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Regent’s Park: Streetscape

Preamble

Philip Davies MA (Cantab.), Dip.TP, MRTPI, IHBC, FRHistS, FRAS, FSA is the
principal in Philip Davies (Heritage and Planning) Ltd, a consultancy specialising
in conservation, urban regeneration and planning issues in the UK and overseas.
He has over 40 years of experience of managing change to some of Britain’s
most sensitive historic buildings and places including Kings Cross / St Pancras,
the British Museum, Whitehall, the Thames Gateway, the Channel Tunnel Rail
Link, Woolwich Arsenal and the occupied royal palaces.
As the former Planning and Development Director for London and SouthEast England at English Heritage, he has published best practice and national
guidance on a whole range of heritage issues from tall buildings and heritage at
risk to the public realm and the management of conservation areas. He wrote
the pioneering Streets for All: A Guide to the Management of London’s Streets,
which formed a model for national best practice, and chaired the Signs and
Environment Working Group for the Department of Transport’s Traffic Signs
Review.
A best-selling author of seven major books on architectural and social history
in Britain and overseas, he has provided heritage and planning advice to state
authorities in India and Brazil and is currently advising the government of
Myanmar (formerly Burma) on a conservation-led regeneration strategy for
Yangon.
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Introduction

Regent’s Park: Streetscape: A Special Precinct has been commissioned by the
Crown Estate Paving Commission (CEPC) from Philip Davies (Heritage and
Planning) Ltd. It is one of a number of documents setting out advice and
guidance for the improved management of the Park. It should be read in
conjunction with A Total Work of Architectural and Landscape Art: A Vision
for The Regent’s Park, prepared by Todd Longstaffe-Gowan Ltd and The Parks
Agency, which provides complementary advice on the management of the
gardens and landscape.
The purpose of both reports is to inform a new strategic approach to the work
of the CEPC based on a detailed understanding of the outstanding architectural
and historical significance of Regent’s Park and to facilitate a more integrated
approach to its future management by all interested parties.
In the interests of consistency, both documents use a similar terminology. The
Park refers to the entire area within the original Park gates, while the park refers
to the public parkland area at the centre.
In 1824 the CEPC was charged with a statutory role for the long-term
stewardship of John Nash’s inspirational vision with specific responsibility for
maintaining the roads and sewers and the uniform appearance of the streets
and terraces, including advertisements and signs. Almost two hundred years
later, it still performs the same functions. It continues to play a crucial role in
ensuring that Nash’s spectacular legacy is preserved and enhanced for current
and future generations.

John Nash 1752-1835 : The architect of the
vision
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Executive Summary
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• Regent’s Park is a major component of the most important town planning
exercise ever carried out in central London.
• It is a heritage asset of international significance. The entire composition
including the buildings, the streetscape, the historic street furniture, the
gardens and the park is of outstanding architectural and historic interest.
Its phased repair and restoration since the Second World War is the most
extensive example of area-based conservation in Britain.
• Responsibility for its stewardship is divided between several different
agencies. This has contributed to the erosion of its unity and integrity as a
total work of architectural and landscape art.
• This report recommends that the Park should be treated holistically as a
Special Precinct of Outstanding Architectural and Historic Interest with the
same standards of presentation and integrated townscape management
as other special historic precincts in London, such as Kensington Palace
Gardens, the Inns of Court, or Hampstead Garden Suburb.

ﬁ

• Guidance is set out for the co-ordinated management of the public realm by
all interested parties and for addressing current threats and challenges in line
with best practice, in particular, traf c management.
• The report recommends that the designation of the entire Park as a Special
Precinct should be accompanied by specific measures to restore its original
unity and integrity, in particular, making the entire Park a Pedestrian
Priority Area with a 20 mph speed limit using established traditional design
devices already found in the area to calm all traffic, including cycling, while
improving safety and the character of the wider streetscape.
• Opportunities and priorities for key environmental improvements are
highlighted.

Left: Chester Terrace

5
Regent’s Park: Streetscape

Stewardship

Regent’s Park is a heritage asset of outstanding importance to the cultural
history of London, Britain and Europe. Although it is not designated as a World
Heritage Site, architecturally, historically and culturally it is of outstanding
international significance. It warrants the highest standards of care and
conservation, but responsibility for managing change across the Park is divided
between a number of independent bodies.
The very existence of the CEPC as a unique independent statutory body reflects
the importance which the Crown placed on sustaining a uniform standard of
appearance and maintenance for both the buildings and the streetscape along
Nash’s entire composition from Carlton House to Regent’s Park. The CEPC
continues to play a key role in maintaining Nash’s original design concept for the
benefit of the nation’s heritage.
The CEPC is primarily responsible for the repair and cleansing of the
carriageways and footways, and the maintenance of the communal garden
areas around the perimeter terraces. The Crown Estate is responsible for the
control of works to the buildings, while Royal Parks is the custodian of the public
park. In addition, responsibility for planning and statutory regulation is divided.
The western side of the Park falls within the City of Westminster, while the
eastern part lies within the Borough of Camden.
These interlocking responsibilities are not always easy to discern. Each is subject
to its own guidance and policies. Whilst generally there is a broad congruence
of objectives, there has been little opportunity to share and agree overarching
principles and practices for managing change, or for the enlightened long-term
stewardship, which such an outstanding heritage asset demands. Over time this
lack of co-ordination has led to a fragmented approach to the management of
the Park, eroding the clarity and integrity of John Nash’s original vision of an
integrated whole.

6

The responsibilites of the Crown Estate Paving
Commission
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A Future for the Past

Cumberland Terrace - the palatial central portico

Regent’s Park is a remarkable survival of the greatest town planning exercise in
the history of central London. It is the totality that is important – the product
of the genius of John Nash. The buildings, the park, the landscape, the subtle
vistas, the views both within and beyond the park, the broad roads, the historic
streetscape, the paving and the street furniture all coalesce to form a seamless
picturesque whole. Everything is infused with an underlying sense of visual order
and hierarchy – from the greatest to the smallest elements.
However, unlike the Inns of Court, for instance, where responsibility is vested
in a single body, at Regent’s Park responsibility for the long-term stewardship
of the streetscape and for managing change is divided. This has led to a
fragmented approach to its conservation and management, which is in danger
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of eroding the very qualities which make it such an internationally-renowned
heritage asset.
In future, it is vital that a more integrated approach is adopted with all parties
working together to a common vision based on a full understanding of its
outstanding heritage significance. This aspiration was set out very clearly in the
Royal Parks Review Group report completed in 1996.
Risks
While works to the buildings are managed to the highest standards by leasehold
controls exercised by the Crown Estate, and complementary statutory listed
building controls are exercised by the two local planning authorities, the spaces
between the buildings do not enjoy the same level of statutory protection. They
are vulnerable to well-meaning, but misguided change, therefore it is crucial
that there is clarity and certainty about the standards which should apply to their
management.
There are several current risks and challenges to the streetscape. These pose a
palpable threat to its long-term conservation as a coherent entity of international
importance, in particular:
• fragmented management regimes between the different bodies responsible
for the component parts of the Park.
• standard traffic management measures and misguided interventions, which
harm the unique character of the historic streetscape.
• routine maintenance and management decisions which disregard established
traditional forms, standards and practices.
• the erosion or loss of key views within the Park and beyond by later planting
obscuring an integral element of Nash’s original design.
• changing patterns of movement which threaten the Park as a place of quiet
repose, including increasing traffic volumes, speeding sports cyclists and
varying pedestrian flows.
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A Future for the Past

Objectives
The primary purpose of this document is to draw together more closely the aims
of the principal management bodies by setting out detailed guidance for the
future management of the spaces between the buildings, which all parties can
adopt as the first step in improving co-ordination between them.
As a starting point, the CEPC has commissioned this streetscape report to help
guide its own activities, but the principles set out apply across the entire park
beyond. They should be adopted by all parties including the City of Westminster
and Camden Councils, Royal Parks and Transport for London.
The aim is to draw the residents, the institutions, the commercial occupiers
and the key interested parties together around a common vision for managing
change, which enhances its outstanding heritage significance. The goal is to
ensure that cumulatively all individual decisions reinforce rather than erode local
distinctiveness.
The aims are threefold:
• to promote better understanding of Nash’s original vision and the importance
of conserving and enhancing it for future generations.
• to set out for universal adoption common principles for the effective
conservation, management and enhancement of the historic streetscape to
the highest standards.
• to achieve better co-ordination between the activities of the various agencies
responsible for the conservation, management and enhancement of the area.

Left: Historic photograph of Kent Terrace
Below left: Kent Terrace today
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The Original Vision

Once, and only once, has a great plan for London, affecting the development
of the capital as a whole, been projected and carried to completion (Sir John
Summerson, Georgian London, 1962)
John Nash (1752-1834) had a greater influence on London than any other
architect in its history including Sir Christopher Wren. His work at Regent’s Park
forms an integral part of the greatest town planning exercise ever carried out in
central London. The spectacular metropolitan improvements carried out during
the Regency period under the guiding genius of John Nash transformed the
physical and social geography of London forever.
A grand new spine – Regent Street - was cut through the heart of the West End
linking the Prince Regent’s residence at Carlton House via Portland Place to a
whole new quarter of London, which arose around Regent’s Park. Impelled by
the Prince Regent’s desire for a capital so splendid that it would rival and eclipse
Paris, over a twenty year period Nash presided over the entire exercise including
the creation of Trafalgar Square and the West Strand improvements.
At Regent’s Park, the main framework of the Inner and Outer Circles was
begun in 1811. The Tyburn was channelled into an ornamental lake to form
the central feature of a new park, which was laid out as a picturesque vision
of rus in urbe - countryside in the town. Sumptuous detached villas set in their
own gardens formed an integral part of a wider Arcadian landscape. This was
surrounded by palatial terraces iced in stucco, where individual houses were
subordinated to the greater whole in a progressive sequence of magnificent
unified compositions.
The first houses were begun in 1812 at the junction of Portland Place and
Marylebone Road forming the southern arc of a great circus – now Park
Crescent. The northern arc was omitted and replaced by a modified scheme
creating Park Square in 1823-25.
The construction of the perimeter terraces took place over a period of eight
years. Nash worked closely in partnership with Decimus Burton and his father,
the developer James Burton. Cornwall Terrace was begun in 1820 followed
by Sussex Place, designed with fashionable Oriental cupolas influenced by the
Brighton Pavilion, then Hanover Terrace and York Terrace East and West, the
latter in the form of two symmetrical blocks flanking York Gate.

12

Nash’s visionary plan for Regent Street 1814
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The Original Vision

York Gate and vista of St Marylebone Church

At the centre, at York Gate, the impressive axial vista of St Marylebone Church
formed a grand central entrance to the park from the south. Clarence Terrace
and St Andrews Place followed in 1822, followed by Ulster Terrace in 1824 and
Cambridge Terrace in 1825, but by far the most palatial buildings arose on the
eastern edge of the park.
At Chester Gate and Terrace, completed in 1825-26, three magnificent
Corinthian porticos and triumphal arches articulated a vast length of houses into
a magisterial whole. A year later Cumberland Terrace and Place followed, built to
an imperial scale with thirty-one houses grouped into three huge blocks linked
by arches which provided access to the mews beyond. Opposite, a grand royal
pavilion was planned for the Prince Regent, but never built. The perimeter was
completed by Kent Terrace and Gloucester Gate in 1827.
Of the twenty-six villas planned, only eight were ever completed as picturesque
buildings. These were intended to be seen only in carefully-planned romantic
glimpses through trim gardens of lawns and shrubs set in a picturesque park
landscape. Views both within and beyond the park were composed and
landscaped to reinforce an Arcadian vision, unparalleled in London. The terraces,
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Cumberland Terrace

the planting between them, and the facing Park Ride, or Outer Circle, were
designed to convey the spatial illusion of a sequence of grand classical palaces
with total unity between the architecture and the landscape.
Complementing the spectacular terraces and picturesque garden villas were a
number of other major buildings including the Colosseum (demolished in 1875,
and now occupied by Cambridge Gate), which contained a painted panorama of
London looking down from the dome of St Paul’s; the Diorama, in Park Square
East, with a revolving circular auditorium with views of painted scenes; the
Royal Hospital of St Katharine in collegiate Tudor Gothic style; and three major
London institutions – the Zoological Society, the Royal Botanical Society and the
Toxopholite Archery and Skating Club.
After a troubled history involving years of litigation, Nash personally financed
and drove forward the construction of the Regent’s Canal in a great loop around
the northern and eastern edges of the park to link the Grand Junction Canal at
Paddington with the Thames at Limehouse. It was completed in 1820. Ten years
later the old hay market at St James’s in the heart of the West End was relocated
to Cumberland Basin (in-filled in the 1940s).
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The Original Vision

In 1824, in another speculative venture, Nash leased the remaining land along
the canal banks and built Park Village East and West - a charming enclave
of detached and semi-detached cottages set around a winding road, which
provided a prototype for the later suburban development of London.

Above: Tower House, Park Village West

The public realm of the entire development – its streets, paving, lighting and
landscape – was laid out to a common standard using the best quality materials
available at the time. From its inception the Crown was determined to ensure a
high, continuing, uniform standard of maintenance for both the buildings and
the spaces between them.

Top right: Park Village East and Regent’s Canal

In order to sustain the quality of its public realm in perpetuity, on its substantive
completion in 1824, responsibility for the maintenance of the roads and sewers
was passed to the newly-established Crown Estate Paving Commission rather
than the local vestries. It still carries out the same functions today, and, as a
result, the public realm it maintains is of national importance and among the
finest survivals of the period in Britain. It warrants the same degree of sensitive
care and conservation as the fabric of the historic buildings which enclose it.
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Statute plan of the public realm, 1850
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Restoring the Vision:
A Special Precinct

Rightfully, the entire Park should be treated as a Special Precinct of Outstanding
Heritage Significance where the highest standards of integrated townscape
management apply. It should be managed to the same standard as other similar
special historic precincts in London such as Kensington Palace Gardens, which
is also managed by the Crown Estate; the Inns of Court; The Mall; and some
private suburban developments of high quality, such the Dulwich College Estate,
Hampstead Garden Suburb, or the Rookfield Estate in Muswell Hill.
In each of these historic areas best practice prevails. With care, sensitivity and
a detailed understanding of context, traditional solutions can be applied to
address current problems successfully. Inappropriate and intrusive standard
traffic management measures have been resisted. Painstaking attention to
historic detail has minimised visual clutter and reinforced local distinctiveness
whilst simultaneously managing the competing demands of various road users.
Sensitive management based on clear design principles and a detailed
understanding of the significance of the area can ensure that cumulatively all
decisions reinforce rather than erode its character and quality. Careful repair
and restoration can not only regain the quality of the overall environment for
residents and visitors, but also sustain and enhance the capital value of the
individual properties and recover the international heritage significance of the
area.
The section on Traffic Management below sets out how this could be achieved
at Regent’s Park. However, before considering how such measures can be
applied in practice, it is essential to understand the character and significance
of the existing historic streetscape and how this contributes to the unique local
context.
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Historic Precincts:
Top left: Kensington Palace Gardens
Top middle: The Mall
Top right: Gray’s Inn
Left: The Rookfield Estate
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Heritage Significance

York Gate - east side showing bomb damage
1941

Regent’s Park is the jewel in the crown of London’s heritage and an asset of
outstanding architectural and historic interest. As the most important and visionary
exercise in town planning ever carried out in central London, it is of international
significance.
At the end of the Second World War the park and the buildings were in a deplorable
condition. Many of the terraces had been damaged severely by bombing, long-term
neglect and minimal maintenance. In 1947 the government appointed a committee
chaired by Lord Gorell to consider their fate. It is a measure of their national
significance that their future was determined by the Cabinet and the casting vote
of the Prime Minister Clement Attlee. It was resolved that they should be restored
systematically to their original state.
The phased restoration and refurbishment of the original terraces and their garden
areas over the past 60 years is one of the most ambitious and successful exercises in
area-based conservation ever undertaken in Britain. In global terms it is comparable
in scale and importance to the restoration and reconstruction of St Petersburg,
Munich and Warsaw following war damage. In addition to its outstanding intrinsic
significance, as a pioneering exercise in area conservation, it is of major international
cultural significance.
Elsewhere in London, the only other comparable example is the Inns of Court,
a special private precinct, where extensive reconstruction of the buildings and
streetscape also took place after the Second World War, although not to such a high
quality.

20

Park Crescent bomb damage 1941

Park Crescent restored
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Heritage Significance

Conservation Principles
When dealing with any heritage asset, it is vital to understand the value and
significance of what is there before deciding how to change it, otherwise one
might inadvertently harm the very qualities one is trying to conserve. The starting
point is understanding.
Historic England’s Conservation Principles offer a conceptual framework for
developing understanding and for analyzing significance by identifying four
broad types of heritage value that an asset might hold. These offer a nationallyrecognised methodology for analyzing significance with some degree of
objectivity.
Significance is a generic term which embraces all the qualities that coalesce to
make a heritage asset. It is the value of the heritage asset to current and future
generations because of its heritage interest. There are four broad types of value
that an asset might hold – evidential, historical, aesthetic and communal.
When assessed against these interrelated values, Regent’s Park as an entity
scores as outstanding in every category, as does its public realm.
Evidential value derives from the potential of a place to yield evidence about
past human activity. Physical remains are a primary source of evidence about the
past.
At Regent’s Park there is multiple evidential value. It is:
• the only example of a great plan for London which has been carried to
completion.
• the most important expression of the Picturesque movement in architecture
and landscape in London.
• a rare archaeological resource; the surviving original fabric, street furniture
and landscape provide a unique insight into the past.
• the most important example of post-war area conservation in Britain.

22

Evidential Value:
Top: Regent’s Park as completed
Bottom: Outer Circle - parish boundary markers
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Heritage Significance

Historical value derives from the way in which past people, events and aspects
of life can be connected through a place to the present. It can be illustrative,
by providing insights into past communities and their activities through shared
experience of a place, or associative, for instance, with a notable person, event
or movement. The historical value of a place depends a lot on direct experience
of the fabric or landscape, which has survived from the past.
At Regent’s Park, there is multiple historical value. It is:
• a unique example of early nineteenth century town planning of international
importance.
• the largest and most significant development by John Nash, one of the
most important architects of the nineteenth century.
• the most important example of post-war area conservation in Britain.
• the residence of some of the most important historical figures of the
nineteenth and twentieth century.
Historical Value:
Right: Gloucester Gate - the Matilda drinking
fountain
Far right top: Park Crescent - double cattle
trough
Far right: Memorial plaques
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Heritage Signficance

Aesthetic value derives from the ways in which people draw intellectual
stimulation from a place. In the case of Regent’s Park, this is very much drawn
from the overall vision and conscious design of the entire composition – the
planned layout, the vistas, the buildings, the spaces between them and the
picturesque park landscape. It is the totality which is important.

Aesthetic Value:
Below: Chester Terrace - monumental entrance
arch
Top right: Sussex Place
Bottom right: Chester Gate

At Regent’s Park, there is multiple aesthetic value. It is:
• the product of the vision of one of Britain’s most important architects.
• an historic environment of outstanding quality integrating the buildings, the
landscape and streetscape into a unified whole.
• a remarkable survival of an area with broad uncluttered streets and minimal
interventions, which form an integral part of the character of the area and its
wider landscape setting.
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Communal value derives from the meaning of the place for people who relate
to it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory. Such values
might be commemorative, symbolic, social or spiritual.
At Regent’s Park, there is multiple communal value. It is:
• a highly-valued historic landscape for Londoners, visitors and residents of all
ages and backgrounds.
• an outstanding historic residential environment for those that live there.
• a major multi-functional resource for a wide variety of diverse local, national
and international communities including ZSL London Zoo, London Central
Mosque, Regent’s Park Open Air Theatre, London Business School, The
Regent’s University London and the residence of the U.S. Ambassador in
London.

Communal Value:
Below left: ZSL London Zoo

Conservation Principles provide a framework for thought about why a place
is important. It is an aid to decision making. By applying the principles above,
it is clear that in every category of values, Regent’s Park is of outstanding
significance. It warrants the utmost care and sensitivity when managing change
in order to maintain and, wherever possible, reinforce the qualities which make
it special.

Below middle: Park Road - The London Central
Mosque
Below right: Regent’s Park, a place for people
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Heritage Significance

Designations
The heritage significance of Regent’s Park is reflected in the multiplicity of the
statutory designations which have been applied to it. Although local authority
responsibility is divided between the City of Westminster and Camden Council,
the Park and much of the wider surrounding area is a conservation area
designated in 1969 and subsequently extended on several occasions. In turn, this
is complemented by a number of circumjacent conservation area designations.
Conservation area designation means that, when assessing any proposals,
including highways works, local authorities are required to give special attention
to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of the
area. It is common practice to interpret ‘enhancing’ as reinforcing the qualities
which warranted the original designation.
There are over three hundred listed buildings within the conservation area
including the perimeter terraces and individual villas, as well as other buildings
and structures such as gates, gate piers, lamp posts, railings, statues, animal
houses and bridges. The perimeter terraces, St Marylebone Parish Church, York
Gate, the original villas and the famous Penguin Pool in the Zoo are all listed
grade I. There are twenty-two grade II* listed buildings including Kent Terrace,
The Holme and St John’s Lodge.
The central parkland is included in Historic England’s Register of Parks and
Gardens of Special Historic Interest in England at grade I. The park is also
Metropolitan Open Land and a site of Metropolitan Importance for Nature
Conservation. There are also numerous local designations.
In addition to the statutory and non-statutory designations which apply,
government advice has reiterated the need for local highway and planning
authorities to take great care to avoid or minimise impacts on the various
elements of the historic environment and their settings.

28

Gloucester Gate - part of a picturesque
landscape of international significance
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Ground Surfaces

The modern Danish sidewalk becomes a veritable sample collection of paving
materials, not to be compared with the pavements of more civilised eras, which
are pleasing to the eye and comfortable underfoot. The Londoner calls his
sidewalk the ‘pavement’, and a more cultivated example of paving can hardly be
found. (Steen Eiler Rasmussen, Experiencing Architecture, 1957)
Ground surfaces form a vital component of the street scene. Historically, the
term paving embraces all elements of the street surface, including the footways,
kerbs, kerbside channels or gutters, verges and carriageways.
Once London was renowned internationally for the quality of its paved
footways. Subsequently, more recent paving schemes have destroyed this
established, unifying character. Small block materials in discordant patterns
and sizes laid with arbitrary rhythms unrelated to the wider townscape have
fractured the subtle relationships, which once existed. In addition, all too often,
the uncluttered, open aspect of the carriageway has been compromised by illconsidered traffic calming measures and misguided interventions, which have
fragmented the unity of the overall streetscape.
Although unfortunate things have occurred in many historic places, owing to
the unique role and functions of the CEPC this has generally not happened
in Regent’s Park. The quality of the spaces between the buildings has been
conserved and managed carefully. Large areas of the original ground surfaces
have survived, primarily York stone footways, and in many mews and kerbside
channels, historic granite setts.
In Regent’s Park the relationship between the footways, the carriageways, the
landscaped spaces between the buildings, and the park was planned with great
care and sensitivity to create a unified picturesque whole. This forms an integral
part of the overall composition and makes a major contribution to the character
and appearance of the entire area.
It is extremely rare for such subtle, planned relationships to have survived largely
unaltered, so it is essential to understand their relative significance if they are to
be conserved properly, and to avoid inappropriate, misguided interventions.
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Left: Outer Circle with Sussex Place beyond outstanding historic streetscape
Below left: Original layout of Sussex Place
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Ground Surfaces

Carriageways
Historically, a variety of materials were used for carriageway surfacing. In the
early-mid nineteenth century in many suburban and outlying areas, carriageways
of hoggin or rammed earth were common. Often these were covered later in a
variety of different materials including cobbles, setts, macadam, tarmacadam,
asphalt, wood block, and even rubber and cork. By 1815 John Macadam had
perfected his system of road surfacing using a layer of carefully-graded small
crushed stones mixed with soil. This was durable, easily-laid and quiet. Its use
was commonplace on many of London’s principal roads. Later, with the advent
of motor vehicles, often these were bound with tar to create a more stable and
less dusty surface.
With the opening of the new London Docks in 1802, a common alternative was
the granite sett imported from Scotland, particularly for surfaces carrying heavy
traffic. They provided a robust, if noisy, finish, but one capable of withstanding
the noxious waste products of horse-drawn transport, and also better traction
on steep slopes. Other carriageways were laid with wood blocks scored for
grip, which offered a quieter surface for iron-edged carriage wheels. Extensive
experiments were made using various different woods, including deal and
imported Australian hardwoods, which offered better durability and less splash
back. Often these too were tarred. However, gradually wood block fell out of
favour, partly because of its limited compressional strength and the expense of
laying it, and partly because of the public health risk arising from its capacity to
absorb noxious equine fluids.
By the early twentieth century asphalt was more popular, as it provided
a smooth ride for the solid rubber tyres used by early motor vehicles.
Bartholomew’s 1910 Road Surface Map of London shows that by then most of
the roads in the Park were laid with macadam. Albany Street was surfaced with
setts at the southern end and wood block beyond, adjacent to the barracks.
Pedestrian crossings were surfaced in large granite setts to provide a clean,
smooth passage for people across the dirty carriageways without soiling their
clothes. Many of these remain and provide a useful design precedent for
addressing current challenges. Similarly kerbside channels were lined with
granite setts to provide a hard surface for water discharge. Today most of the
principal carriageways are surfaced in tarmacadam, while many mews retain
their original granite setts.
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The carriageways are an integral part of Nash’s
original composition
Left: Hanover Terrace, Charles Alston Collins,
c1835
Right: Hanover Terrace today

Bartholomew’s 1910 Road Surface Map of
London
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Ground Surfaces

Current Issues
Streets are places in their own right and not just routes from A to B. They are an
essential part of the wider public realm. They need to be functional and robust,
but also to reflect their purpose and location.
One of the defining characteristics of Regent’s Park is that the Outer and Inner
Circles can still be discerned as essentially park drives through a picturesque
park landscape rather than as urban streets. The fragmentation of management
responsibilities between the various different management bodies has eroded
this perception by visually separating the roads from the central parkland.
There is a distinct hierarchy to the road network within the Park. The Inner and
Outer Circles provide the primary means of circulation, the secondary roads
provide a separate tier offering access to the terraces for residents, while the rear
mews form a third tier for servicing, garages and parking, as well as for staff and
some private accommodation.
The surface treatment of the carriageways forms an important component of
wider traffic management issues across the Park more generally, and it needs to
be assessed and treated as such. It can have a major bearing on driver behaviour
by emphasizing that the entire Park is a special precinct differentiated from the
surrounding public road network, and a place where special provisions apply.
For these reasons, it is recommended that all the primary and secondary
carriageways should be surfaced in red tarmac, similar to the Inner Circle. This
would complement the recommendations for speed restrictions and traffic
calming set out in the section on Traffic Management below, and confer a clear
sense of unity to the entire Park.
Kerbside channels lined with granite setts are part of the original construction of
the carriageways, and reinforce the linear geometry of the street. They should
be repaired carefully and, where missing, extended across the estate. Some have
raised front edges, which provides a useful historical precedent for deterring
vehicles from parking too close to the kerbside and damaging lamp columns and
lanterns.
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The linear geometry of the streets is a vital component of the original historic
character of the area. For this reason, proposals for build-outs, pavement nibs,
and carriageway widening to facilitate parking should be resisted firmly.
Road markings to regulate traffic should be reduced to an absolute minimum
and be as unobtrusive as possible. Yellow lines can be restricted to 50mm rather
than 100mm wide using muted shades of yellow.
Coloured surfaces to delineate cycle lanes, or other restrictions, are highly
obtrusive and if used in the Park would fragment the visually uncluttered,
open aspect of the carriageways and harm the carefully-composed relationship
between the terraces, the carriage drives and the park, to the detriment
of Nash’s original picturesque vision. They should not be permitted. Safety
provisions for all road users can be met by speed restrictions and other
integrated management measures for all traffic through the area.
In mews, generally the standard treatment should be to retain, and where
necessary, reinstate granite sett surfaces. Where gravel survives, as at St
Katharine’s Precinct, this should also be retained and, when necessary, carefully
repaired, using matching materials.
There is a hierarchy of streetscape, ranging from fine original historic surfaces,
through more recent interventions of high quality, such as Peto Place and
Chester Close North and South designed by Louis de Soissons, to more
unprepossessing areas, such as the redeveloped rear of Chester Terrace.
Where original historic surfaces survive, the decision to repair or restore will be
straightforward, but in some areas where later interventions have taken place,
care will be needed to assess the relative importance of newer designs and how
far they should be protected. Some, such as Peto Place and Chester Close North,
have a clear integrity which needs to be respected and the design maintained.
In more utilitarian places, such as the long unremitting stretch of carriageway
behind Chester Terrace, there is no architectural or townscape value and
therefore substantial scope for improvement.
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Chester Close North - well-designed public
realm between Chester Terrace and Albany
Street

Right: Hanover Terrace Mews - granite sett
channel laid in bitumen
Far right: Chester Terrace Rear - opportunity
for enhancement
Opposite page: Peto Place - good quality later
surface
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Top: Kent Terrace - red tarmac reinforces local
identity
Bottom: Cornwall Terrace Mews

Principles:
• Retain, restore and extend all historic carriageway surfaces and
kerbside channels.
• Retain the linear geometry of the streets and resist proposals for
build-outs, pavement nibs and carriageway widening for parking
purposes.
• Maintain the open aspect of the street and reinforce the character
of the Inner and Outer Circles as carriage drives through open
parkland.
• Resurface all principal and secondary carriageways in red tarmac to
delineate Regent’s Park as a special precinct as part of an integrated
programme of traffic management.
• Resist the provision of separate cycle lanes and associated signs and
accommodate cyclists’ needs as part of a wider integrated traffic
management plan.
• Reduce all road markings to the statutory minimum to comply with
current regulations.
• Reduce yellow lines to 50mm wide and use an alternative muted
shade.
• Respect and maintain traditional and later surface designs of high
quality in mews and surviving areas of gravel surface dressing.
• Enhance mews of no significance using the established palette of
traditional materials and laying patterns found in the area.
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Footways
In the nineteenth century a variety of materials were deployed for the paving
of the footways as well as the carriageways. In suburban and outlying districts
many remained unmade with surfaces of rammed earth or hoggin. In inner
London and more fashionable districts, footways of interlocking rectangular
stone slabs were used with materials imported from the north of England or
Scotland via the new canal systems and docks, and later via the railways. In the
early part of the twentieth century, increasingly mass-produced aggregate-faced
concrete slabs of a similar size and pattern were deployed.
The rectangular proportions of the slabs echoed the proportional system of
Imperial measures used both on the buildings and in the laying out of the area.
Thus each individual element formed part of a hierarchy linking the size and
proportion of a whole house to the size and proportion of a windowpane or
paving slab. This conferred an underlying sense of visual order and harmony
creating a unified whole.
In Regent’s Park both traditions can be found. York stone was laid around
the residential terraces to create a high-quality durable paved surface, while
the entire Inner Circle, the inner, parkside perimeter of the Outer Circle,
and substantial sections of the outer edge of the Outer Circle from Hanover
Gate to Gloucester Gate were finished more simply, probably originally with
rammed earth or hoggin, and later covered with tarmac. These sections connect
seamlessly to the network of tarmac paths in the park, the surfaces of which
are being dressed in phases in 6mm golden gravel. The carriageway of St
Katharine’s Precinct and some garden areas retain attractive gravel surfaces,
which require careful sensitive repair. This historic fabric is of great heritage
significance and comprises some of the most important nineteenth century
streetscape in London. These areas not only need to be recorded and conserved
carefully for their intrinsic merit, but also provide a framework and discipline,
which should guide and inform future change.
Footway paving forms the foreground setting for the listed buildings, boundary
walls, railings and garden areas. Visually it provides a plinth on which the
buildings are set. It also accentuates the horizontal linear geometry and visual
continuity of the street, often reinforced by kerbside channels laid with original
granite setts. In addition, many mews retain their original carriageway surfaces
of granite setts.

Park Crescent - subtle proportional relationships
confer visual unity
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Historic Paving
Many of the perimeter terraces retain their original York stone footways
and granite kerbs and channels. This treatment extends to the Outer Circle,
where substantial stretches survive between sections where a variety of later
replacement materials have been used.
Some mews surfaces retain their original historic granite setts, which have been
laid with great care. In Cumberland Terrace North Mews, for instance, the steep
slope has been laid with small angled setts to enable horses hooves to secure a
firm grip; an exceptionally rare survival in London, but this has been marred by
poor quality repairs.
A handful of traditional vehicle crossovers laid with granite setts also survive,
together with numerous lengths of kerbside channels to the carriageways.
All these historic elements are a crucial part of the heritage of the Park and
should be retained or, where damaged, repaired. Where necessary, expert
conservation advice should be sought before repairs are carried out. They
provide a clear palette of materials and design details which should be used to
guide decision-making and address current challenges.
Coal hole covers, or opercula, in a wide variety of designs, were designed to
enable coal to be delivered directly from carts into the front basement vaults
of the houses. They are an important aspect of their special interest as historic
buildings, and the historical and evidential value of both the houses and the
street. For these reasons, they should always be retained, or when paving is
being re-laid or renewed, reinstated in their original positions. The apertures
beneath can be sealed to ensure that the basement vault remains watertight.
Principles:
• Seek expert advice before carrying out repaving works or repairs in
areas with historic ground surfaces.
• Record, retain and restore historic surfaces and surviving historic
features such as coal hole covers.
• Retain or reuse original granite kerbs, stone paving and setts.
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Gloucester Gate - traditional vehicle crossover

• Use established designs and materials to provide traditional solutions
to new problems.
• Retrieve or reinstate missing elements or lost surfaces to match the
existing original materials and designs.
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Above left & middle: Chester Place and
Cumberland Terrace - historic York stone paving
with coal hole covers
Above right: St. Katharine’s Precinct - traditional
gravel surface
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Top left: Park Square East - masons mark
Top middle: Cambridge Gate - historic
pedestrian crossing
Top right: Poor quality repairs
Middle left: Cumberland Terrace North Mews rare surviving angled setts
Middle right: Coal hole covers reinforce local
identity
Left: Park Square Mews - surviving historic
paving
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New Paving
The same degree of care and workmanship is needed for the design and
laying of new paving as is required for the repair and conservation of the listed
buildings and other historic elements which adjoin them.
Given the outstanding heritage significance of the Park, it is vital to invest in
high-quality solutions based on a coherent long-term vision for the overall
estate.
When selecting materials, sustainable accounting solutions should be used
based on whole-life costing. Traditional natural materials, such as York stone
and granite setts, may be more expensive initially, but they are more sustainable
and offer much better value for money. They are durable, improve with age and
can be turned over for later re-use, or recycled.
By contrast, short-life, artificial materials are incompatible with the traditional
natural materials, which give the Park its unique and distinctive character. They
detract from its unified character and require more regular replacement and
greater energy consumption. They are wasteful, deteriorate with age and are
unsustainable.
Where new paving works are envisaged to areas which have lost their original
surface materials, the presumption should be to reinstate them to match the
original finishes in respect of materials, colour, texture, bonding, laying patterns,
and joint widths.
On the footways around and in front of the terraces, the standard treatment
should be either second-hand, or lightly riven, York stone edged with the
original granite kerbs to complement the character and texture of the surviving
original surfaces. Care should be taken to follow established historic laying
patterns. Sometimes random variable-coursed stone slabs are aligned with
building entrances and this pattern will need to be maintained. As a general rule
slabs should be laid in a staggered or interlocking bond using predominantly
900 x 600mm units or larger.
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Top: New paving needs to be laid with skill and
care
Bottom left: Neat 10mm joints
Bottom right: Cumberland Terrace - poor quality
repairs

45
Regent’s Park: Streetscape

Ground Surfaces

Where there are inspection covers or service hatches in the footway, new
paving should be cut and inset within the cover or hatch to minimise their visual
intrusion and create a seamless, uninterrupted neutral surface.
Where York stone is used, it should be repointed or laid with flush, not struck
joints no wider than 10mm. Where older existing stone is re-used, the joints
should be as tight as possible and great care taken to avoid mortar stains on the
slab surface.
Corner details and dropped kerbs can pose particular problems. They require
careful handling and laying by experienced paving specialists or masons. In
every case existing historic precedents in the area should be studied and, where
appropriate, followed. Normally the original design of the existing footway
should be copied with angled slabs cut to the slopes and across inspection
covers and services.
All pedestrian footways with simple tarmac surfaces should be dressed with
6mm golden Breedon gravel rolled into a bituminous binder to provide a
continuous ribbon around the Inner Circle, and substantial sections of the Outer
Circle, to complement the phased programme of surface dressing for the paths
in the park.
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Top left: Inlaid inspection covers
Top right: Outer Circle - poor practice
Middle: Park Square Mews - historic paving laid
to dropped kerb

Bottom left: Cambridge Gate - crossing and
channel with dropped kerb
Bottom right: Park Square Mews - fne historic
details,
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In conservation areas and other sensitive heritage locations, it is common
practice to use tactile surfaces which blend rather than contrast with the
surrounding material. Therefore, where tactile paving is required, this should
be formed in York stone, or inset with brass studs, to blend with the adjacent
paved surface. In tarmac or gravel surfaces, blister studs or simpler standard
pre-cast units can be deployed to match the colour and texture of the adjacent
material.
Tactile paving should be confined solely to the dropped kerb and not extended
rearwards to the back edge of the footway. This is an established solution,
which is acceptable in historic areas of high townscape quality.

Top: York stone tactile paving
Bottom: Crude pre-cast modules
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Principles:
• Use whole-life costing to invest in quality solutions and materials
which reinforce the long term vision for the Park.
• Respect the existing subtle proportional relationships between the
buildings, the footways and the carriageway.
• Maintain the existing kerb line and setted channels to retain the linear
form and topography of the street.
• Avoid nibs, pavement build-outs and other crude interventions, which
destroy the linear geometry of the street.
• Respect established laying patterns. Use large rectangular 900 x
600mm York stone slabs as a universal standard laid in interlocking
or staggered patterns with the narrowest possible, flush pointed, not
struck joints.
• Avoid small modules and block paving laid in discordant patterns with
no established historical tradition in the area.
• Where there is a risk of damage from vehicle over-runs, strengthen
the affected area by using thicker slabs laid on a concrete base.
• Cut and lay paving across service hatches and inspection covers to
minimise their visual impact and to create a seamless foreground
setting for the listed buildings.
• Cut and lay corner details and dropped kerbs to follow established
local patterns.
• Lay tactile paving to match the adjacent material using York stone
modules, where necessary, or inset brass studs in accordance with
best practice in historic areas.
• Surface-dress existing tarmac footways with 6mm golden gravel rolled
into a bituminous binder to integrate seamlessly with the phased
treatment of footpaths in the park.
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Regent’s Park is renowned globally for the totality of its design in which the
buildings, the gardens, the streetscape and the park form a priceless holistic
composition of international significance.
In the absence of a coherent integrated management plan for the Park as a
whole, over time ad hoc decisions by the different bodies responsible for its
stewardship have eroded the unity of the whole. There is a severe risk that
pressures for new traffic management measures will undermine further the
particular qualities that make the area unique.
Over the past 80 years increasing volumes of traffic have detracted from the
original design concept and eroded the peace and quiet of the Park as a place of
repose. What were once intended to be sedate carriage drives through a public
park have been subsumed into London’s wider transport network harming the
qualities which make it special.
Standard design solutions have been introduced which are poorly related to the
character and appearance of the conservation area. New pressures have arisen
to provide better facilities for pedestrians, joggers, cycle route users and sports
cyclists alongside intrusive traffic calming measures to reduce traffic speeds and
flows through the Park as a whole. It is vital that an overall traffic management
strategy should be developed as a matter of urgency, as a crucial component of
a wider townscape management plan.

Right: Park Square East - the Park should be a
Pedestrian Priority Zone
Far right: Outer Circle - the broad carriageways
must remain uncluttered as integral part of the
Park landscape
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Implementing the Vision
A clear, shared vision is needed now, building on the recommendations of the
Royal Parks Review Group, to re-establish the integrity of the Park as a whole,
to which all major management bodies should subscribe. The Park should be redefined and treated as a Special Precinct of Outstanding Heritage Significance
to maintain the broad character of its streets with minimal interventions in the
highway.
Any traffic management measures should be designed to ensure that they fit
sensitively into the wider street scene as part of a seamless whole as though they
formed part of the original layout.
The primary emphasis should be on altering the perceptions of all who enter
the area. Drivers should defer to the space and other users and accept that they
enter as a privilege, not a right.
Elsewhere, or instance at Richmond Park, Greenwich Park or Bushy Park, low
speeds are the norm as drivers accept that they are in a public park rather than
the public highway. They adjust their behaviour accordingly. Cyclists should feel
safe without the need for special demarcated lanes or signs, but free to enjoy
the area as a whole, while pedestrians should have clear, accessible routes and
safe crossing points at junctions and gates without generating additional street
clutter. In line with the recommendations of the Royal Parks Review Group, the
entire Park should become a Pedestrian Priority Zone.
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This means:
• declaring Regent’s Park as a Special Precinct of Outstanding Heritage
Significance.
• differentiating the entire area from the surrounding public road network, and
accentuating its unique status as a Special Precinct, by reinstating the missing
original gates, or appropriate alternatives.
• designating the Park as a Pedestrian Priority Zone where drivers and cyclists
should defer to pedestrians.
• creating a single 20mph zone across the entire Park to minimise signs and
road markings.
• restoring the integrity of the Park as a place of quiet repose by reducing the
volume of through traffic and vehicle speeds.
• changing drivers’ perceptions of the Park by removing / reducing the
perimeter hedge to the park to restore the original concept of a carriage drive
through the Park rather than a segregated road.
• regulating vehicles, cycles and pedestrian traffic at the principal entry and exit
points.
• striking a better balance between the needs of different users - pedestrians,
cyclists, motorists, visitors and residents.
• resurfacing the carriageways in red tarmac, and the tarmac footways with a
surface dressing of 6mm golden gravel laid in a bituminous binder.
• maintaining the broad width of the existing carriageways without build-outs
or major interventions.
• minimising interventions into the carriageway and ensuring that any new
traffic calming measures enhance rather than diminish the character of the
area by using traditional features, elements and materials already established
in the area.
• using specialist urban design and architectural expertise to ensure that the
design of any new device or intervention is integrated fully into the wider
streetscape.
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Principles:
• Adopt an holistic approach.
• Reinforce the concept of a Special Precinct.
• Understand the historic townscape context.
• Avoid build-outs and obtrusive speed tables.
• Resist proposals for carriageway widening for parking.
• Maintain full-width the broad open aspect of the street.
• Respect and reinforce local character.
• Minimise road markings.
• Reduce all signs to a minimum and, wherever possible, locate these on
existing street furniture or adjacent boundary walls and railings.
• Eliminate dedicated lanes and avoid different colour surfaces.

Pedestrians should have priority over all other
road users
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Pedestrian Measures
At key junctions and gates there is scope to improve pedestrian safety by using
traditional expedients to address contemporary challenges.
Established traditional models of pedestrian crossings laid with large granite setts
already exist in the area, for instance at Cambridge Gate. These can be copied
and adapted to meet pedestrian needs and traffic calming requirements while
simultaneously reinforcing local identity. They should be used as the standard
model for the entire Park and its approaches.
Where necessary, the outer edges or intermediate courses can be raised to
provide effective rumble strips to calm all traffic. In addition traditional cart
tracks can be used to provide smooth sections within the overall design.
The approaches to the crossing can be enhanced by dropped kerbs and carefully
cut paving. Bollards are unnecessary to protect the footway as a change of level
is maintained.
It is essential to maintain the broad open aspect of the street and avoid buildouts and vertical deflections such as full-height speed tables.
In the wholly exceptional circumstance that an overriding case has been made
for a vertical intervention, a half-height table should be deployed raising the
table to only half the depth of the kerb to avoid impairing the continuous line
of the street. This subtle approach is preferable to full-height, standard speed
tables, which are visually intrusive and harm the seamless linear geometry of the
street. The half-height table should have chamfered edges to retain the existing
kerbside channels as per the existing table in Park Square East. At junctions the
raised half-level can be taken across the entire junction between the perimeter
foot crossings and surfaced either in tarmac or, if additional calming is required,
in setts.
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Top left: Cambridge Gate - the traditional
model for all future crossings
Top right: Rookfield Estate, Muswell Hill variation with cart tracks
Bottom: Outer Circle - existing pedestrian
refuge

Pedestrian refuges or islands reinforce the idea that people are subordinate
to vehicles. They encourage traffic to speed through an area secure in the
knowledge that pedestrians are segregated from cars and cyclists. In a
Pedestrian Priority Zone this presumption is reversed. All people are pedestrians,
but only some are drivers or cyclists. Cars and cyclists must defer to pedestrians.
As the concept of the Pedestrian Priority Zone takes hold as part of a phased
strategy, pedestrian refuges should be removed and replaced by traditional sett
and cart track foot crossings at key locations and crossing points.
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Traffic Calming
For the reasons set out above, standard traffic calming measures will rarely be
appropriate. Kerb build-outs, footway extensions, chicanes, and road narrowing
are all highly intrusive and should be resisted firmly in favour of an holistic traffic
management strategy for the entire zone. The normal approach should be to
use discreet bands of setts as rumble strips at key locations rather than speed
cushions or half-height tables. By locating bands of setts at the entry and egress
points of the roads serving the terraces, sensitive calming measures could help
to reinforce the carefully composed relationship between the terraces and the
wider streetscape.
At certain key junctions, there is a need to provide clarity for right-turning cycles
and traffic for safety reasons. Where there is a demonstrable need, bespoke
solutions should be adopted. One option is to provide a small, robust central
island with a raised double granite kerb and an ornamental lamp column to
facilitate a right-hand turn. Such an approach could be deployed to eliminate
the traffic signals at the junction of York Gate and Outer Circle, for instance.
Prior to their removal, the signals could be hooded for an experimental period to
assess the situation.
In areas of very high pedestrian flows, such as around the ZSL London Zoo, a
combination of measures may be required, such as a wide traditional setted
foot crossing at the entrance to Broad Walk, for instance, coupled with a welldesigned width restriction to calm traffic through this section of the Outer Circle
for an interim period pending the planned reduction of traffic through the area
Right: Cornwall Terrace Mews - electronic gates
are highly obtrusive and should be avoided.
Where they exist the supporting equipment
should be painted black or dark green to
minimise their visual impact
Opposite page
Local historical details can be adapted to meet
current challenges
Top: St Andrews Place
Middle: Rookfield Estate
Bottom: Seven Dials shows how all traffic can
rotate around a central island without obtrusive
signs or engineering works in a pedestrianfriendly environment
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and slower speeds. Once the concept of a Pedestrian Priority Zone is established
fully, then the restriction could be removed. Any interim restrictions at this point
should be the minimum necessary to address the function and complement the
character of the area.
The most appropriate solution would be two pinch points to the east and
west of the Zoo to slow traffic. This could be created by using traditional
obelisk bollards linked by rails or chains, of the same design and pattern found
elsewhere in the Park, as a partial barrier across the carriageway incorporating
reflective red discs. To minimise costs, the entire barrier could be demountable
and dropped into purpose-designed slots in the carriageway in a similar form
as the demountable installations in The Mall. The road surface approaching the
pinch point could simply be levelled and then grassed or planted in a similar
manner to the longstanding precedents on the Rookfield Estate. Another
appropriate alternative would be to deploy the simple, demountable white
painted post and rail barrier also used there.
The junction of the Outer Circle and Clarence Gate is one of the most important
historic entrances into the Park, but it poses particular challenges for traffic
management. The current arrangements are highly intrusive and not fit for
purpose. A more effective, but less intrusive, approach is required, which calms
all traffic in a pedestrian-friendly environment. An appropriate solution is one
similar to that which operates at Seven Dials and in some rural villages where
traffic circulates slowly and safely around a single central island feature without
obtrusive signs or road markings because it is self-evident to all users.
At Clarence Gate, a large single, central grass island could be provided within
a sea of granite setts with a major townscape feature, such as a monument,
memorial, statue, ornamental lamp column or tree around which calmed traffic
could circulate. It could also provide an opportunity to commission a new piece
of public art relating to the history of the Park.
Electronically-controlled gates and rising bollards can be highly obtrusive. There
should be a clear presumption against them in the entrances to the mews. They
should only be contemplated where there is an overriding need, and where
other less obtrusive measures may be unachievable, for instance, in association
with reinstated park gates where there may be a need to exclude cars, but allow
access for cyclists and pedestrians.
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Traffic Signs
Traffic signs of various kinds can be highly obtrusive and add to visual clutter. In
every case signs should be reduced to a minimum and integrated into the wider
street scene with great care and sensitivity. An immediate street audit should
be carried out to identify duplicated or redundant signs which can be removed
without impairing public safety.
Parking
Given the importance of maintaining the original kerb lines, carriageway
widening to facilitate parking bays should be resisted firmly.
Parking signs should be located at the rear edge of the footway. Wherever
possible, they should be placed on boundary walls, existing bollards, railings and
lamp columns to eliminate the need for posts.
Where posts are unavoidable, for instance on the parkside of the Outer Circle,
they should be at the back edge of the footway with the sign fixed at eye level,
so that it does not obtrude above the hedge line. Posts should be painted
invisible green to minimise their impact. The current regulations allow for smaller
sign plates to be used in sensitive areas.
‘At Any Time’ parking signs are no longer required where there are adequate
road markings. Both the posts and plates should be removed.
Regulatory and Directional Signs
Recently one of the most visually harmful interventions has been the provision
of obtrusive plastic bollards with bright yellow reflective surfaces on pedestrian
islands and refuges. These are wholly inappropriate and should be removed as a
matter of urgency. Generally these are on the Westminster side of the Park.
Low-level blue directional signs, which can have a simple reflective finish, or be
illuminated by concealed light sources buried in the ground, are commonly used
in areas of high townscape quality. They have been used on the Camden side of
the Outer Circle and offer a much better alternative. These should be adopted
to provide a single standard for the Park as a whole.
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Over-provision of traffic signs is counter-productive and reduces the impact on
drivers’ perceptions. The north-east corner of the Outer Circle, for instance, is
blighted by a series of obtrusive and badly-sited signs which need reducing,
rationalizing and re-siting.
Wherever possible, traffic signs should be reduced to the minimum number and
size necessary and placed on buildings, boundary walls and lamp columns, or at
the rear edge of the footway, to maintain the open, uncluttered aspect of the
street. In some cases ‘No Entry’ signs can be reduced to a much smaller size and
relocated on adjacent street furniture such as entrance bollards.
Principles:
• Carry out a street audit to identify and remove duplicated or
redundant signs.
• Adopt blue ‘Keep Left’ signs as the standard and remove all yellow
plastic bollards.
• Reduce all traffic signs to a minimum size and number.
• Locate traffic signs on buildings, boundary walls and existing street
furniture, or at the back edge of the footway.
• Never use large backing panels or yellow backgrounds.
• Paint posts and the backs of signs invisible green to minimise their
visual impact.
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Top: Parking signs should always be placed
on existing street furniture or at back edge of
footway. Posts should never rise above the sign
they carry
Bottom: Blue ‘Keep Left’ signs should be the
standard for the Park. All obtrusive yellowbacked signs should be removed
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Streets are important places in their own right and an integral part of the public
realm. The finest historic areas and attractive streetscapes have the minimum
amount of street furniture. An uncluttered streetscape allows both residents and
visitors to appreciate the wider architecture and landscape without the intrusion
of an ugly barrage of poles, posts, signs and other extraneous equipment.
Recent surveys have demonstrated that 70% of street furniture is unnecessary,
duplicated, counter-productive, or redundant, blighting whole areas and
providing a hazard to pedestrians and the partially-sighted. Less is more.
The public realm should be regarded as ‘sacred’ space. Nothing should be
located in the street unless there is an overriding demonstrable need which
cannot be addressed in any other way. In the case of such exceptions, it
should be seen as a privilege not a right to place equipment in the street. Any
intervention should be designed to enhance the established character of an area
and the specific qualities that make it special.
What is essential should be sited carefully to reinforce the underlying sense of
visual order and, in particular, to relate carefully to the form, disposition and
wider setting of adjacent buildings, boundary walls, railings, and subsidiary
spaces. The street should be seen as an outdoor room, and street furniture
placed with the same degree of thought and care as furniture within an indoor
space. A streetscape audit to identify and remove redundant or superfluous
equipment and signs would be a useful starting point.
As a general rule, the open aspect of the street should remain uncluttered and
all street furniture fitted sensitively into the streetscape. With the exception
of lamp columns, in the vast majority of cases this will mean locating street
furniture and signs at the back edge of the footway, or, whenever possible, on
existing lamp columns, adjacent walls and railings.
The principles of best practice are well-established, but all too often honoured in
the breach rather than the observance. The CEPC is uniquely placed to promote
and follow best practice.
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Principles:
• Always maintain the open, uncluttered aspect of the street.
• Place nothing in the street unless it is unavoidable.
• Locate outdoor street furniture with the same care as furniture in an
indoor historic space - usually at the back edge of the footway.
• Reduce signs to a minimum and locate on lamp columns, or adjacent
boundary walls and railings.
• Carry out a street audit to identify and remove superfluous and
redundant street furniture.
• Use a single dark colour for all items, preferably based on proven
historic precedent.

The street treated as an outdoor room; the wide
uncluttered Outer Circle
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Historic Street Furniture
Regent’s Park has an outstanding heritage of historic street furniture of national
importance. This is a very important component of its heritage significance
and character, which warrants the utmost care, conservation and enlightened
stewardship.
The estate also retains a superb legacy of historic bollards of a variety of
different designs from a number of different reigns, including many which
formed part of the original layout of the area, particularly from the reigns of
George IV and William IV.
Historic lamp columns and bollards punctuate the streetscape and form an
integral, understated component of the area. Many are exceptionally rare.
They are of intrinsic historic interest and many are included individually in the
statutory list of buildings of special architectural or historic interest.
In addition there are numerous other important items of significance which
should be retained, repaired and restored including original boundary railings,
gate piers to the principal park entrances, a rare early surviving watchman’s
hut beside Clarence Gate, stone and iron parish boundary markers, a stone
double cattle trough in Park Crescent, a cast iron electricity cabinet sunk into
the boundary wall of Cumberland Terrace and a surviving cast iron traffic sign in
Hanover Terrace Mews. All such historic features should be retained in situ.
Many subtle lessons can be learned from the design and location of historic
street furniture, which can help to guide current decision-making, such as the
location of three quarter cut granite corner spur stones to protect vulnerable
building edges and gateways, or the original juxtaposition of lamp columns and
bollards with granite kerbs.
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Principles:
• Preserve and re-use historic street furniture in situ.

Top left: Hanover Terrace Mews - rare 1930s
traffic sign & original ironwork
Top middle: Clarence Gate - watchman’s hut

• Study and utilise historic precedents to inform the siting
and design of any new requirements.

Top right: Brunswick Place - George IV lamp
column base

• Where damaged or missing, recast local designs to maintain and
reinforce local distinctiveness.

Bottom left: Marylebone Road - drinking
fountain

• Avoid standard catalogue solutions.

Bottom middle: Cumberland Terrace - cast iron
electricity cabinet

• Relate each item to the wider townscape context.

Bottom right: Gloucester Gate - William IV lamp
column base and spur stone
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Street Lighting
Regent’s Park retains the finest heritage of operational historic lamp columns in
a street location in Britain. They make a significant contribution to the character
and appearance of the area and require careful conservation.
A number of early designs survive bearing a variety of royal ciphers, including
George IV and William IV, and also later replacements cast to original patterns
emblazoned EIIR. All were designed to the same proportions as a classical column
with a defined plinth, shaft and capital as part of the original laying out of the
area, complementing the classical architectural vocabulary used on the buildings.
These were sited carefully in relation to the adjacent terraces. Generally spaced
equidistantly, they form a regular repetitive rhythm punctuating the streetscape.
While some are inset from the kerb, others remain in their original locations
within the granite kerb line. They should remain in situ for their evidential and
historical value as rare surviving examples of early nineteenth century street
lighting. Most columns have lost their original frogs, but some retain ladder bars.
No original lanterns survive. The existing modern cylindrical lanterns are
inappropriate in their size, design and overall proportions in relation to the total
height of the column.
As the lighting is replaced in phases, a more appropriate lantern should be
installed. Early illustrations indicate that the originals were usually large rectangular
Winsor lanterns. These should be authentic replicas of the originals raised off the
columns on frogs. A further desirable option is to embellish the tops with gilded
crowns in a similar manner to other royal precincts to reinforce the special identity
of the area. Crude standard catalogue designs should not be used.
Where authentic high quality, cylindrical replacement lanterns have been
installed as part of recent refurbishment projects, such as at Chester Terrace,
these should remain. They are an appropriate alternative to the rectangular
standard lantern, but the two should not be mixed together within the same
sequence.
Early prints also show that at selected locations ornamental lamp standards were
integrated into the design of the railings enclosing the front gardens of the
perimeter terraces in a similar form to those recently reinstated at Park Crescent
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and Park Square. When refurbishment works are carried out, these should be
reintroduced to match the original designs. At Ulster Terrace, large modern
globe lanterns carried on crude modern overthrows were installed as part of the
refurbishment of the buildings in the 1960s. These are incongruous and should
be removed and replaced with a more appropriate traditional design.
In some mews bracketed wall lanterns are deployed. These are effective, reduce
clutter in a confined space and provide an appropriate precedent to follow
where columns do not survive, or where the width precludes their use. Light
levels and the distribution of light are an important aspect of the nighttime
character and appearance of the area. They require careful assessment to avoid
excessive glare and light pollution.
White metal halide or high pressure sodium sources are acceptable, but
low pressure orange sodium should not be used. New LED technology has
improved considerably in recent years and offers a more sustainable alternative,
substantially reducing energy costs. In each location trials should be carried out
to assess the potential colour range and temperature to achieve an optimum
level of light compatible with public safety requirements and the nighttime
character and appearance of the area. The floodlighting of individual houses or
terraces should be resisted.
Principles:
• Retain and refurbish historic lamp columns. Where necessary, cast
authentic replacements from the original designs.
• Reinstate missing standards on the railings to perimeter terraces to
match the original designs. Remove crude modern replacements.
• Replace existing crudely-detailed modern lanterns with large authentic
rectangular Winsor lanterns raised on frogs with gilded crowns.
• Gild royal ciphers and research original paint colours as part of an
integrated treatment for all ironwork in the Park.
• Avoid glare and light pollution and safeguard residential amenity.
• Explore the most appropriate light sources for the different areas of
the Park and assess the use of LEDs.
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Street lighting examples found throughout the
Park. Regent’s Park retains the finest legacy of
street lighting in Britain.
Left: Cornwall Terrace
Middle: Cumberland Terrace North Mews
Right: Outer Circle - trial lantern with gilded
crown
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Left: Gloucester Gate
Middle: Cambridge Gate
Right: Kent Terrace
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Bollards
Regent’s Park has a rich heritage of historic bollards of a wide variety of designs,
which are of evidential and historical significance. The most common original
design was the square, striated obelisk bollard, which provided a pattern for the
later EIIR bollards introduced in the mid-twentieth century.
Like the lamp columns, bollards were designed to an implicit classical proportion.
Generally these were carefully placed to fulfil specific functions and used
sparingly to protect vulnerable corners. They punctuate the spaces between the
buildings in a subtle understated way. They are also deployed together with
chains, to restrict entry to the secondary roads fronting the terraces without
the need for nibs or other harmful interventions into the line of the original
footway and kerb. They should be retained in situ where they survive, and offer
an appropriate vocabulary for future use. Proposals to replace them with more
obtrusive gates should be resisted strongly as this would undermine the subtle
relationship between the terraces, their gardens, the carriageway and the park,
and turn the terraces into gated enclaves rather than integral parts of the wider
public realm.
Often granite spur stones inset into kerbs were used to protect bollards,
gateways, and vulnerable building corners from damage. These should be
retained and reintroduced where necessary.
A significant number of modern bollards in a variety of different designs have
been introduced over the past few years eroding the distinctive character of
the area. They add clutter to the street scene. In many locations they are both
superfluous and hazardous for pedestrians and the visually impaired.
There should be a clear presumption against introducing more bollards. Often
their need can be eliminated by strengthening footways or raising sunken
kerbs. Where there is a demonstrable need which cannot be met by any other
expedient, then the traditional striated obelisk bollard should be used with
a gilded EIIR cipher, with a protective spur stone if necessary. All other more
recent installations should be removed.
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Principles:
• Retain and restore historic bollards in situ.
• Eliminate the need for new bollards by good new design and other
expedients.
• Remove all non-compliant bollards.
• Resist proposals to separate the terraces from the park with new gates
which have no historical provenence.
• Where there is a demonstrable need, use the traditional square
striated obelisk bollard based on the original design with a gilded
royal cipher.

The traditional model proposed for current use
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Above: Sussex Place - plain early version
Remainder: Inappropriate modern interventions
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Street Name Plates
Street name plates can help to reinforce local distinctiveness. They should help
to confer an overall identity on the Park as a whole and reinforce the unity of
the design. There is a strong case for a single overall Regent’s Park brand.
The existing white and black metal CEPC street name plates are well-sited and
designed. These are complemented in other areas by standard enamel Council
plates, which are also acceptable. In addition, in some cases, street names are
painted neatly onto stucco gate piers and walls.
All three expedients work well. There is no need to alter current practice.
The Inner Circle has different branding with dark green cast metal signs erected
by Royal Parks, which are very different in character to the rest of the Park.
This undermines the concept of managing the visual appearance of the Park as
a unified entity. As and when opportunity arises, these should be replaced by
white and black metal CEPC-style signs, perhaps carrying the Royal Parks cipher
rather than CEPC logo. Another alternative might be to reverse the livery with
green lettering on a white background.
All street signs should be located at the back edge of the footway to maintain
the open aspect of the street and reduce visual clutter. Wherever possible they
should be affixed directly onto boundary walls and railings to eliminate the need
for additional posts.
Signs and Advertising
The control of advertisements and signs falls within the remit of the CEPC,
although the Crown Estate also publishes detailed guidelines for the care and
conservation of the buildings.
Strict controls exist over the provision of signs and advertisements. Estate agents
boards are not allowed within the Park. For commercial premises within the
Park, a discreet brass or bronze plate is usually acceptable.
Minor external additions such as CCTV cameras, flagpoles, satellite dishes,
alarms and planting boxes all require prior permission.
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Principles:
• Locate street name plates at the rear edge of the footway affixed to
boundary walls and railings.
• Retain and redecorate painted signs on stucco piers and pillars when
necessary.
• Replace or redecorate Royal Parks street name plates with a common
CEPC-style alternative to reinforce the unity of Regent’s Park as a
distinct design entity.

Top left: CEPC painted lettering on stucco pier
Top right: CEPC street name plate
Bottom: Royal Parks signs
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Post Boxes
Post boxes are designed to a classical proportion and detail. As badges of
sovereignty they have a particularly important role to play in Regent’s Park.
When sited correctly, they have the capacity to make a significant contribution
to the character and appearance of an area and to punctuate the streetscape.
Inexplicably, most are poorly-maintained and require immediate repainting.
Unfortunately a number have been placed arbitrarily on footways and are poorly
sited in relation to the buildings and the wider streetscape. Discussions should
be held with Royal Mail to secure their relocation to more appropriate locations
where, together with well-placed bollards and lamp columns, they can form part
of an overall strategy for punctuating the streetscape.
Consideration should also be given to the provision of small wall boxes at
selected locations inset into the boundary walls of the terraces using salvaged
Royal Mail stock. The possibility of using a few replica hexagonal Victorian
Penfold pillar boxes should also be explored to complement or replace the more
modern double aperture boxes, most of which have one aperture sealed.

Principles:
• Commence discussions with Royal Mail to relocate poorly-sited post
boxes and investigate the possibility of installing wall boxes and
replica Victorian hexagonal Penfold boxes at selected locations.
• Commence immediate discussions with Royal Mail to agree a
regular maintenance and painting regime for all post boxes.
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Left: Chester Terrace - each postbox should
be sited carefully in relation to the overall
streetscape
Below: Outer Circle
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Above: Example of modern postbox at
Gloucester Gate (left) - could be replaced by
reused or replica Victorian postboxes (middle
and right).
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Telephone Kiosks
There are no telephone kiosks within Regent’s Park, but there are two modern
KX replacements on the eastern side of Park Road. One stands in a prominent
location close to Clarence Gate. Neither makes a contribution to the character
or appearance of the area. They should either be removed, or replaced with
traditional red K6 kiosks, in consultation with British Telecom.

Modern KX kiosks (right) should be replaced
with red K6 kiosks (left)
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Pay and Display Machines
Pay and Display machines require careful co-ordination with other parking
measures and their related signs.
They should be painted a dark colour in accordance with a wider estate policy
on colour and always located at the back edge of the footway where they have
a minimal impact on the open aspect of the street and the wider street scene.
Parking information should be incorporated into the machines’ design to
minimise the need for additional street signs.
Where parking information repeater signs are required, these should be reduced
to a minimum and also sited at the back edge of the footway in line with the
guidance for all signs set out above.
New Equipment
All new equipment and street cabinets, such as those required for broadband
use, should be located as unobtrusively as possible and fitted carefully into the
existing streetscape. In some locations it may be preferable to place such items
behind boundary walls in the garden areas to minimise their visual impact.
Elsewhere they should always be located at the back edge of the footway and
painted to match the background colour.

Locate at rear edge of footway

Principles:
• Locate all Pay and Display machines and signs at rear of the footway.
• Incorporate parking information in Pay and Display machines and
paint a dark colour in accordance with the wider estate policy for all
street furniture.
• Locate all street cabinets as unobtrusively as possible in garden areas,
behind boundary walls or at the rear of the footway.
• Cabinets should be painted to match the background colour and
context.
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Litter, Refuse and Recycling Bins
The storage of domestic refuse bins and recycling facilities poses a major
challenge to the character and appearance of the Park, and its inherent sense
of visual order and amenity. The full co-operation of residents and business
occupiers is needed to maintain a high standard of visual amenity. Nothing
should be placed at the front of the buildings that would harm their setting.
In many of the principal terraces, basement areas are used for discreet bin
storage. There is also considerable scope for bins to be stored in rear garages
and only to be placed on the street on collection days. In many areas a strong
discipline already applies.
In some rear areas and mews there is scope to provide well-designed bin storage
facilities carefully stitched into the wider townscape, for instance, behind
painted timber trellis work screens. A survey should be carried out to highlight
opportunity areas where additional storage might be provided without harming
the wider streetscape.
Street litter bins bearing the CEPC logo are well-designed, but are often poorly
sited and detract from the street scene. They should be located discreetly at the
back edge of the footway and confined to areas of high footfall.

Principles:
• Refuse bins and recycling facilities should never be located at the
front of the buildings. They should be stored as unobtrusively as
possible, preferably in basement areas and garages.
• Identify problem locations and opportunities for the provision of
discreet new bin storage facilities.
• Develop an appropriate traditional lightweight design for screening
bins, such as dark green painted trellis work screens.
• Locate all street litter bins at back edge of the footway.

Top: Hanover Terrace Mews - bins should be
screened from view
Bottom: Clarence Gate - litter bins should be
located unobtrusively at rear edge of footway
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Environmental improvements can enhance local distinctiveness and reinforce the
qualities which make an area special. This rarely requires major intervention.
The most successful schemes are those which are based on a clear understanding
of the components that create local identity. Such elements can be accentuated
and extended through modest small-scale improvements to create distinctive
places for people to enjoy.
As a guiding principle, where there is insufficient funding to provide a scheme to
the necessary standard, it is better to do less, in phases, and to a higher standard
as a long-term investment in the future of the area, rather than compromise on
quality. This can normally be demonstrated through whole-life costing. Shortterm solutions using cheaper materials detract from local distinctiveness.
There are numerous opportunities for the enhancement of the public realm and
the removal of eyesores. A clear set of priorities needs to be identified so that, as
and when funding becomes available, an agreed set of phased improvements can
be implemented on a rolling basis.
Discussions should be held with Westminster City Council and Camden Council
to create a ring-fenced community chest into which funding can be contributed
through S.106 agreements, private sponsorship and other sources.
A number of priorities are highlighted below.
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Gloucester Gate - an opportunity for
enhancement
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The reinstatement of gates to the remaining entrances is a high priority for the
long-term conservation and enhancement of the Park. It should form a key part
of an integrated approach to improved traffic management for the area and
help to delineate the whole Park as a Special Precinct where special provisions
apply. At some locations such as Gloucester Gate, poor quality modern gates are
prominent eyesores exacerbated by street clutter and uncoordinated signs.
As originally conceived by Nash, Regent’s Park was intended for the exclusive
use of residents, which influenced its access arrangements. Gates were installed
at all the principal vehicular entrances from the surrounding areas, but from
1835 onwards the Park was opened progressively to the public.
By 1880 the Office of Works had abandoned the practice of having designated
gatekeepers. Gradually, for a variety of reasons, the gates were removed,
culminating in Clarence Gate in 1961.
However, with increasing traffic volumes, the CEPC reintroduced utilitarian
gates, which were closed at night to safeguard the amenity of residents. At
several entrances the original gate piers, lamp standards and granite stops
survive.
In 1997 a joint bid was made to the Heritage Lottery Fund by the CEPC, Crown
Estate and Royal Parks to reinstate the missing entrance gates, lamps and
railings, but this proved abortive. In 2002 gates and railings at Park Square were
reinstated to commemorate HM The Queen’s Golden Jubilee as part of a longterm vision to reinstate all the entrances. In 2013 the Edinburgh gates, relocated
from Bowater House in Knightsbridge, were refurbished and installed at York
Gate as a further step in the process. A second set has been erected recently at
North Gate, Macclesfield Bridge.
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Top: Hanover Gate 1827
Bottom: Park Square East - gates reinstated for
Queen’s Golden Jubilee
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Railings
Cast iron railings in a variety of styles were used to delineate the garden areas to
the front of the terraces as well as around the basement wells of the buildings.
During the Second World War many sections of original railings around the
gardens were removed for scrap. Subsequently, as part of the long-term
refurbishment and restoration of the terraces, some have been reinstated to
their original designs. In addition, on the approaches to the Park ornamental
ironwork has been restored and, where missing, recast in replica, for instance at
Gloucester Gate Bridge, Mornington Terrace railway bridge and the Park Road
canal bridge, enhancing the wider setting.
Some surviving sections of railings, such as those at Park Crescent, have been
restored, together with replicas of their original lanterns with grant aid from
Historic England. Conversely, others, such as those at Brunswick Place and York
Terrace East, are in a very poor condition and require extensive restoration. These
should be added to the Historic England Historic Risk Register, which would
help to make their restoration eligible for grant aid.

Gloucester Gate bridge - restored globe lanterns

Elsewhere, numerous sections remain missing and require comprehensive
reinstatement to the original designs. The most conspicuous example is the long
front boundary wall at Chester Terrace. Reinstatement would not only enhance
the character, appearance and setting of the terraces and their gardens, but also
make a major contribution to the public realm of the park and the visual amenity
of the area as a whole. Some short surviving sections at the north and south
ends of Chester Terrace provide a model for their authentic reconstruction.
Sometimes, where original or reinstated railings exist, privacy screens in a variety
of materials, and random planting behind the railings, have eroded their visual
impact and the wider setting of the buildings. Strict controls should be exercised
over such additions to maintain the character and appearance of the terraces
and their relationship to the street and the park.
As part of a long-term strategy for ironwork, further research should be carried
out to ascertain the original colour. Only then can informed decisions be taken
as to whether it is either necessary or desirable to reintroduce it. In Kensington
Palace Gardens, for instance, a common shade of dark green has been used.

86

Principles:
• Reinstate missing entrance gates as part of an integrated traffic
management scheme for the whole Park.
• Restore surviving sections of original cast iron railings.

Top left: Chester Terrace - surviving original
section of railings
Top right: York Terrace - original railings
awaiting restoration with restored section to
the right
Bottom left: Chester Terrace - existing railings

• Reinstate missing sections of cast iron railings to garden areas.
• Research original colour scheme for gates and railings.
• Introduce more rigorous management to secure common planting
heights behind the railings and remove obtrusive privacy screens.

Bottom right: Park Crescent - original railings
restored with reinstated lanterns
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ZSL London Zoo
ZSL London Zoo is a major visitor attraction. There are extensive opportunities
for enhancing its environs and the wider amenity of the park. While traffic
management measures to improve pedestrian safety are a priority, as a key
partner in the long-term management of the park, the ZSL should be invited to
prepare a coherent strategy to enhance various areas.

Zoo entrance

Coach park: The coach park adjoining Prince Albert Road blights the character
and appearance of an extensive area of open space. On the assumption that its
capacity has to remain for the foreseeable future, various improvements should
be explored as a matter of urgency. These include:
• the creation of a new access / egress point in Prince Albert Road to remove
coach traffic from the park.
• landscaping and resurfacing in grasscrete or gravel to provide a more
appropriate park-like surface.
• the systematic removal of the clutter of signs, fences and street furniture
from the Park and its access points.
• the provision of a high-quality design for the control kiosk to the standard
found in other Royal Parks and historic settings such as Whitehall.
• improved access to, and management of, the eastern edge around
Gloucester Slips.
Staff car park: the crescent-shaped staff car park opposite the entrance to the
Zoo forms part of the original configuration. It is a potentially valuable amenity /
reception area for visitors, but it is choked with cars, cycle stands and gratuitous
clutter. In the context of encouraging sustainable transport for staff, the ZSL
should be invited to review whether any independent facility is needed for staff
parking. If so, a dedicated staff parking area could be made available either on
the carriageway of the Outer Circle, thereby reducing vehicle movements at a
crucial location, or within the coach park.
Prince Albert Road: The forecourt of the ZSL Staff building is a major eyesore
with random parking for service vehicles directly adjoining the entrance to the
park at St Mark’s Bridge. The ZSL should be invited to landscape the garden area
and ban the parking of service vehicles on it.
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Parallel discussions should be convened with Camden Council to explore an
appropriate junction treatment at St Mark’s Terrace / Prince Albert Road based
on the simple design solutions recommended for the Park to improve pedestrian
movement and safety across the junction and onto the bridge, thereby
facilitating the removal of guard rails and extraneous street clutter.

There are considerable opportunities for
enhancing the environs of the Zoo.
Top left: Outer Circle - the original amenity area
outside the Zoo entrance
Top middle: The view today
Remainder: Degraded environment surrounding
the grounds of the Zoo
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Park Road
The east side of Park Road from Kent Terrace to Clarence Gate is lined with a
fine terrace of original and replica nineteenth century terrace houses. Some have
an arcaded ground storey and are occupied by the London Business School.
The foreground setting comprises a long, unrelieved frontage of sterile concrete
paving along one of the area’s principal road corridors. There is considerable
scope for enhancement.
Various options for improvement are possible ranging from sensitive tree
planting along the front edge of the footway to the creation of a linear
landscaped garden on the broad footway. Appropriate landscaping could
make a dramatic improvement to the setting of the buildings and the wider
townscape. There may also be opportunities for appropriate public art related to
the history of the area.
The replacement of the two modern KX telephone kiosks with two traditional
red K6 kiosks would help to reinforce local character and eliminate two
inappropriate items of street furniture.

Park Road - major opportunities for
environmental improvement along one of
London’s principal road corridors
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Albany Street
Albany Street is an important historic street in its own right with frontages of
historic buildings, as well as the exposed rear of the principal terraces on the east
side of the Park and their respective mews. However, its character is bleak and
uninviting with poor connectivity across to the Regent’s Park estate to the east.
There are substantial opportunities to improve conditions for pedestrians and to
enhance the appearance of the street and the setting of the buildings through
coordinated tree planting and linear landscaping.

Albany Street
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Arrival Points
People’s impression of London is coloured by their experiences as they move
through it. The principal arrival points and approaches to the Park and its
periphery should be cleaned up.
As part of an integrated approach to townscape management, discussions should
be convened with Westminster City Council, Camden Council, Transport for
London, London Underground and London Buses to improve the principal arrival
points to the Park at Great Portland Street, Camden Town, Regent’s Park and Baker
Street stations by removing street clutter and improving paving to create high
quality, legible routes from the stations to the Park.

Top: Great Portland Street Station
Bottom: Baker Street Station
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Street Seats
Traditionally-designed street seats carefully located at strategic viewpoints
around the back edge of the inner footway of the Outer Circle to face the
perimeter terraces would provide a valuable amenity for visitors and enhance
appreciation of the buildings. They would also help to punctuate the long
unremitting stretches of footway and reconnect the park with the surrounding
buildings.
Principles:
• Invest in quality. Where resources are inadequate, do less better, in
phases, to a higher standard.
Carefully located seats around the Outer Circle
could enhance appreciation of the terraces

• Minimise or eliminate street furniture, signs and clutter by anticipating
all requirements at the preliminary design stage.
• Identify those visual, spatial and historical qualities that make the Park
distinctive through detailed townscape analysis.
• Restore degraded areas to their original condition.
• Enhance the approaches to the Park and the perimeter streets
•

Reinstate missing features and release the latent potential.

• Observe, use and reinforce local character by following local details
and materials.
• Provide sufficient funding for regular maintenance.
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Townscape Integration
The phased reinstatement and upgrading of the ground surfaces across the Park
would make a huge contribution towards restoring the original character and
appearance of the entire area.
This should form one component of a co-ordinated strategy to reconnect the
disparate parts of the Park – the buildings, the footways, the carriageways, the
gardens, the boundary treatments and the central parkland into a seamless
whole as Nash originally envisaged.
The key to achieving this is to reconnect the enclosing terraces and streets
with the central park and restore some of the historic views. There are several
options for the perimeter hawthorn hedge which separates the park from the
Outer Circle. At the very least, this should be lowered to a height of one metre.
At a stroke, perceptions of the entire Park as a total composition would be
transformed. Architecture and landscape would be fused together once again
into a unified whole.
This would help to reinforce the concept of the whole Park as a Special Precinct,
aid traffic management and restore the integrity of the original concept of a
carriage drive through open park landscape.

Cornwall Terrace: visual severance from the
parkland
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