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1.0 Corrections to TVIA June 2008- Following a review of the document, I wish to point out 
some minor errors which I correct below: 

1.1 Page 41, 11.2.4, (i), first bullet point, first-line- ‘shopping’ should read, ‘regional’.

1.2 Page 41, 11.2.4, (ii), second bullet point, eighth line- omit ‘at the top’.

1.3 Page 48, 11.5.3, first line insert as shown bold- ‘is already satisfied by the Brunswick 
proposal’.

1.4 Page 216, 12.0 should be numbered 13.0. 

 APPENDIX A- ERRATA
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Below is my Curriculum Vitae and further projects on which I have advised:

1972 – 1979 Diploma in Architecture and RIBA Part 3 at Canterbury School of 
Architecture

1976 – 1977  Professional Practice

Restoration and refurbishment of Royal Parks and Palaces  o
namely Richmond and Bushy Parks, Hampton Court  Palace 
and Windsor Castle including Windsor Home Park.

1979 – 1984  Practising Architect

Collaboration on the design of major civic buildings for  o
central government’s Property Services Agency; housing  
and educational buildings in the private sector. 

1984 – 1996 Deputy Secretary of the Royal Fine Art Commission

Assisting in the selection, research and preparation of over 2000 o
nationally important projects in England and Wales over 13 years 
in the post.

Drafting Commission statements of advice for the benefit of Local o
Authorities, Developers, Architects and the general public, and 
subsequently meeting development teams to assist on a way 
forward.

Co-Editor of 13 RFAC annual Reports.o

Member of Editorial Board for the following RFAC publications:o

1986� Design in the High Street
1991� Good Design and Urban Regeneration
1992� On The Side Of The Angels
1992� Medicis and the Millennium? Government Patronage 
and Architecture
1992� Bridge Design
1994� What Makes a Good Building?

1995� Design Quality in Higher Education Buildings
1997� Improving Design in the High Street

Founding member of the ‘Learning to See’ project which  s o u g h t o
to establish a stronger place in the national curriculum for visual 
training and the stronger use of the visual environment as 
pedagogical material.

1997 – Present   Independent Consultant Architect specialising in Urban 
Design and Conservation

Assisting Foster and Partners’ design team on the 42 storey HQ o
building for Swiss Re Insurance (the Gherkin) on the Grade II* 
Baltic Exchange site in the centre of the City of London – (built).

Assisting Merrill Lynch and their architects, Swanke Hayden o
Connell, in the planning of their new London HQ  alongside two 
scheduled monuments, Grade I, Grade II*  and Grade II 
listed buildings and three conservation areas  just north of St. 
Paul’s Cathedral – (built). 

Assisting Foster and Partners’ design team in developing  o
the urban analysis for a new residential development on the south 
bank of the River Thames at Albion Wharf,  Wandsworth–
(built).

Assisting Foster and Partners’ design team in developing  o
the rationale for the Millennium Bridge between St. Paul’s  
Cathedral and the new Bankside Tate Museum of Modern  
Art, at a time when the City Corporation was against it – (built).

Assisting Sir Terry Farrell in the design development of a  o
proposal for a new hotel adjacent to the Tower of London – 
(approved).

Assisting Kohn Pederson Fox in the design development of Marks o
and Spencer’s HQ office in Baker Street – (abandoned).

Assisting John McAslan and Partners in the design development o
and urban strategy for the 12 storey Vitro  building scheme in 

 APPENDIX B- CURRICULUM VITAE



 OCTOBER 2009

BRIGHTON MARINA REGENERATION PROJECT PUBLIC INQUIRY

7

RICHARD COLEMAN PROOF OF EVIDENCE, APPENDIX B

Fenchurch Street – (built).

Assisting Dixon Jones in the design development of Kings o
Place in Kings Cross – (built).

Assisting The Royal Palaces Agency to develop the case  for its o
Heritage Lottery Fund application for the Tower  E n v i r o n s 
Scheme at the Tower of London.

Collaborating with Lord Rogers of Riverside and Sir Richard o
MacCormac CBE RA PPRIBA in requesting amendments to PPG15 
through the publication of the  ‘Revised PPG15’ and making 
a personal presentation to the Minister of Planning Mr Richard 
Caborn (mid October 1998).

Appointed by Deputy Prime Minister’s Office in 2002 to working o
group rewriting PPG15 and PPG16.

RIBA assessor for the RFAC sponsored design competition o
for the Falkland Islands Memorial Chapel, Pangbourne – (built).

Senior RIBA assessor for an international architectural selection o
procedure for a new wing of the ‘Royal College  of Art’, 
adjacent to the Royal Albert Hall – (abandoned).

Administrator and senior assessor of Europe-wide open o
competition for the design of the Unicorn Children’s Theatre at 
Tooley Street, London, won by Keith Williams – (built).

Providing conservation guidance to the London Institute and their o
architects, Allies and Morrison, on development at the former 
Royal Army Medical College Buildings, Millbank London, to form 
the new Chelsea Art School – (built).

Advising Sainsbury’s plc on the redevelopment of their  o
sites in Southwark, and subsequently helping to achieve a  
38 storey residential and 20 storey office development on the 
No. 20 Blackfriars Road site with architects Wilkinson  E y r e 
–(approved).

Advising the Tate Gallery on the further development of their sites o
at Millbank, London and St. Ives, Cornwall.

Advising Shell on the development of their South Bank  site in o
collaboration with Arup Associates – (approved).

Advising Selfridges on the development of their Oxford Street site o
in collaboration with Foster and Partners, including alterations to 
the listed building – (abandoned).

Advising client Scottish Widows, and architect Eric Parry on the o
redevelopment of 30 Finsbury Circus- (built and  runner-up in 
2006 Stirling Prize).

Various commissions providing independent assessments on o
historic buildings and new proposals for sites of heritage sensitivity 
involving outstanding conservation areas, World Heritage Sites, 
Royal Parks and listed  buildings.  Helping major developers 
such as Stanhope, British Land, Land Securities, Frogmore, 
Candy and Candy and Development Securities in their pursuit 
of excellence in urban design and architecture and occasionally 
assisting in the selection of an appropriate architect for 
challenging sites.

Assisting David Chipperfield and Candy and Candy to achieve o
planning permission for a new building at Victoria Road/
Kensington Road opposite Kensington Palace-(approved).

Advising Scottish Widows, and Eric Parry, architect on the o
restoration, rebuild and redevelopment of a major site between 
George Street, Maddox Street and New Bond Street- (under 
construction).

Assisting Ken Shuttleworth of MAKE Architects to achieve planning o
permission for the Brompton Crystal on  Brompton Road, 
Knightsbridge in the Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea – 
(approved).

 APPENDIX B- CURRICULUM VITAE (CONTD.)
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Appointed by Mayor Livingstone to write the first draft of o
the Supplementary Planning Guidance on the strategy for  
protecting views across London (LVMF) as outlined in Section 4 
of the London Plan. Subsequently resigned.

Appointed by Mayor Johnson to review the current LVMF, the o
consultation draft for which was launched in early June 2009.

Assisting Sir Terry Farrell in British Land’s project near  o
Regent’s Park at Osnaburgh Street – (under construction).

Providing urban design and conservation advice to Kohn o
Pederson Fox, Benson Forsythe and Patrick Lynch, on behalf of Land 
Securities for the Victoria Interchange Project – (approved).

Assisting Wilkinson Eyre on a major project at Brighton Marina, o
incorporating a 40 storey residential tower  adjacent to 
several Grade I listed buildings and an Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty, now a National Park – (approved).   

Co-founder and Chairman of WorldArchitectureNews.com (WAN), o
No 1 Google search ‘hit’ for architecture news and Winner of 
2008 International Building Press Award for best architecture 
web-site.

 APPENDIX B- CURRICULUM VITAE (CONTD.)
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1.0 The South-East Plan published on 6th May 2009 has now superseded the Structure Plan 
policies; however since the reasons for refusal refer to them I consider both the old and the 
new policy regimes. As such the old policies should be given little weight. 

2.0 Policy S1- Twenty one criteria for the 21st century: In order to meet the needs for 
development and change in the plan area in a way that is more environmentally sustainable 
in the longer term, all planning activities and development decisions should take account 
of 21 criteria. Where appropriate, local planning authorities may require proposals for 
development to demonstrate how far they contribute to the achievement of these criteria.
Of the 21 criteria I will deal with three in my evidence:

(f) protecting and enhancing the attractiveness and individual character of urban 
and rural areas for residents, businesses and visitors;
(j) according with the objectives of and not causing damage to the Sussex Downs 
and High Weald Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), Ashdown Forest, 
downland, wetland, open heath land, ancient woodlands, undeveloped coast 
(including Heritage Coast), Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Special 
Protection Areas (SPA), Special Areas of Conservation (SAC), Ramsar sites, nature 
reserves, ancient monuments, conservation areas, historic parks and gardens, 
battlefields and other areas of designated or recognised important landscape, 
archaeological, geological, ecological or historical character and their settings;
(m) protecting and enhancing conservation areas, other areas of acknowledged 
townscape importance, listed buildings and other buildings of acknowledged 
importance and their settings;

3.0 (f) protecting and enhancing the attractiveness and individual character of urban and rural 
areas for residents, businesses and visitors;

4.0 The proposed development will greatly enhances the western end of the Marina by way of 
a new and individual urban character, an attractive townscape and public realm and a mix 
of uses which will ensure a lively city atmosphere. It does this while doing no harm to the 
existing surrounding environments which have their own individual characters. The form of 
the development, its design quality and its proximity to those environments will ensure that 
views from these areas are mostly enhanced and certainly protected.

5.0 (j) according with the objectives of and not causing damage to the Sussex Downs and High 
Weald Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), Ashdown Forest, downland, wetland, 
open heathland, ancient woodlands, undeveloped coast (including Heritage Coast), Sites 
of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Special Protection Areas (SPA), Special Areas of 
Conservation (SAC), Ramsar sites, nature reserves, ancient monuments, conservation 

areas, historic parks and gardens, battlefields and other areas of designated or recognised 
important landscape, archaeological, geological, ecological or historical character and their 
settings;

6.0 The proposed development will not cause damage to designated landscape sites. It will affect 
some wider settings and some views out of them, but in a beneficial way. The Marina site is 
divorced from these sites and in the case of the Heritage (undeveloped) Coast, while adjacent, 
is infact already a developed part of the coast. The Marina’s clearly defined perimeter ensures 
that the neighbouring, undeveloped coast will not be impinged upon. In the case of the Cliff 
SSSI, which forms part of the perimeter of the Marina, its immediate setting will be greatly 
enhanced. The existing development between other designated areas means that only views 
of them or out of them are affected. In this regard the explanation of effects is better described 
under (m) below. The new National Park is dealt with under policy EN2 at paragraph 8.9.14.

7.0 (m) protecting and enhancing conservation areas, other areas of acknowledged townscape 
importance, listed buildings and other buildings of acknowledged importance and their 
settings;

8.0 The development will change views of listed buildings within the Kemp Town group and on 
views from Kemp Town Conservation Area. . While the appeal site is not part of them nor part 
of their immediate settings, great care has been taken to ensure that the centre piece, Marina 
Point a 28 storey building, does not adversely affect either their wider setting or views from 
them. Seeing a building from such a place does not make its impact adverse. Where a building 
has been designed to a high quality with particular reference to the environment it will be 
seen from, the impact can be beneficial. It will be so in this case, in particular by virtue of the 
carefully chosen height and the quality of the design, including its highly sculptural shape.

9.0 S6 Change within Towns: The existing settlement pattern will be broadly maintained and no 
new settlements will be developed. Development will be focussed on towns, maintaining and 
enhancing their character and quality. This is expanded in six sub-statements. I deal here with 
(c) and (d).

(c) town centres will be developed and regenerated a lively, multi-purpose centre for residents 
and visitors, including making the best use of underused and vacant premises. Emphasis will 
be given to improving the environmental quality of town centres as places to live, work, shop, 
visit and obtain a variety of services.

10.0  The Marina is not a town centre; but is a designated District Centre,. It is a site, however, with 
the potential to provide the qualities desired in this policy. The appeal scheme makes the best 
use of the sites available and its regeneration will fulfil all the aspirations listed in this policy. It 

 APPENDIX C- SUPERSEDED POLICIES OF EAST SUSSEX AND BRIGHTON AND HOVE STRUCTURE PLAN
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does so through its rich mix of uses, through providing a quantum of housing that ensures 
a safe place for people and through the enhancement of the public realm both adjacent to 
the individual sites and between the sites.

11.0 (d) the special features, distinctive buildings, areas, open spaces and other qualities within 
towns that contribute positively to their characters will be protected and enhanced from 
inappropriate development and change. 

12.0 The visibility of the appeal scheme and its high quality design ensure that the existing 
assets such as Kemp Town, other listed buildings, the coastal area and the South Downs 
which all contribute positively to the surrounding character, are protected and enhanced. 

The Environment

13.0 Policy EN1: Development and change will be required to sustain, conserve and, where 
possible, enhance the character, local diversity and quality of the landscape and natural 
and built environment of the plan area including, where appropriate, the creation of new, 
equally good and distinctive local character.

14.0 The appeal scheme in this case creates a new distinctive local character of its own at a very 
high quality of design. It does not belong to and is separate from existing environments of 
worthy character such as Kemp Town and the South Downs. By virtue of the high quality 
of design and the carefully chosen form for the individual appeal scheme buildings, the 
development enhance both its own site and the existing worthy environments. 

Landscape- Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)

15.0 While not yet legally constituted the new National Park will supersede the AONB. The policy 
remains relevant, for both designations however, since in planning terms both designations 
enjoy the same level of protection.

16.0 Policy EN2: Conserving and enhancing landscape quality and character will be the primary 
objective in the Sussex Downs and High Weald Areas of Outstanding Natural beauty.

17.0 Of the measures to be employed to achieve this aim, two are relevant to my evidence. 
They are listed thus: (a) careful control of development and; (f) minimising the impact of 
development close by. The appeal scheme is not development within the AONB or the new 
National Park. The appeal scheme, therefore, will not directly affect the landscape quality 

and character of it. The map in my Visual Assessment document at Fig. 6.1 shows the proximity 
and the differing boundaries between the AONB and the new National Park. As an extension 
of the existing city built form, the appeal scheme will form part of the edge condition between 
city and the landscape, but there is already substantial development between the site and the 
boundaries of both the National Park and the AONB. The proximity of development to these 
areas of landscape is an inevitable dynamic in Brighton and the scheme has been designed to, 
(i) ensure it is not dominant over the landscape and (ii) to a high standard, in view of its level 
of visibility. The principal effect will be of good views of the appeal scheme from the designated 
area and, to some extent views of the area with the appeal scheme in the foreground. The 
latter will be neutral in effect and one covered in section 11.4 of this evidence.

18.0 Policy EN3: In order to protect and promote the quiet enjoyment of the Areas of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty, development within them will be limited to that derived from the character and 
qualities of the countryside, having regard to the social and economic well-being of the areas, 
Development involving change or damage to their character or qualities, including significant 
increases in noise and/or intrusion from traffic or other activity, or having a significant effect 
on established views will not be permitted. 

19.0 This policy refers to development within the AONB. The last sentence refers to significant effects 
on established views by development. The main concern here must be established views within 
the AONB but the wording is not specific. While no views confined to the area within the AONB 
are affected, there are a number of informal views of the development from inside the AONB, 
particularly of the 28 storey tower at the centre of the scheme. These are represented in the 
Assessment of Visual impact of the TVIA. None of these views are strategic or designated. In 
as much as they are established views, in each case the viewer is already aware of the city, of 
which the development is a part. Views of the city from the AONB are established. The design 
of the building is of a high quality and its visual effect varies from view to view. In that there 
is delight in seeing parts of the city from such views, the development, the design of which is 
high quality, will heighten the delight. 

Built Environment

20.0 Policy EN26: Encouragement will be given to the development of programmes and packages of 
measures to regenerate urban areas, town centres, seafront and other popular visitor areas, 
through linked initiatives on environment, economic development and transport improvements. 
In particular, support will be given to local plan policies, strategies, action programmes and 
proposals which identify a number of area categories. The relevant category here is listed as 
(b), i.e.: 

 APPENDIX C- SUPERSEDED POLICIES OF EAST SUSSEX AND BRIGHTON AND HOVE STRUCTURE PLAN (CONTD.)
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 ‘run down’ areas needing comprehensive regeneration and develop programmes of 
improvement or redevelopment which build on their distinctive local character

21.0 The west end of the Marina is indeed run down and in need of comprehensive regeneration. 
The relevant advice on this is the council’s PAN04 study on the Marina. The appeal scheme 
builds on and transforms the existing urban order, with buildings and spaces which maximise 
the use of the land, create a sense of place and consist of a mix of uses which will promote 
a lively city character. In my view the appeal scheme fits this policy and represents an 
exemplar of good practice in regeneration.

 APPENDIX C- SUPERSEDED POLICIES OF EAST SUSSEX AND BRIGHTON AND HOVE STRUCTURE PLAN (CONTD.)
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Fig 1:  Map showing listed buildings and registered historic gardens. The red boundary line shows the area where the development site is located. 

Grade I listed buildings

Grade II* listed buildings

Grade II listed buildings
(Rodean School and St. Dunstan’s (both grade II) 
are 1.7km and 2.8km respectively to the east of the site.)
Grade II listed historic gardens
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 CONSERVATION AREAS MAP

3 KEMP TOWN CA

11 EAST CLIFF CA

17 QUEEN’S PARK CA

25 COLLEGE CA

Fig 2:  Map showing conservation areas. The red boundary line shows the area where the development site is located. 
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Fig 3: 1825 map of East Brighton and Kemp Town.
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 HISTORIC MAPS (CONTD.)

Fig 4: 1928 map showing the tight urban grain of the city embracing the Kemp Town estate but before the construction of Marine Gate.
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Fig 5: 1965 map showing Marine Gate, one of the largest single buildings in this part of Brighton. It also shows the shift in the shape of the coast which provided an ideal site for the 
Marina.
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Fig 6: 1975 map showing the Marina under construction. 
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GREENWICH MARITIME WORLD HERITAGE SITE : LVMF 5A.1- GREENWICH PARK: THE GENERAL WOLFE STATUE

 BACKDROP TO WORLD HERITAGE SITE

Fig 7: (IMAGE IS FROM THE LONDON VIEW MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK)
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TOWER OF LONDON WORLD HERITAGE SITE: LVMF VIEW 10A.1- TOWER BRIDGE UPSTREAM-THE NORTH BASTION

 

Fig 8: (IMAGE IS FROM THE LONDON VIEW MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK)

 BACKDROP TO WORLD HERITAGE SITE (CONTD.)
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Fig 9: Showing an aerail view of the City of London, the Tower of London, Tower Bridge, More London and the London Bridge Station cluster of tall buildings, including a montage of the Shard of Glass, now under construction. In views from the former 
Royal Mint Yard, the Shard will be seen rising beyond the central silhouette of the Tower. 

 BACKDROP TO WORLD HERITAGE SITE (CONTD.)
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Fig 10: A view from the upper terrace of somerset House Courtyard showing the dotted outline of the proposed Doon Street Tower.
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 BACKDROP TO GRADE I LISTED BUILDINGS AND PARKS (CONTD.)
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Fig 11: Brompton Cemetery looking south along its central axis. The Lots Road Power Station development is shown as a wire-line outline above the tomb at the left of the foreground.

LOTS ROAD POWER STATION INQUIRY IMAGE
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 MAP SHOWING AONB AND NATIONAL PARK

SOUTH DOWNS PROPOSED 
NATIONAL PARK

SOUTH DOWNS PROPOSED 
NATIONAL PARK

SOUTH DOWNS PROPOSED 
NATIONAL PARK

AONB

AONB

AONB

AONB

AONB

AONB

AONB

AONB

AONB

KEY

Boundary of Application

Local Authority Boundary

South Downs Proposed 
National Park

Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty

Countryside

Project

Title

Client

Date

Scale

Drawn by

Drg. No

Brighton Marina Regeneration
Project

Plan 1
Site Context

 Explore Living

August 2009
NTS @ A3
FP
CL10578-019

N

Based upon Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of Her Majesty’s 
Stationery Office. © Crown Copyright reserved. Licence number AL50684A

IL10578/019

Fig 12: Showing the AONB in green and the extended parts forming the new National Park outlined in purple.
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Fig 13: As Existing.
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TVIA VIEW C40

F
IG

. 1
3



 OCTOBER 2009

BRIGHTON MARINA REGENERATION PROJECT PUBLIC INQUIRY

28

RICHARD COLEMAN PROOF OF EVIDENCE, APPENDIX D

Fig 14: Shwoing the appeal scheme and the Brunswick scheme, with a blue line representing the form of a Cliff building responding directly to the height of the cliff.

 CLIFFTOP MASSING STUDY (CONTD.)
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Fig 15: Without the schemes but with the outlines representing a scheme at cliff height. 
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Fig 16: As Existing.
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Fig 17: Showing the appeal scheme and the Brunswick scheme and including a ‘blue’ line indicating development limited to the height of the cliff.
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Fig 18: Without the schemes but with the outline represnting a scheme at cliff height.
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Fig 19: Animated view of the Cliff buidling with a red line representing the approximate height of the cliff.
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Fig 20: Animated view of a modified Cliff building which is explicitly at the height of the cliff. 
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Fig 21: Computer diagram showing the relationship of the height of the Cliff building with the top of the cliff as depicted by the red line (camera position is behind the cliff). 

Fig 22: A plan of the Cliff building showing the relationship between it, the cliff-top and the camera position.
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Fig 23: Map showing views which illustrate the relative visibility of the sea and the pier, from views on entry into Brighton from the east.
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SEQUENCE OF VIEWS CORRESPONDING TO MAP ON FIG. 23

 VIEWS OF ENTRY TO BRIGHTON FROM EAST NO. 1

Fig 24:
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2

SEQUENCE OF VIEWS CORRESPONDING TO MAP ON FIG. 23

 VIEWS OF ENTRY TO BRIGHTON FROM EAST NO. 2

Fig 25
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3

SEQUENCE OF VIEWS CORRESPONDING TO MAP ON FIG. 23

  VIEWS OF ENTRY TO BRIGHTON FROM EAST NO. 3

Fig 26
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4

SEQUENCE OF VIEWS CORRESPONDING TO MAP ON FIG. 23

 VIEWS OF ENTRY TO BRIGHTON FROM EAST NO. 4

Fig 27

F
IG

. 2
7



 OCTOBER 2009

BRIGHTON MARINA REGENERATION PROJECT PUBLIC INQUIRY

41

RICHARD COLEMAN PROOF OF EVIDENCE, APPENDIX D

5

SEQUENCE OF VIEWS CORRESPONDING TO MAP ON FIG. 23

VIEWS OF ENTRY TO BRIGHTON FROM EAST NO. 5

Fig 28
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6

SEQUENCE OF VIEWS CORRESPONDING TO MAP ON FIG. 23

 VIEWS OF ENTRY TO BRIGHTON FROM EAST NO. 6 

Fig 29
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Fig 30: Map showing location of view assessments.
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VIEW T27 - LEWES CRESCENT, WEST SIDE, OUTSIDE NOS. 7-8- PROPOSED

VISUAL IMPACT VIEWS EXTRACT (CONTD.)

Fig 31
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VIEW T28 - LEWES CRESCENT, WEST SIDE, OUTSIDE THOMAS CUBITT'S HOUSE (NO.13)- PROPOSED

VISUAL IMPACT VIEWS EXTRACT (CONTD.)

Fig 32
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VIEW M43- WESTERN BREAKWATER ARM PROPOSED

VISUAL IMPACT VIEWS EXTRACT (CONTD.)

Fig 33
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ARUNDEL ROAD, OUTSIDE NO. 21

VISUAL IMPACT VIEWS EXTRACT (CONTD.)

Fig 34: Shows the north and west elevations of the listed French apartments on which a superimposiiton of the Brunswick scheme, accurately plotted. 
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Figs 35 and 36: View to north-east and south-west respectively, of the Grade I Brunswick Terrace (east)  in conjunction with the substantially higher Grade II* Embassy Court, designed by Wells Coaches in 1934-36 .
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Fig 37: View of Arundel Terrace from Marina Parade where ‘De Courcels’ form a backdrop to the eastern end. Fig 38: Detail of east end of Arundel Terrace showing the visual relationships with ‘De Courcels’.

Fig 39: Detail of east end of Arundel Terrace showing maximum ‘overlap’ with’ Courcels. Note the modern roof addition to the Grade 
I listed house on the right hand corner of the white block.
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Fig 40: View from west side of crescent, with the Kemp Tower hospital forming a substantial backdrop to the Cubitt House (No.17). Fig 41: View from Marine Parade with the hospital Kemp Tower forming a backdrop to the centre of the west quadrant of the Crescent. 
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Fig 42 and 43: Marine Gate Apartments from west and east respectively. 
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DIAGRAM ILLUSTRATING THE SETTING AND CHARACTERISTICS OF KEMP TOWN

Fig 44: The diagram shows the contiguous urban form to the west and north of Kemp Town and the more open grain of individual object buildings.
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Fig 47:

PERAMBULATIONS ALONG KEMP TOWN TERRACES

Fig 48:
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Fig 51:

PERAMBULATIONS ALONG KEMP TOWN TERRACES (CONTD.)
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RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE

LETTER DATED 27TH NOVEMBER 2006
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LETTER DATED 27TH NOVEMBER 2006 (CONTD.) 

RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)
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LETTER DATED 29 FEBRUARY 2008

RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)
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LETTER DATED 29 FEBRUARY 2008 (CONTD.)

RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)
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LETTER DATED 29 FEBRUARY 2008 (CONTD.)

RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)
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LETTER DATED 03 OCTOBER 2008

RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)
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LETTER DATED 03 OCTOBER 2008 (CONTD.)

RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)
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LETTER DATED 03 OCTOBER 2008 (CONTD.)

RELEVANT CABE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)
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LETTER DATED 24 OCTOBER 2008

RELEVANT ENGLISH HERITAGE CORERSPONDENCE
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RELEVANT ENGLISH HERITAGE CORRESPONDENCE (CONTD.)

LETTER DATED 24 OCTOBER 2008 (CONTD.)
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RELEVANT ENGLISH HERITAGE CORRESPONDANCE (CONTD.)

LETTER DATED 16TH JANUARY 2007
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ENGLISH HERITAGE LETTER DATED 24 OCTOBER 2008 (CONTD.)

LETTER DATED 16TH JANUARY 2007 (CONTD.)


