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Design review:  
a formal peer review process 
for built environment projects 
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Design review, two processes 

Case-Scheer 1994 
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“For many years the 
Commission pursued a 
policy of discretion 
to the point of 
virtually abstaining 
from public comment” 
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“a day out for unemployed 
architects with little 
relevant skill on the 
matter in hand, or self-
serving fairy dust 
sprinkling and 
grandstanding from designer 
stars past their sell by 
date” 
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“Local planning authorities 
should have local design 
review arrangements in 
place to provide assessment 
and support to ensure high 
standards of design” 

1802, Committee 
of taste 

1841, Fine Arts 
Commission 

1924, Royal Fine 
Arts Commission 

1999, CABE 

2011, Free market 

2002, Regional 
panels 

•  Not-for-profit 
national 

•  Not-for-profit 
regional 

•  Local authority    
panels 

•  Private sub-
contacting  

•  Not-for-profit 
sub-contracting 

•  Private panels for 
hire 

•  Specialist panels  
•  In-house 

company panels 

independent 
expert 
multidisciiplinary 
accountable 
transparent 
proportionate 
timely 
advisory 
objective 
accessible 

Landscape 
Institute
Inspiring great places

Design Review
Principles and Practice
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What do others say? 
•  NPPF should be amended to strengthen 
the position of design review  

•  A simple mechanism of best practice 
accreditation should be set up 

•  Design review should be funded through 
enhanced planning or pre-application 
fees  

 

•  Design Review Panels should become 
cross-disciplinary PLACE Review Panels  

•  They should be less crit-like and more 
enabling and collaborative. 

•  All publicly funded bodies that 
procure the built environment should 
be subject to review 

•  Existing places such as high streets, 
hospitals and housing estates should be 
reviewed 

 

What do others say? What do others say? 

•  Provision is disjointed and 
fragmented, with issues of funding and 
quality  

•  Insufficient number of reviews to 
justify a wider investment.  

•  Design review should be mandatory for 
all major planning applications 
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What do others say? 

•  The Mayor should coordinate services 
•  The London Plan should require major 
schemes to be subject to design review 

•  Reviews should be funded by applicants 

BIG MEET 

                                              #bigmeet5  
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3.  The essence of design review is the process of evaluation 
by professional peers and design review is therefore not 
the right tool to engage the public in decision-making.  
Engaging developers in these peer review processes is, 
however, critical 
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6.  The development of more collaborative workshop-based 
design review techniques are a key innovation, moving 
away from crit-based approaches towards constructive 
dialogue in a formative rather than summative mode 

7.  Providers need to be better at demonstrating that when 
review is done well, it adds value.  

Find out more ... 

https://matthew-carmona.com  


