For Living Space Architects the experience of being
shortlisted and having the opportunity to develop their scheme
further has been entirely positive, as highlighted by Director
Kirsty Curnow Bayley." Building on the research around this
project, they have met with several other house builders who are
interested in how they could develop their own housing offering
for older people. They are also in discussions with McCarthy &
Stone who are looking at developing their proposals further on
other sites. The opportunity of researching an area of design more
thoroughly afforded by this competition has effectively enabled
the architects to transfer their ideas to both private housing
projects and larger commercial designs.

Real Schemes for Real People

The Re-imagine Ageing shortlisted schemes here are all
characterised by a sensitive response to a real site, but also to the
residents as real people who aspire to be part of a community,

a place and a landscape. The projects demonstrate an empathy
with the needs of people as they grow older by treating them as
individuals with a future and a set of dreams.

Thas long section drawing through the site shows the
opportunity for residents to connect with each other,
as well as with the landscape and view.

The competition also highlighted the arrival of a watershed
moment for the design and development of housing in the
UK by its focus on the baby boomers — never has there been
potentially a larger or more discerning generation of older
people. With the announcement of the competition winner, both
Tom Russell and McCarthy & Stone Executive Director Al
Crossley commented on the opportunity that the competition
presented to respond to this new generational shift and to
develop new types of housing.” Robert Sakula, chair of the
judging panel, who was also part of the judging team for the /O
student competition (see pp 126-35), has also observed how
significant it was to see the many different and shared routes
that entrants took when going beyond accommodation, in their
treatment of outside space, public and private areas and links
with the community. For Sakula, though, Tom Russell’s proposal
was marked out by his understanding that housing now has to
be designed for ‘precisely the kind of people who can't quite see
themselves living in a retirement village'. His solution created
‘a real identity to the individual homes, without sacrificing an
appropriate sense of community’ and afforded ‘their occupants a

dignified progression from the active to less active’.'®

By challenging concepts around housing for the elderly
and exploring the possibilities for new types of communities
and new places to live, the competition was devised to open up
choices for people as they age. It is clear that there is no single
solution: different people want different spaces and places to live,
depending on their financial circumstances and lifestyle choices.
It is also apparent since the competition that this process has
had an impact on the architects involved. It has challenged their
practice particularly around designing and building a sustainable
community. There are already schemes now in progress that will
offer new paradigms for living not just for ageing populations,
but for the intergenerational community of the future.” o

top: The site plan responds to the soft
curves of the surroending fandscape.
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