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Higher Goals

UN SDG 11 Sustainable cities and communities
UN SDG 12 Responsible consumption and production
UN SDG 13 Climate action

Project Objective

“One can say that the city itself is the collective memory of its 
people, and like memory it is associated with objects and place. 
The city is the locus of the collective memory” - Aldo Rossi

“It is the varied tapestry of our historic places that helps us define 
who we are. In testing times such as these, heritage can give us 
a sense of continuity and bring us solace” - Duncan Wilson, 
Historic England

There are over 400,000 listed building entries in England which 
are deemed of be of special architectural or historic interest. 
The preservation and celebration of these historic buildings and 
structures are important as they form part of our collective identity. 
Heritage has a proven positive impact on people’s quality of life with 
local heritage making better places to live by supporting community 
resilience, instilling pride and building confidence in communities.

The contribution and value of heritage is indisputable but there 
seems to be something broken in our attitude towards it; out of 
those listed buildings 1475 have been deemed by Historic England 
to be at risk of neglect, decay or inappropriate change. A poignant 
reminder of this was the loss of Liverpool’s World Heritage City 
status earlier this year. Discourse surrounding this issue highlights 
the varied perspectives on what the definition of heritage is, what is 
worth preserving and to what extent can regeneration occur in such 
instances.

Are we just preserving for the sake of preservation, at the expense of 
progression? Is progression and development a negative contributor 
to heritage? If so, what can be done to enable the progression and 
development of communities without a negative impact on local 
heritage assets? A balance needs to be struck between sensitivity 
and rationalism. Making Good aims to understand in what way are 
buildings we treasure different to others and what we may learn from 
this. Typically, they are pre-modern and designed around values 
beyond function and economy. They are cultural artefacts designed 
as embedded in the larger world of culture unlike functionalist 
buildings that are of little value once functionally obsolete.

Current legislation focuses on preserving those buildings and 
structures of special historic interest. Whilst these tangible elements 
are important and a crucial part of collective memory, the intangible 
elements such as rituals, performing arts and oral traditions become 

Neues Museum - David Chipperfield. FRAC Dunkerque - Lacaton & Vassal. Museo Castelvecchio - Carlo Scarpa.

sidelined in heritage discourse. This focus has created an imbalance 
where physical heritage is preserved as museum pieces for the benefit 
of tourism, but at the expense of the local communities in which 
they are located in. Post-war immigration and recent arrivals from 
all across the world have resulted in culturally rich, multi-heritage 
communities especially in our cities. Current heritage discourse 
and legislation with its focus on physical heritage is silent to these 
communities. What does heritage mean to these communities? Is 
our current focus on physical heritage negatively impacting those 
communities in which they are located in? Our historic appreciation 
of heritage can and has caused oppression and inequality, Making 
Good aims to promote community inclusion and provide a diverse 
understanding of heritage by balancing injustice and prioritise those 
communities historically underrepresented.

When it comes to restoration and preservation of heritage assets, the 
strategy can all too often be defined by facadism; preserving only the 
publicly visible elements at the expense of  the spirit of the building. 
Is heritage only skin deep? Restoration is not simply an archeological 
exercise but rather a re-presentation of architecture from earlier 
generations. This requires the understanding of craftsmanship and 
building techniques and materials. Making Good aim to unpack the 
current legislative process and propose a new route fit for our current 
times, but respecting of built heritage.

Making Good aims to question where the value in our heritage assets 
lies. How do we quantify this value?  The materials which make up 
our built environment, including heritage assets hold intrinsic value. 
When these building fall into disrepair, do we just write them off and 
build again? This is not an option in the current climate emergency. 
The way we restore and adaptively re-use our buildings needs a 
fundamental change to tackle the crisis we are currently facing. Waste 
is material without identity. We believe that Material Passports have 
the ability to help us define the values of heritage assets for recovery, 
recycling and re-use, empowering the circular economy.

Making Good aims to question the current position on heritage, 
restoration and adaptive use. We aim to rethink our view on 
heritage by approaching it from the ground up; by focusing on 
the communities in which they are located. We will research and 
question current legislation and propose alternative solutions that 
focus on both the tangible and intangible value heritage brings to 
our collective identity.

What are our objectives for this Design Think Tank? 

Making Good aims to: 
1. Question the current context of heritage and restoration and 

their associated legislative context.
2. Investigate how social patterns and interactions can be reflected 

in architecture.
3. Create new adaptive typologies that embrace the ever-changing 

needs of communities and the heritage assets located within 
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them.
4. Engage with society, commerce and poetics while fostering the 

growth of local communities and London as a whole.
5. Ensure building reuse plays a key part in helping to mitigate the 

gloabl climate emergancy.

How will we achieve these aspirations? 

In order to redefine heritage, you will undertake research and design 
in tandem. Making Good will experiment with spatial proposition 
throughout the whole project, feeding research into your designs 
as you progress. Your research will be a gathering process, filtering 
and interpreting the work of existing experts. This will enrich your 
architectural output, informing urban explorations and observations, 
creating a propositional output that challenges and develops 
published research.

Who are our proposals aimed at?

Making Good aim to promote community inclusion, the importance 
of social activity and engagement by integrating the possibilities 
of adaptive reuse in heritage assets in London. Whilst adaptive re-
use may be the catalyst in regenerating our localities, we also want 
explore what impact our local heritage assets have on us. We want 
to build up a narrative that spans across scales and cultures to 
create innovative propositions that respond to local environments, 
challenges and needs of local communities. 

Where will we test these theories?

Making Good aim to promote an alternative approach to Heritage 
and adaptive re-use. Using heritage sites within the Posterngate 
as a test bed to start our investigations, Making Good will create 
prototype architectural proposals that restore the balance between 
our buildings and communities, between past and present, between 
the tangible and intangible.

How will the project unfold over time?

The think tank will follow 4 Key stages:

15th December - Symposium 01
The first task will be to compare and contrast the ways in which we 
value heritage internationally and in relation to history and politics. 
The aim will be reflect on ways things can be done differently. You 
will review current legislation as well as conducting ground based 
research with local communities to understand the disparity between  
policy and reality. You will also conduct an individual analytical 
study into a heritage asset of your choice. This will culminate into a 
manifesto which outlines your standpoint on heritage, preservation 
and adaptive use. You will present this manifesto at symposium 01.

31st January - Workshop
Following symposium 01 you will investigate heritage assets in 
Posterngate. Using this site as a test bed you will implement your 
manifesto in the form of an architectural proposition. This will be 
presented in a workshop.

28th February - Final Symposium
Using feedback from the workshop, you will refine your manifesto 
and architectural proposition which aims to challenge the current 
standpoint on heritage, preservation and adaptive use.

14th March - Final hand-in
You will present your final DTT research in the form of a publication.
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