’s introduction. Pre-
sumably the drafting is proving
trickier than was foreseen.

However, it seems that con-
servation areas will continue
to be designated as currently,
except that “it will now be pos-
sible to designate a conserva-
tion area on the basis of special
archaeological and artistic
interest as well as special his-
toric and architectural interest”
Amendments to the rules on
permitted development will
restore the need for planning
permission to be obtained prior
to demolition or partial demoli-
tion of buildings in a conserva-
tion area.

Moreover, in a welcome shot
at case law, which determined
in 1992 that it was not neces-
sary for development in a con-
servation area to be beneficial,
merely not harmful, it will be
enacted that change that does
not benefit the conservation
area will not be considered to
be appropriate

It’s also important to realise
what the bill is not intended
to do. The white paper was
criticised — by the Trust among
others — for sins of omission.
But it is perhaps the case that
the concerns we expressed

need to be followed through via
policy rather than dry-as-dust
legislation.

Amongst other organisations
we carped, for example, that
the white paper had little to
say on the theme of resources
for the heritage; and that it
offered little reflection on the
contribution of the historic
environment to the themes of
community, regeneration or
sustainability. We highlighted
the importance of an area-
based focus to the management
of the heritage, and the need to
integrate conservation with, for
example, urban design, in order
to respond to context, reinforce
a sense of place, and discover
sustainable forms of develop-
ment at the local level.

There are obviously resource
implications in the imple-
mentation of the bill, but it is
probably fair to argue that the
better place for a discussion of
broader themes is not within
heritage protection per se but
the in more embracing context
of historic environment policy.

That’s what makes the im-
pending Strategic Statement of
the Historic Environment by
the Welsh Heritage minister of
crucial significance.

MG

www.cadw.wales.gov.uk
www.culture.gov.uk
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City and County of Swansea,
Sustainable development guide
(2008)

THIS IS A FIRST for Wales — a
practical guide to sustainabil-
ity principles in action tar-
geted at developers and their
professional agents. It is very
well done — both in terms of
content and coverage, and as
an outcome of the recognition
that members of its primary
audience may just be learning
the necessity of sustainable
approaches to land use and
construction.

The aim is to demystify the
topic and to demonstrate that
sustainability in design and
development is cost-effective.

This means that it is not over-
technical and that its approach
is accessible also to a wider lay
readership that wants more
information about sustainable
development, and a means to
evaluate particular proposals.

In producing this guide,
Swansea steals a march on
the capital, and sets a stand-
ard for other Welsh councils
to match. I suspect it will be
much plagiarised. It sits well
with similar approaches from
English cities that have taken a
lead and fostered comparable
documents. The Guide to Sus-
tainable development published
in 2006 by Southampton City
Council is one example that’s
worth exploring.

In its current form, Swansea

is trialling the Guide for two
years prior to incorporating
it in Supplementary Planning
Guidance.

The issues are addressed
thematically, starting with
“Location, layout and land
use” Each section has a topic
overview, followed by a series of
practical action points, advice
on further information and a
case study.

Other topics include travel
and access, building design and
materials, energy efficiency, and
biodiversity. It’s also especially
nice to see historic environ-
ment treated as a topic here,
an issue that has tended to be
marginalised in both govern-
mental and local discussions of
environmental and sustainabil-
ity strategy.

The Guide recognises that
old buildings represent a past
investment of energy and ma-
terials and that retention and
adaptation is a sensible means
of reusing existing materials
while maintaining the “char-
acter and soul” of an area. The
sa1 dockland regeneration is
held up as an example of the
conservation and adaptation of
industrial heritage.

Unfortunately, the action
points here are a little thin and
a little obvious, and the case
study that is offered, Gwalia
Housing’s Foyer project, is well-
known.

In fact the location and land
use case study is one where
historic environment consid-
erations were crucial. The Old
Hospital at Mountpleasant is
a key group of good Victorian
buildings, focused around a
former workhouse and the site
is a conservation area.

In a ten-year project, Swan-
sea Housing Association and
local architects Dewi Evans
converted the site to provide
101 homes. The site’s footprint
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and the majority of the original
buildings have been retained.
Other case studies will be less
familiar. The Vetch Field rede-
velopment is cited for the way it
has addressed community and
health issues. Energy efficiency
is documented through the
Environment Agency’s Maes
Newydd offices at Llandarcy;
renewable energy via the Swan-

sea Environment Centre (1999).

Unfortunately, local examples
seem to have been hard to find
for several other issues. Build-
ing design and materials are
exemplified through Cardiff’s
award-winning private resi-

dential Coach House project;
biodiversity features a 2,700
home urban fringe develop-
ment in Harlow; and waste
minimisation and management
looks at the Greenwich Millen-
nium Village.

Swansea has some talented
local architects and design-
ers. It also has some major
regeneration schemes in hand.
The context for an initiative to
embed sustainability themes in
the way developers and their
professionals address projects
at all scales is obviously right.
But we all have a lot to learn
and we need to do so quickly.

The guide is available online
or in hard copy. Updates and
further information will be
posted at its web site.

above Swansea Market

(Geograph: Ceridwen)
below Sail Bridge and city
(Geograph: David Luther Thomas)

www.sustainabledeveloperswansea.com
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Capital Cardiff
1975-2020

Alan Hooper and John Punter
(eds), Capital Cardiff; 1975-2020
(University of Wales Press,
2006). 397pp. ISBN 978-0-7083-
2120-1. £24.99

RECENTLY RELEASED IN paper-
back, Capital Cardiff scruti-
nises the physical, economic
and social development of the
Welsh capital over the past
thirty years. Its primary audi-
ence is academic — specialists
in planning, human geography
and regional development. It
originates from Cardiff Univer-
sity’s world class School of City
and Regional Planning (aka

“CPlan”), giving the text the
added piquancy that its authors
work (and by and large live) in
the city.

The book is far more than
sixteen academic essays looking
at development and sustain-
ability issues in the context of
a medium-sized British city. A
core theme is the impact of
politics on the direction the
city has taken. The authors
argue that while Cardiff often
exemplifies “best practice in
governance’, its city bosses have
often taken the wrong path
in the name of economic and
cultural competitiveness.

I will admit an interest and
say that, as someone who had
a walk-on part in the politics
of South Glamorgan pre-1996,
I find this theme especially
interesting. It was South Gla-
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morgan’s leaders, Lord Jack
“the Hat” Brooks and Russell

Goodway, whose vision of Car-

diff’s opportunities, and whose

approach to getting things built,

was inherited by today’s Cardiff
Council.

It was South Glamorgan that
led the regeneration of dock-
land in the early 1980s, setting
the scene for the saga of the
Cardift Bay Development Cor-
poration and the dramas that
attended the Barrage (built)
and the Opera House (knifed).

Later links in the chain
include the triumphant Millen-
nium Stadium, the impressive
Millennium Centre, and the

“International Sports Village’,
with Morrisons and Toys 'R Us
as its gateway sites. And now
building in the city centre is the
massive St David’s 2 shopping
centre.

A key criticism is that grands
projets have been pursued at
the expense of an integrated ap-

proach to planning in the city.
The aim has been to entice
private sector investment in
a way that would enable new
prosperity to trickle down to
the city’s poorer communities
and bring both jobs and an
improved quality of life to Car-
diff. This approach has brought
benefits, but a high cost, too.
Thus we might wonder how
far the apartment-building
in the Bay has produced any
sense of community; we might
question why there is a short-
age now of land for family
homes; we might lament the
lack of an integrated approach
to transport in the city and its
region; we might gaze on some
of our new buildings and regret
the failure of their developers
to respond to (or respect) their
context. Does sp2, for example,
really integrate with the grain
of the city centre? And maybe
that’s to do with the fact that
this prime site was left out

St David'’s 2 Cardiff's newest
shopping development
taking shape in March 2008
(Matthew Griffiths)

of the City Centre Plan so as
not to hinder its marketing to
developers and investors?

The spirit that has attended
much recent development has
reached a febrile apogee in the
promotion of Bay Pointe, the
skyscrapers planned as the cul-
mination of the Sports Village.

It is perhaps unsurprising
that there is so little love lost,
and so little dialogue, between
academic planners and those
whose energies and aspirations
have actually shaped modern
Cardift.

To an audience interested in
this sort of thing, and keen for
blood to be spilt, some essays
will be more gripping than oth-
ers. They should look to Kevin
Morgan’s exposé of power and
personality in city politics, say,



or John Punter’s studies of the
change in the city centre and
the Bay.

Alongside these, they might
work through Neil Harris’s take
on development planning, or
Hooper and Smith on housing
and regeneration strategy.

These plums are set in the
context of careful analyses of
Cardiff’s historic development,
and think-pieces on what a
sustainability strategy with
both global and local objec-
tives might imply for the 21st
century city. Cardiff’s problems
and politics are seen in a global
as much as a regional and local
context.

he cardinal sin laid at the

door of Cardiff County, and
former leader Russell Goodway
in particular, is “boosterism”.

“Boosterism” was coined in

the us and was imported into
the Uk by neoliberals in the
1980s. In a boosterist scenario,
politicians ally with officials,
developers, investors, and spin
doctors to boost local econom-
ic development through pres-
tige projects. These become a
nexus for image-building.

The logic is that cities have
to be marketed as places that
are in competition with their
peers for investment. They be-
come commodities, promoted
through mythologies that have
a limited anchor in social real-
ity. The rhetoric of civic spin
cannot conceal the fact that cit-
ies copycat the same project-led
strategies.

A further criticism of
boosterism is that its benefits
may be confined to a narrow
social elite — those who enjoy
the local night-life, or aspire
to apartment living in prestige
locations. Regeneration may
therefore go hand in hand with
continuing deprivation as city
bosses sidestep social equity
issues.

In keeping with this agenda
Cardiff found itself branded
a “leading European city” and
an “aspiring European capital”
It had “Europe’s most exciting

waterfront development” Its
politicians became marketeers,
joining their own entrepreneur-
ialism to commercial property
development. They were selling
a lifestyle.

In Cardiff’s case, boosterism
began with Cardiff Bay, and
was embedded in councillors’
brains by the Cooke report
(1992). This set out the vision of
Cardiff as a European city that
remains at the core of its eco-
nomic development strategy.

The Cardiff beyond 2005
document continues the boos-
terist theme with an emphasis
on iconic projects and place
promotion.

The criticism that links boos-
terist strategies to polarisation
between rich and poor seems
to be borne out in Cardiff —
where there has been little
change in the pattern of depri-
vation since 1991 and where to-
day 50,000 people live in areas
where the multiple deprivation
index places them amongst the
bottom ten per cent of Welsh
communities.

By contrast, the northern
suburbs of the city are amongst
the richest neighbourhoods in
Wales. There is a prima facie
case that whatever growth
has occurred it has not led
to opportunity and better-
ment for deprived neighbour-
hoods — hardly surprising
given that most new jobs
have been located away from
decent public transport. In fact
Cardift’s economy could be
viewed as typical of a “suc-
cessful” post-industrial city in
that its labour market is highly
feminised. Financial and busi-
ness services have experienced
limited growth, and there has
been limited development of
knowledge-based employment.
This is an economy dominated
by shops and bars and as such it
may have limited sustainability.

ut we should be cautious.

The city’s record is ambigu-
ous. There have been successes
beyond those that might have
been dreamed of a quarter of

a century ago. Cardiff has at-
tracted investment well beyond
what might have been expected

for a city of its size and location.

The problem may be that these
pluses have been the product
of a Faustian pact, and such
bargains tend to demand repay-
ment with interest.

In a period when town cen-
tres have crumbled, Cardiff’s
city centre is conspicuously
successful and Cardiff Bay has
become an environment which
attracts visitors in vast num-
bers. The Millennium Centre
and the Millennium Stadium
each have their worshippers.

But in both city centre and
Bay, according to John Punter, a
strategic approach to land-use
planning and urban design
has been vitiated by the focus
on “megaprojects” that enable
the city to market itself on the
national and European level.

Successive city centre strate-
gies were undermined by the
power of the Special Projects
Team to negotiate the future of
key sites with developers and
investors. There has therefore
been a lack of proactive devel-
opment control which has had
an outcome, for instance, in
some very mixed quality (but
often very tall) buildings. In
particular, the 16.5ha St Davids
2 — a scheme that will increase
retail floorspace by 28 percent,
create 2,000 jobs, and make
Cardift fifth in the UKk city cen-
tre hierarchy, had no develop-
ment brief and no place in the
city centre strategy documents.

The St Davids 2 project in
particular represents “the
wholesale embrace of consum-
erism and the commodification
of space and place” A con-
structive approach to plan-
ning anchored in town centre
management, pedestrianisation
and conservation was replaced
by the licence given to the Spe-
cial Projects Team to handle
negotiations over the shape of
the development.

Punter sees a council that put
itself in hock to developers in a
way that has strengthened con-
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sumerism as the raison détre
of the city. This has led to the
privatisation of historic civic
spaces — where control has
been ceded to developers — a

“remorseless commercialisation”
of the public realm.

Yet he also recognises that
the vitality of the city centre
will only be increased by invest-
ment on this scale, and that this
should bring in its train new
prosperity for the arcades and
the dowdy south-eastern quad-
rant, together with long-needed
traffic and circulation improve-
ments. Increased city centre
living space may even temper
the weekend binge culture of St
Mary Street and “chip alley”.

Meanwhile extensive conser-
vation designation protects the
best townscapes, and a distinc-
tive local character continues to
shine through the consumerist
gloss; there is no denying the
impressive range of amenities
and facilities the city offers.

And what about the Bay?
Tills may ring in restaurant and
bar as its reclaimed water-
front, iconic buildings and
designer spaces have become
a playground for the affluent.
Here boosterism reached new
heights of exaggeration. The
reality is gated communities,
sterile frontages, isolated apart-
ment dwellers, and night-time
anomie. Inward investment and
jobs never arrived in a way that
would meet the social needs of
the real community. Ambitious
design policies were set aside
under commercial pressure. In
urban design terms the place
lacks coherence.

But what was the alternative?
The critique of boosterism is
robust and even-handed. The
limits to autonomy for the
post-industrial British city, the
constraints of local govern-
ment finance, the intellectual
hegemony of neoliberalism, the
power of globalisation — these
are all acknowledged.

Maybe there wasn’t an
alternative. While it is possible
to envisage a less dirigiste city
leadership, and a more open
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political culture, it is arguable
that in the context of the 1990s
and 2000s, local government
has had few genuine options.

Boosterism makes sense
when you have so little cash to
spend on schools, social serv-
ices, public transport, and envi-
ronmental improvement. That
is the reality of the ludicrous
system of local government
finance that applies to British
towns and cities.

So if you want more jobs and
you want a better city centre
and you want to attract visitors
and shoppers, what else do
you do? If Cardiff’s council-
lors made mistakes, they were
venial not mortal, primarily the
product in a patronage-based
political culture, and an impa-
tience with planning .

Although Liberal Democrat
rule replaced Labour in 2004,
little changed in terms of
strategy. The apparatus created
to drive Cardiff forward after
1996 persisted under Rodney
Berman.

As do the issues boosterism
can'’t solve: an impending hous-
ing crisis, continuing periph-
eral growth linked to the road
network, the constraints of
too-tight boundaries that work
against a sub-regional approach
to planning, employment,
movement and services; the
lack of a strong environmental
strategy and a more inclusive
approach to development and
land-use issues. Boosterism
will have severe environmental
impacts, Punter argues, and
challenge any latterday com-
mitment to sustainability.

Never mind. Cardiff is the
home of Torchwood. And so we
know that “in the twenty-first
century, everything changes”

Matthew Griffiths
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Grahame Davies, Real
Wrexham (Seren, 2007). 372pp.
ISBN 978-185411-449-5. £9.99

RECENTLY I WAS invited to the
launch of this book, during
which the author read elo-
quently, and promptly bought
and read it. Why “real” and not
just “Wrexham”?

The Real series is published
by Seren and includes books on
Cardiff, Newport and Aberyst-
wyth as well as Wrexham, and
one reviewer I found on Google
said that what he most enjoyed
about the franchise was the
notion that such workaday
spots such as Wrexham were as
worthy of investigation as, say,
Venice.

This was unhelpful: Venice
has workaday areas to compare
with similar parts of Wrexham,
and in St Giles Church, Erddig
or Pontcysyllte, Wrexham has
cultural monuments that com-
pare with those of any Euro-
pean city. The only way to know
this book is to read it and let
yourself be carried along by the
author’s passion for his subject.

It is real because it isn’t just
about the town centre and a
few outlying honeypots.

Coedpoeth, Brymbo and

Cefn are relished for their in-
dustrial past and their beauties
of terrace and chapel, slate and
Ruabon brick. Their human
interest is drawn out, too, as
in the tragic story of the lost
Welsh painter Wynne Lewis, or
the bizarre tale of John Evans,
given up for dead when Pentre
Fron Colliery was flooded in
1819 yet found alive thirteen
days later, having survived by
eating candles. He kept his cof-
fin as a souvenir until he really
needed it, in 1865.

It is real, too, because Gra-
hame Davies is an insider and
every sentence is infused with

personal, subjective experience.

He is a poet, and his use of lan-
guage is witty and unpredict-
able. The former malthouses of

Island Green Brewery (pictured

above) he describes as “like an
upturned brassiere in scalloped

slate” His description of Minera

Mountain, one suspects, would
not be displayed in the tourist
information centre: “common-
land grazing for sheep, a foot-
path for walkers, a scenic drive
for tourists, a place to pick
whinberries, a vantage point
for radio hams, and a place to
dump and torch stolen cars”.
Of Reginald Heber’s Hymn

“From Greenland’s icy moun-
tains’, written in Wrexham, he
says, “you won't find it in the
hymn books any more. All that
talk of heathens and ‘error’s
chain’ isn’t politically correct”.
The site of Heber’s vicarage
is now a chain store, most of
whose goods are made cheaply
in the countries to which Heber
wanted to bring “the lamp of
life”.

Nick Roe

© Nick Roe
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GEOGRAPH DESERVES TO BE
much better known. It’s a
resource of national importance
that just about anyone can help
to develop. It’s one of those sites
where the possibility of genuine
collaboration and a sense of
community comes alive.

The Geograph British Isles
project is sponsored by the
Ordnance Survey and aims to
collect geographically rep-
resentative photographs and
information for every square
kilometre of Great Britain and
Ireland.

For participants there’s the
genuine fun of contributing
images to what can fairly be
described a “geography project
for the people” and a genu-
inely open online community
project.

A good Geograph presents
images and information on
the main human and physical
geographical features present
in any given Ordnance Survey
1km grid square. Photos need
not be masterworks of art, the
important thing is the hu-
man and physical geographi-
cal information they contain.
Contributors must clearly show
at close range one of the main
geographical features within
the square and include a short
description relating the image

to the map square. They should
also bear in mind the use of
their image to a child in inter-
preting a map.

With these criteria Geograph
has the potential to document
change in a way that bears more
than just an intrinsic interest.
The more images per kilome-
tre square the better — adding
depth, detail and different
perceptual approaches to each
scene.

Contributors agree to their
material being open source
and usable commercially — a
revenue stream that funds the
project. The online images are
suitable for use on screen or in
a presentation.

There are 340,000 grid
squares to be filled. But in
the mean time Geograph will
evolve into a many-layered
resource that will enable proc-
esses of change in the urban
and rural landscape to be
documented and interrogated
in a variety of ways. Currently
there is integration with Google
Earth as well as with commer-
cial satellite and terrain map-
ping applications.

www.geograph.org.uk
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1 Newport footbridge over
the Usk (Robin Drayton)

2 Bangor High Street
(David Stowell)

3 Ruthin Railway Terrace
(Eirian Evans)

4 Pembroke Main Street
(Chris Gunns)
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the civic trust for wales

ymddiriedolaeth ddinesig cymru
www.civictrustwales.org

promoting civic pride

The Civic Trust for Wales and its associated civic societies

+ promote civic pride as a means to improve the quality
of life for all in the places where we live and work

+ encourage community action, good design, sustainable
development and respect for the built environment
amongst people of all ages

about wales
is supported by

The Simon Gibson Charitable Trust
The Joseph Strong Frazer Trust

partners

Scottish Civic Trust
42 Miller Street
Glasgow G11DT

North of England Civic Trust
Blackfriars

Monk Street

Newcastle NE1 4XN

Civic Trust

Essex Hall

1-6 Essex Street
London WC2R 3HU
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