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In principle, I believe it is wrong to demolish perfectly usable buildings to replace them with new 
structures. This is based on carbon and environmental concerns and with the allocation of scarce 
resources. The City of London Corporation supports this position, as its planning policies state "it is no 
longer acceptable to treat buildings as disposable". As it seems likely the developers failed to thoroughly 
consider retro-fitting, the Redevelopment is in clear breech of this policy. 
 
It is reported that the planned building is 63% larger than the existing structure through greater height and 
mass. This puts it totally out of proportion with its surroundings and is unbelievably ugly ! Its design 
architecture appears formed by a "cut & paste" job from the developer's previous projects and therefore 
gives the impression of being cheap and tacky. Surely not fit for what the City should expect to stand 
adjacent to the Barbican's world class architecture ? 
 
I have tried to reflect on what would possess a developer to seek to impose such a grotesque building ? Is 
it because his roots are in the 1980s era of individualism - which generated a rapacious but bland wave of 
office development, and is now looking for a last hurrah ? If so, then what better legacy than a monument 
to greed - plunged like a dagger in to the heart of the Barbican ! 
 
Consequently, the Redevelopment will intimidate the whole Barbican Estate - a conservation area 
including schools and gardens and an internationally renown site of architectural, historical and social 
interest, drawing thousands of visitors from across the world. A further detriment would be the noise, 
smells and disturbance emanating from the proposed retail outlets - totally out of context with the 
environment of the area. 
 
The structure will likewise have a serious impact on Barbican residents' right to daylight and sunlight. 
Indeed, my own flat will have its source of sunlight blocked from my balcony, living-room / kitchen and 
bedroom. 
 
Books and articles have been published accusing the City of London of acting as a magnet for "dark 
money". Therefore, in relation to 1 Silk Street, will Due Diligence be performed to ascertain the credibility 
of the parties concerned ? For example, what and where is the source of the funds supporting the project 
and have they been obtained legitimately ? Likewise, what is the developer's track record of producing 
sustainable, long-term quality buildings of architectural merit - is the Broadgate Development considered 
such an example ? 
 
In the light of the above factors, it is impossible not to conclude that the Redevelopment threatens our 
unique inner-city residential community, overshadows and compromises its arts centre, gardens and 
schools, and will have a seriously adverse impact on the quality of my life and the peaceful enjoyment of 
my property. 
 
DARRELL CORNER 
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