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The design ethos is well grounded  
in the Melbourne School of Design.  
It is time to ensure that we have 
consistency and cohesion in the  
way the Faculty links the ethos of  
its undergraduate and postgraduate 
programs. The new Bachelor of 
Design will welcome its first intake  
of students in Semester 1, 2017.  
It is the first new undergraduate 
degree since the introduction of  
the Melbourne Model almost ten 
years ago.

The Bachelor of Design will introduce 
design as a meta-discipline on Day  
One of Year One. It is a design focused, 
studio-based degree featuring majors 
from the Faculty of Architecture, 
Building and Planning, the Melbourne 
School of Engineering and the Victorian 
College of the Arts. Teaching will  
take place at the Parkville and 
Southbank campuses.

The degree has been conceived  
with our professionally accredited 
graduate degrees in mind, and is an 
excellent pathway into our masters 
programs. Being a University new 
generation undergraduate degree,  
it also provides students with a pathway 
into many other fields of study at the 
graduate level.

There will be new challenges for  
the design studio, lab and workshop 
environment to build more experiential 
and experimental learning into the  
new course, as early as possible.

The Bachelor of Design will meet  
the needs of its individual disciplines  
in terms of pre-professional education 
through its majors, it will embrace 
shared teaching through double majors 
and it will offer trans-disciplinary 
opportunities for staff and students  
to work and learn across the disciplines.

The curriculum will stimulate creative  
and imaginative thinking, especially  
as it relates to spatial appreciation and 
understanding. The capacity to think 
divergently and laterally about any 
situation often requires withholding  
of critical judgement while options  
are developed.

The ability to handle the contradictory  
and ambiguous, the conundrum and  
the wicked problem are part and parcel  
of the designer's world; to see the 
familiar as strange and the strange  
as familiar; the capacity to work in  
an environment that values the social 
construction of ideas, having confidence 
to bring ideas forward; working with  
the idea of making sense of the  
random, recognising the possibility  
of the serendipitous; understanding, 
decoding and working with complexity 
and constantly changing phenomena. 
These are all fundamental to the designer.

FROM THE DEAN  
DARYL LE GREW

We can see these approaches to thinking 
in the work we are doing to improve health, 
which is the focus of this edition of Atrium. 
In these pages we provide a selection of 
Faculty perspectives, from our researchers, 
teachers, students and alumni, on the 
power of design to transform our collective 
and individual wellbeing.

Post-doctoral research fellow Rebecca 
Mclaughlan talks us through her ARC-
funded research, led by Julie Willis, into 
best practice hospital design as seen in 
three Australian children’s hospital projects. 
Stephanie Liddicoat’s moving piece on 
counselling workspace design starkly 
shows the power of design to improve 
health outcomes.

The architecture of enablement, as it 
relates to supporting the liberty of dementia 
sufferers, is explored by recent graduate 
Jillian Raleigh. Through her piece we have 
an insight into our studio teaching.

Urban planning plays a growing role in 
health policy. Cities need to plan for a 
healthy and resilient food supply just as  
they plan for housing, transport and other 
essential services. Rachel Carey from the 

Victorian Eco-Innovation Lab (VEIL), 
situated within the Melbourne School  
of Design, tells us that Melbourne’s 
foodbowl, with support, will feed many  
of this city’s residents for years to  
come. The role of urban analytics  
in planning our suburbs is explored  
by Gideon Aschwanden. 

We also celebrate the career of Steve 
Calhoun, Tract Consultants, who has 
been improving collective wellbeing 
through his design of public spaces 
across a number of Australian cities.

Daryl Le Grew,  
Interim Dean

Image: Melbourne School of 
Design Library, Roland Halbe

THE BACHELOR OF DESIGN  
WILL MEET THE NEEDS OF ITS 
INDIVIDUAL DISCIPLINES IN TERMS 
OF PRE-PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION 
THROUGH ITS MAJORS, IT WILL 
EMBRACE SHARED TEACHING 
THROUGH DOUBLE MAJORS AND IT 
WILL OFFER TRANS-DISCIPLINARY 
OPPORTUNITIES FOR STAFF AND 
STUDENTS TO WORK AND LEARN 
ACROSS THE DISCIPLINES.
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SUPPORTING PATIENTS THROUGH 
BEST PRACTICE HOSPITAL DESIGN

Rebecca  
McLaughlan

Throughout history, the environment 
has been thought to play an 
important role in our health and 
wellbeing. Asylums constructed 
between the early and late nineteenth 
century were predicated upon  
the belief that a tranquil, orderly 
architectural response, paired  
with extensive landscape views, 
could aid the restoration of sanity. 

Similarly, the emergence of Tuberculosis 
Sanatoria in the late-nineteenth century 
regarded access to sunshine and fresh 
air as necessary curative provisions. 
Today, the value of the built environment 
in contributing to the wellbeing of 
hospital users has returned to the 
spotlight. Faculty researchers have 
commenced a substantial project  
that will examine best practice  
hospital design.

In a seminal study in 1984, Roger  
Ulrich found that patients with a 
landscape view from their hospital bed 
recovered faster and required less pain 
relief than those who underwent the 
same surgery but spent their post-
surgical days gazing at a brick wall.  
His work inspired the emergent field of 
Evidence Based Design (a term derived 
from Evidence Based Medicine) that 
seeks to understand exactly how the 
environment impacts on our physical 
and mental wellbeing, and whether  
we can quantify the value of good 
architecture in the treatment process. 

Can specific room arrangements, for 
example, reduce patient falls; could 
various lighting configurations minimise 
errors in the dispensing of medications; 
to what degree could a landscape  
view result in cost-savings owing to 
shorter lengths of stay and less resort  
to pain medication? 

The role of the physical environment  
on our mental wellbeing, and its 
corresponding value, is far more  
difficult to quantify but cannot be 
overlooked. We know that in the case  
of chronic illness, for example, feelings  
of depression and anxiety can impede 
healing. We also know that poorly 
designed environments can exacerbate 
anxiety while those that respond to best 
practice can contribute to a positive 
patient experience. 

Three recently completed projects  
put Australia at the global forefront  
of paediatric hospital design: the  
Royal Children’s Hospital (Melbourne), 
designed by Bates Smart in association 
with Billard Leece, the Lady Cilento 
Children’s Hospital (Brisbane), designed 
by Lyons in association with Conrad 
Gargett, and the soon-to-be completed 
Perth Children’s Hospital designed by  
a consortium that includes JCY, Cox 
Howlett and Bailey Woodland, and  
Billard Leece. 

Julie Willis (Faculty of Architecture, Building 
and Planning) is leading a research team 
– Corbett Lyon, Stefano Scalzo and Codey 
Lyon (Lyons Architecture); Philip Goad, 
Alan Pert and Rebecca McLaughlan  
(also of the Faculty) – that is investigating 
the cutting-edge architectural strategies 
employed within the design of these three 
hospitals and their benefits to wellbeing, 
for patients and their families. 

With funding from the Australian Research 
Council, the Melbourne School of Design 
has partnered with Lyons Architecture, 
designers of the Lady Cilento Children’s 
Hospital, to undertake this project.  
Our research will interrogate existing 
recommendations for best practice in 
contemporary hospital design relative to 
four key considerations: how easily users 
can navigate the hospital; the relative 

success of various features designed to 
distract patients (for example, 
aquariums, movie theatres, artworks); 
whether hospital users value the 
inclusion of nature within the hospital 
environment; and the relative value and 
frequency of use of the various social 
spaces provided within the hospital. 

The ease with which a hospital can be 
navigated has implications for wellbeing 
but also for staff productivity. A study 
completed in a 600-bed hospital in the 
USA calculated the hidden costs of 
navigational difficulties as equating to 
4,500 hours of staff time that was lost  
in giving directions. For patients and 
their families, being lost within the 
hospital environment can contribute  
to stress, evoking feelings of helplessness 
and depression, often compounding  
the loss of control that is already being 
felt relative to the illness itself. 

Yet there is relatively little research  
that directly assesses the comparative 
performance of different navigational 
systems. Our research will examine  
how hospital users respond to the 
various elements used within the  
three navigational systems, for example 
the use of floor plans versus signage, 
colour coding, visual theming, the use 
of large numbers and/or exterior views 
to aid orientation. 

Environmental psychology has taught 
us that the way a space is designed 
impacts on the degree of socialisation 
that takes place within it, while 
non-architectural interventions designed  
to enhance social support within the 
hospital environment, such as peer  
and family support groups, have been 
shown to improve clinical outcomes. 

Despite having a reasonable knowledge  
of how design effects socialisation 

FOR PATIENTS AND THEIR FAMILIES, BEING LOST WITHIN THE HOSPITAL ENVIRONMENT CAN 
CONTRIBUTE TO STRESS, EVOKING FEELINGS OF HELPLESSNESS AND DEPRESSION. THIS OFTEN 
COMPOUNDS THE LOSS OF CONTROL THAT IS ALREADY BEING FELT RELATIVE TO THE ILLNESS ITSELF.
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The question of whether adequate  
private, reflective spaces are being  
provided alongside social spaces  
will also be addressed.

Although existing research suggests that 
patients react positively to the inclusion  
of nature within the hospital environment, 
both real and evoked (through gardens  
and views, nature-themed interior design, 
navigational systems and artworks), this 
research has primarily been conducted  
with adult patients. Our research will 
investigate whether children value nature  
to the same degree that adult patients do 
and the relative usefulness of varying forms 
of nature – is a picture of a garden, a fish  
or a meerkat really an adequate substitute 
for the real thing?

Distraction is another key design strategy  
in contemporary paediatric hospital design. 
Being encouraged to think about something 
other than their illness or current procedure 
has been shown to lessen the stressors of 
the hospital environment. The distractions 
provided across the three hospitals being 
examined include play spaces, movie 
theatres, aquariums, meerkat enclosures, 
gardens and artworks. 

Franklin Becker et al have been upfront in 
stating that there must be a tipping point 

whereby constantly improving healthcare 
environments no longer results in any 
significant physical benefits with regard  
to patient wellbeing; a criticism that has 
already been publicly levelled at some  
of the hospitals we will be studying. 
Furthermore, Becker posits this observation 
against the realities of rising healthcare 
costs, the increased demands of an aging 
population and a nursing workforce that  
is also aging. 

By evaluating the relative success of the 
design strategies and spatial provisions 
already being provided in line with best 
practice recommendations we hope to 
better understand which are the most 
beneficial relative to the wellbeing of 
patients, their families and hospital staff. 
This project represents a unique opportunity 
to inform hospital design into the future. 

WE KNOW THAT IN THE CASE OF 
CHRONIC ILLNESS, FOR EXAMPLE, 
FEELINGS OF DEPRESSION AND 
ANXIETY CAN IMPEDE HEALING. 
WE ALSO KNOW THAT POORLY 
DESIGNED ENVIRONMENTS CAN 
EXACERBATE ANXIETY WHILE 
THOSE THAT RESPOND TO BEST 
PRACTICE CAN CONTRIBUTE TO  
A POSITIVE PATIENT EXPERIENCE.

within student residences, suburban 
settings and high-density residential 
developments, we know much less about 
how aspects of the hospital environment 
influence social interaction. Although the 
effects of various waiting room designs  
on patient anxiety and stress have been 
examined, few spaces beyond the  
waiting room have received the attention  
of researchers. 

Our project aims to understand how  
the various spatial provisions within these 
three hospitals might encourage peer 
support networks, enable time to be spent 
with siblings and parents, and facilitate 
opportunities for patients to spend time  
with friends from beyond the hospital.  
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Dementia is a dark spectre in our  
popular consciousness. Incurable and 
indiscriminate, dementia threatens our 
individual autonomy and, ultimately,  
our identity. But many people will know 
someone with dementia, care for 
someone with dementia, or will at some 
time themselves develop dementia. 

Despite this pervasiveness, the treatment 
and care of people with dementia remains 
principally palliative; recent advances in  
our understanding of this condition and  
its causes yielding results focused on 
preventative strategies or on slowing  
the rate of cognitive decline.

It may seem that such a complex and 
debilitating condition, experienced within the 
mind of an individual, may lie wholly within 
the realm of therapeutic medicine, beyond 
the remit of architecture. But, as is widely 
acknowledged by architects and health 
professionals involved in designing for 
health, the quality and appropriateness  
of our physical environment has a critical 
influence on mental and physical wellbeing. 
In the context of dementia, it is perhaps 
even more so. 

ABOUT BRIAN KIDD

Brian Kidd (AM, LFRAIA) has 60 years’ 
experience in disability and aged care 
design, both in private practice and  
as a lecturer and researcher at the 
University of Melbourne, where he  
is now a Senior Fellow. 

He is currently a member of the National 
Access Working Group of the AIA and a 
member of the Victorian Chapter of the  
AIA Access Committee. Having published 
numerous books, book chapters, articles, 
research papers, handbooks and design 
guides, Brian is currently working on  
the manuscript of his forthcoming book, 
“A Recent History of Aged Care.”

>

ABOUT JIL RALEIGH

Jil Raleigh is an engineer and graduate 
architect at BKK Architects. She is  
also current co-editor of Inflection,  
the annual student-run journal from  
the Melbourne School of Design. 

>

More than merely facilitating appropriate  
and efficient care, architecture is 
fundamental to achieving maximum  
liberty and empowerment of people living 
with dementia. It was this promise of an 
architecture of enablement that founded 
Brian Kidd’s 2015 design thesis studio, 
“Designing for Dementia,” which formed 
part of my final-year studies.

The studio was the third in a series led  
by Brian focused on creating innovative  
and enabling environments for people  
with dementia. Guided by the 10 Principles  
of Designing for Dementia1 and supported 
by a group of dementia and design experts 
– including architects Kirsty Bennett 
(University of Wollongong), Allen Kong  
(Allen Kong Architect) and Alison Withers 
(Thomson Adsett), and Terri Preece of 
Alzheimer’s Australia – our class was 
encouraged to challenge the status quo  
in aged care and disability design.

AN ARCHITECTURE 
OF ENABLEMENT: 
DESIGNING FOR 
DEMENTIA WITH 
BRIAN KIDD 

Jil Raleigh

Challenging design conventions has been 
something of a recurring theme throughout 
Brian’s career. He began his working life  
in the early 1960s as a young state 
government architect in Perth, where his 
first assignment was the design of a new 
paraplegic unit at Royal Perth Hospital. 
During this time, Brian established a close 
working relationship with orthopaedic 
surgeon and disability activist Sir George 
Bedbrook. He gained rare access to the 
world of disability that was hidden from the 
general public by the policy of segregation 
that was a hallmark of the prevailing 
Victorian-era model of institutional care.

10 PRINCIPLES OF  
DESIGNING FOR DEMENTIA2 

Principles 01:  
Unobtrusively reduce risks

Principles 02:  
Provide a human scale

Principles 03:  
Allow people to see and be seen

Principles 04:  
Reduce unhelpful stimulation

Principles 05:  
Optimise helpful stimulation

Principles 06:  
Support movement and engagement

Principles 07:  
Create a familiar space

Principles 08:  
Provide opportunities to  
be alone or with others

Principles 09:  
Provide links to the community

Principles 10:  
Respond to a vision for way of life

“Well I got this job, the paraplegic unit, 
and didn’t know what a paraplegic was. 
Everybody at that stage was locked up.  
The blind were locked up in institutions  
and made baskets – that’s all they were 
good for; the deaf were locked up in 
another institution and did gardening –  
that’s all they were good for; the 
paraplegics were locked up in another 
institution – and did nothing much 
because they couldn’t do much…  
So we didn’t rub shoulders with them 
[people with disabilities].”

But the principle of normalisation –  
the concept of enabling people with 
disabilities to live in circumstances  
as close as possible to “regular 
circumstances” championed by  
German-American psychologist  
Dr. Wolf Wolfensberger et. al.3 –  
was to change all that.

The disability rights movement had 
gathered momentum by the early 1960s, 
spreading initially from the United States 
and Europe (Scandinavia) to the United 
Kingdom, Israel, Australia and New 
Zealand. In Australia, ACROD (the 
Australian Council for the Rehabilitation  
of the Disabled4) launched a public 
awareness campaign, with interdisciplinary 
committees established in each state  
and territory to lobby for disability  
access to public buildings. Brian Kidd  
was recruited to the cause and led a 
campaign for equality targeting the 
architectural profession.

“It was a long journey. It was an 
awareness program at that stage.  
It was starting from scratch. We  
started to make little movies, little films, 
photographing buildings and people  
trying to get into them and the barriers 
that steps presented, heavy doors  
and the fact that you couldn’t find a  
toilet that you could get into if you were  
in a wheelchair.”

Decades on, the advocacy work of 
ACROD and others resulted in key 
legislation (the Disability Services Act 
1986 and the Disability Discrimination  
Act 1992). 

In architectural terms, the most significant 
achievement of the disability rights 
movement was the massive shift in design 
culture enshrined in AS1428 (Australian 
Standard for Design for Access and 
Mobility). First introduced in 1968 as part  
of AS CA52.1, subsequent revisions and 
accompanying legislation have solidified  
the code’s presence in the building 
industry. But while he was on the 
committee for the 1988 revision, Brian 
remains irked by a fundamental flaw in  
the code: its exclusion of the aged. 

“It was a slow process [but] we’ve broken 
through now, obviously. It’s a common 
language… As far as I’m concerned,  
the disability aspect should be covered 
now. They need a code for older people 
because the codes we’ve written so  
far are only tested on people from 18  
to 605. So we’ve got a large swag of the 
population that aren’t covered by any  
of those codes. So about time we did 
something about it. And particularly  
with dementia, if we had some standards, 
some rules, people would design 
dementia-specific places better.”

This original neglect of the 60+ has,  
with time, been exacerbated by an aging 
population and the associated emergence 
of the dementia “epidemic,” leading Brian  
to focus his attention in recent decades 
on improving design standards for aged 
care and dementia care facilities. During 
the 1980s and 1990s, he and others 
worked to develop and implement an 
evidence-based model of care; small-
scale and “residential” in character. This 
revolutionary new model soon became 
best practice and substantially superseded 
large-scale institutional facilities as the 
dominant form of aged care.

MORE THAN MERELY FACILITATING APPROPRIATE AND EFFICIENT CARE, ARCHITECTURE IS FUNDAMENTAL  
TO ACHIEVING MAXIMUM LIBERTY AND EMPOWERMENT OF PEOPLE LIVING WITH DEMENTIA. IT WAS THIS 
PROMISE OF AN ARCHITECTURE OF ENABLEMENT THAT FOUNDED BRIAN KIDD’S 2015 DESIGN THESIS STUDIO.
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“In the 1980s, we had this very big 
movement, and all we knew was that  
what had been happening was disastrous… 
There were lots of studies that were done,  
in America, particularly, on the negative 
effects of institutions and the large scale 
buildings. They were quite destructive  
on people mentally.”

Despite the efforts of these reformers, a 
recent and worrying trend has emerged  
that threatens to erode their gains. Since  
the early 2000s, aged care and dementia 
care facilities have tended towards a revival 
of the large-scale institutional model of the 
Victorian era. And while the number of beds 
is not a measure of design quality, Brian is 
concerned that, in the largely corporatised 
aged care sector, economic efficiency and 
risk minimisation seem too often to trump  
a concern for quality of life.

“I think we’ve gone backwards. Years  
ago we seemed to be doing 30 bed units. 
Socially, they seemed to be the right in the 
80s. Around about 2000, we went to 60. 
Then by the time I was doing the last ones, 
which was about 2004, 2005, suddenly 
they were bumping it up to about 120.

It’s all about bean counting. You can see it 
in their buildings. They [the corporate elite] 
don’t understand the philosophy properly. 
They’re in charge at the moment, for sure.”

And so, as future custodians of designing 
for health, our class of proto-architects  
was tasked with challenging the current 
emphasis on protection and efficiency,  
and reviving the concept of dignity of risk. 
Ranging in focus from conventional building 
and adaptive reuse to augmented reality, 
our thesis proposals variously harnessed  

the benefits of ecologically sustainable 
building, the cultivation of a connection  
with the wider community, and aging  
in place through assistive technologies.

The “Designing for Dementia” studio was  
a rare opportunity to address a socio-
medical phenomenon that affects so many 
in our communities, and to test these ideas 
with the support of dementia and design 
experts who continue to agitate for progress 
and reform. Now armed with the principles 
of universal design and an understanding  
of the challenges of living with dementia, 
this small group of architecture graduates  
is now equipped to create an inclusive and 
enabling architecture; an architecture for  
our communities as a whole.

1 The 10 Principles of Designing for Dementia build 
on the 7 Principles of Universal Design that were 
developed in 1997 by researchers at North Carolina 
State University led by architect Ronald Mace. 
(“Principles of Universal Design,” The RL Mace 
Universal Design Institute, accessed February 19, 
2016, http://www.udinstitute.org/principles.php.)

2 “Dementia Enabling Environments Principles,” 
Dementia Enabling Environments, accessed February 
19, 2016, http://www.enablingenvironments.com.au/
principles.html.

3 Others involved in the development of the 
normalisation principle include Niels Erik Bank-
Mikkelson, Karl Grunewald and Bengt Nirje. (R.J. 
Flynn and R.A. Lemay, eds., A Quarter-century of 
normalization and social role valorization: evolution 
and impact, Ottawa: University of Ottawa, 1999.)

4 ACROD rebranded in 2007 and is now known as 
the NDS (National Disability Service). (“About NDS,” 
National Disability Services, accessed 19 February, 
2016, http://www.nds.org.au/about.)

5 “The Standard is based on data resulting from 
empirical testing of persons aged between 18 and  
60 years and may not be appropriate when applied 
to persons outside this age range.” (Standards 
Australia, Australian Standard AS1428.1-2009, 
Sydney: Standards Australia, 2009.)

THIS ORIGINAL NEGLECT OF THE 60+ HAS, WITH TIME, BEEN EXACERBATED BY AN AGING POPULATION AND 
THE ASSOCIATED EMERGENCE OF THE DEMENTIA “EPIDEMIC,” LEADING BRIAN TO FOCUS HIS ATTENTION  
IN RECENT DECADES ON IMPROVING DESIGN STANDARDS FOR AGED CARE AND DEMENTIA CARE FACILITIES.

MELBOURNE’S 
FOODBOWL

FOODPRINT MELBOURNE:  
DESIGNING A HEALTHY AND RESILIENT 
FOOD SYSTEM FOR A GROWING CITY 

Rachel Carey, Jen Sheridan  
and Jess Bird

Few things have more influence on  
our health than what we eat. Australia  
is blessed with an abundant supply of 
fresh foods, including locally produced 
fruit and vegetables, but the findings  
of a new research project from the 
Victorian Eco-Innovation Laboratory 
suggest that we shouldn’t take our  
food supply for granted. Cities need  
to plan for a healthy and resilient food 
supply just as they plan for housing, 
transport and other essential services. 

The Foodprint Melbourne project is 
investigating food production in Melbourne’s 
foodbowl, the area of highly productive 
farmland on the city fringe. It is one of the  
first projects in Australia to investigate a  
city foodbowl. The project also aims to 
identify vulnerabilities in Melbourne’s  
food supply and ways to address them. 
Foodprint Melbourne is a joint project 
between the Victorian Eco-Innovation 
Laboratory in the Faculty of Architecture, 
Building and Planning, and Deakin 
University. The project is funded by the  
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation,  
and project partners include the City  
of Melbourne and local governments  
on Melbourne’s peri-urban fringe. 

CITIES AND THEIR HINTERLANDS ARE NOT TYPICALLY THOUGHT OF AS FOOD GROWING REGIONS, BUT  
THE FOODPRINT MELBOURNE PROJECT HAS FOUND THAT MELBOURNE’S FOODBOWL GROWS A SURPRISING 
AMOUNT OF FOOD – ENOUGH TO MEET OVER 40% OF THE CITY POPULATION’S FOOD NEEDS.

Outer foodbowl

Inner foodbowl

Melbourne

Outer growth boundary
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Some areas of the city’s foodbowl 
produce a high proportion of particular 
fruits and vegetables, because they 
have ideal soil and climate conditions. 
Koo Wee Rup, around 60 km to the 
South-East of Melbourne, produces 
over 90% of Australia’s asparagus,  
and Werribee, to the city’s West,  
grows around 85% of Victoria’s 
cauliflower and over 50% of broccoli. 

However, the production of fresh, 
healthy foods in the city’s foodbowl  
is at risk. Melbourne is predicted to 
grow to a city of over 7 million by  
2050, but if the city continues to 
expand at its current rate, urban  
sprawl could displace farmland and 
significantly reduce the capacity of 
Melbourne’s foodbowl to supply the  
city with fresh foods. At the same  
time, the food needs of the growing 
population will increase.

The Foodprint Melbourne project has 
found that by 2050, the capacity of 
Melbourne’s foodbowl to meet the  
city’s food needs is likely to fall from 
40% to 18%, and the foodbowl’s 
capacity to supply the city with fresh 
vegetables is likely to fall from over  
80% to just 21%. 

The project is exploring the implications 
of urban sprawl for the city’s supply  
of fresh foods, and how the city  
could grow in a way that retains  
fertile farmland and the capacity for 
local food production. The project is 
also investigating the risks of climate 
change for Melbourne’s food supply, 
particularly water scarcity. 

Melbourne is situated in a relatively  
dry region, and climate change is likely  
to further reduce the availability of water  
to grow food. However, the city has two 
water treatment plants that produce 
significant quantities of recycled water  
that can be used for food production. 
These water treatment plants are 
located near regions of highly fertile 
farmland that have the potential to  
be developed as ‘drought proof 
foodbowls’, where food production  
can continue during drought. 

The Foodprint Melbourne project is 
working with project partners to explore 
ways to create a healthier and more 
sustainable food supply for Melbourne.  
If the city is able to accommodate its 
predicted population increase in a way 
that contains urban sprawl and retains  
the city’s capacity for peri-urban food 

IF THE CITY CONTINUES TO 
EXPAND AT ITS CURRENT 
RATE, URBAN SPRAWL  
COULD DISPLACE FARMLAND 
AND SIGNIFICANTLY  
REDUCE THE CAPACITY OF 
MELBOURNE’S FOODBOWL  
TO SUPPLY THE CITY WITH 
FRESH FOODS.

Cities and their hinterlands are not 
typically thought of as food growing 
regions, but the Foodprint Melbourne 
project has found that Melbourne’s 
foodbowl grows a surprising amount  
of food – enough to meet over 40%  
of the city population’s food needs. 

Melbourne’s foodbowl consists of  
many small areas of food production 
that are scattered around the city 
fringe. It produces a wide variety  
of foods – including dairy, meat and 
eggs – and it is particularly important 
to the supply of fresh fruit and 
vegetables, producing almost half  
of the vegetables grown in Victoria 
and over 90% of berries. 

production, Melbourne’s foodbowl could 
contribute to a more resilient city food 
supply in the face of increasing climate 
pressures on food production.

The Foodprint Melbourne project builds  
on 10 years of research at the Victorian 
Eco-Innovation Laboratory into the design  
of sustainable food systems. It reflects  
an increased global focus on interdisciplinary 
approaches to food system planning –  
the planning of food systems from 
production through to consumption  
and the disposal of food waste. Food 
system planning encompasses elements  
of public health, land use planning, 
economic development and community 
building. It focuses on the design of  
food systems that are healthy, equitable, 
sustainable and resilient. 

Future stages of the Foodprint Melbourne 
project will explore policy options to 
strengthen the resilience of Melbourne’s 
food system and will model the economic 
benefits of sourcing more of the city’s  
food from its local foodbowl. The  
Foodprint Melbourne project runs until  
the end of 2016.

IF THE CITY IS ABLE TO ACCOMMODATE ITS PREDICTED POPULATION 
INCREASE IN A WAY THAT CONTAINS URBAN SPRAWL AND RETAINS THE 
CITY’S CAPACITY FOR PERI-URBAN FOOD PRODUCTION, MELBOURNE’S 
FOODBOWL COULD CONTRIBUTE TO A MORE RESILIENT CITY FOOD SUPPLY 
IN THE FACE OF INCREASING CLIMATE PRESSURES ON FOOD PRODUCTION.

MELBOURNE IS SITUATED IN 
A RELATIVELY DRY REGION, 
AND CLIMATE CHANGE IS 
LIKELY TO FURTHER REDUCE 
THE AVAILABILITY OF WATER  
TO GROW FOOD. HOWEVER, 
THE CITY HAS TWO WATER 
TREATMENT PLANTS THAT 
PRODUCE SIGNIFICANT 
QUANTITIES OF RECYCLED 
WATER THAT CAN BE USED 
FOR FOOD PRODUCTION. 

For more information,  
see the project website

www.ecoinnovationlab.com/ 
project_content/foodprint-melbourne/ 

Contact Rachel Carey 
rachel.carey@unimelb.edu.au
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PIONEERING 
VICTORIA’S 
BICYCLE 
NETWORK

Rees Quilford

Whether it’s commuting to and from  
work or enjoying a leisurely weekend 
ride, cycling has become the norm  
for many Victorians. That the state’s 
extensive bike path network has become 
the envy of the nation and provides  
a myriad of health benefits to its users  
is a source of great pride for University  
of Melbourne alumni John Bayly and  
Don Glasson. 

Their pioneering work with the innovative 
Melbourne-based planning firm Loder & 
Bayly was instrumental in the development 
Victorians now take for granted.

John Bayly (BArch 1952; DipT&RP 1953) 
and Don Glasson (BArch 1962; GDipT&RP 
1963) first met in a University of Melbourne 
classroom in the 1960s. John was teaching 
at the time, serving as the University’s first 
full-time Lecturer of Planning, and Don was 
his pupil, studying the Diploma of Town  
and Regional Planning.

The two men shared a common interest  
in innovative planning techniques and  
a friendship developed outside of the 
academy. At the conclusion of his studies, 
Don quickly realised he wanted to pursue 
planning rather than architecture but at  
that time the number of firms working the 
planning field was quite limited. “There  
were basically two choices of firms: both 
were architecture firms that had tacked 
planning on,” he says. 

John had taken a role with Harris Lange 
Engineers but had begun discussing a 
model for a stand-alone planning firm with 
his colleague, John Loder. Their vision was 
for an enterprise focused specifically on 
planning, “a pioneering venture to integrate 
land use and transport planning”. Loder  
& Bayly was established in 1971.

The firm actively cultivated creative and 
inter-disciplinary capability within its ranks. 
Sociologists, engineers, economists and 
landscape architects were partnered with 
planners to tackle projects. The approach 
delivered a unique offering according to 
John, “Including a sociologist was really  
the big innovation. What we did was not 
only merely allow, but encourage, people  
to stick their noses into other people’s 
disciplinary areas. And it worked very  
well to have a sociologist criticising the 
engineer or vice versa.”

Don was invited to join the firm early on.  
“I got a telephone call from John Bayly;  
he said I’m starting up a proper planning 
firm. Not tacking it on to something else.  
It was a firm with the range of disciplines 
you really need if you’re going to tackle 
planning. It was unique, they were pioneers 
in Victoria. That is what is really special 
about what John managed to achieve.”

The firm was well established by the  
mid 1970s. A number of influential figures 
with a strong knowledge of commuter 
trends in Europe had lobbied the  
Victorian Government to invest in bicycle 
infrastructure. The State Bicycle Committee 
and the Bicycle Institute of Victoria (which 
would later become Bicycle Victoria, now 
Bicycle Network) was established as a  
result of this advocacy. “It was just at the 
beginning of an acceptance that it wasn’t 
only ratbags that rode bikes,” says Don. 

The Loder & Bayly group was engaged  
to plan and design a bike path through  
the bushland of the banks of the Yarra River. 
An existing path, mainly used by rowing 
coaches, ran from the CBD to Punt Road 
but there was nothing beyond that. Don 
recalls, “It was just blackberries, reeds  
and swamp past that point”. 

The trail was completed, little by little,  
over a number of years. Don describes  
the finished path as a low budget product, 
but the uptake was instantaneous. It 
attracted pleasure-seekers, rather than 
commuters, as the path provided pleasant 
and convenient access to the river. 

“I GOT A TELEPHONE CALL  
FROM JOHN BAYLY; HE SAID  
I’M STARTING UP A PROPER 
PLANNING FIRM. NOT TACKING  
IT ON TO SOMETHING ELSE. IT  
WAS A FIRM WITH THE RANGE  
OF DISCIPLINES YOU REALLY  
NEED IF YOU’RE GOING TO  
TACKLE PLANNING. IT WAS 
UNIQUE, THEY WERE PIONEERS  
IN VICTORIA. THAT IS WHAT IS 
REALLY SPECIAL ABOUT WHAT 
JOHN MANAGED TO ACHIEVE.”

Commuting by bike was still unusual at  
the time. Cyclists were generally regarded 
as a nuisance on the main roads but the 
lobbyists’ arguments were beginning to  
get traction. “They began to argue that 
cyclists should be accommodated on  
the roads,” says Don.

John and Don began looking for a suitable 
area to undertake an analytical trial of the 
on-road effects of introducing dedicated 
bicycle lanes to existing roads. The City  
of Sandringham provided an ideal testing 
ground, as the Deputy Engineer there was  
a keen cyclist. Trial paint was put down  
on two roads to demarcate dedicated 
cycling lanes. The usage by cyclists  
and the changes to the traffic patterns  
were thoroughly analysed by a Loder  
& Bayly traffic engineer. “Again, we had  
a small budget but it was an early public 
statement that bikes weren’t just things  
of leisure,” says Don. 

As the trial built momentum, people of 
influence on the state planning committee 
started to take notice. Dedicated transport 
infrastructure for cyclists was increasingly 
integrated into Melbourne’s urban  
planning frameworks.

A 1993 Victorian Government decision  
to establish the Rail Trails Committee  
also proved to be a significant development 
for both the Loder & Bayly group and the 
future of cycling in Victoria. Chaired by 

Graeme Stoney MP, the parliamentary 
committee was appointed to develop  
and design a programme for the 
establishment of a network of rail trails 
throughout regional Victoria. 

Loder & Bayly were engaged to put together 
a study, led by Don, which examined the 
feasibility of developing an old rail trail 
easement in the Ovens Valley. “Victoria  
was unusual because they didn’t sell  
off the old easements, they leased them  
out to the adjacent farmers,” says Don. 

The findings were collated and published  
in 1994. The State Bicycle Committee 
distributed it across Victoria as a guide  
for community groups involved in the 
development of rail trail projects. That 
pioneering work had a profound effect  
on Victoria’s regional bicycle network.  
Since that time, at least 17 trails have been 
established in various parts of Victoria.

The planning sector has evolved 
dramatically since those days and 
standalone planning firms have become  
the norm, though many still don’t have  
the range of expertise offered by Loder  
& Bayly. Reflecting on their achievements, 
John and Don are proud that their early 
work now provides such a comprehensive 
resource for Victoria’s cyclists.

“Melbourne has become a leader in 
infrastructure for cyclists. The extent  

of its urban bicycle network and that of 
Victoria leads the nation by quite a long 
margin. The other states are still trying to 
incorporate their old rail networks into their 
bicycle infrastructure,” says Don. The early 
work undertaken by John Bayly, Don 
Glasson and by the Loder & Bayly firm  
has been developed into an outstanding 
network of recreational and commuter 
bicycle trails, leaving a legacy that continues  
to improve the health and wellbeing of so 
many Victorians.

THE FINDINGS WERE COLLATED 
AND PUBLISHED IN 1994. THE 
STATE BICYCLE COMMITTEE 
DISTRIBUTED IT ACROSS VICTORIA 
AS A GUIDE FOR COMMUNITY 
GROUPS INVOLVED IN THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF RAIL TRAIL 
PROJECTS. THAT PIONEERING 
WORK HAD A PROFOUND EFFECT  
ON VICTORIA’S REGIONAL BICYCLE 
NETWORK. SINCE THAT TIME,  
AT LEAST 17 TRAILS HAVE BEEN 
ESTABLISHED IN VARIOUS  
PARTS OF VICTORIA.

John Bayly (left) and Don Glasson at the Melbourne 
School of Design. Photograph: Philippa Knack

THE LODER & BAYLY GROUP 
WAS ENGAGED TO PLAN  
AND BUILD A BIKE PATH 
THROUGH THE BUSHLAND 
OF THE BANKS OF THE 
YARRA RIVER. AN EXISTING 
PATH, MAINLY USED BY 
ROWING COACHES, RAN 
FROM THE CBD TO PUNT 
ROAD BUT THERE WAS 
NOTHING BEYOND THAT. 
DON RECALLS, “IT WAS JUST 
BLACKBERRIES, REEDS AND 
SWAMP PAST THAT POINT”.
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BEYOND THE COUNSELLING WORKSPACE: 
SPACES OF SIGNIFICANCE IN TREATMENT 
OF SELF HARM Stephanie  

Liddicoat

Outside of the counselling workspace1, 
what environments are significant in  
the treatment of self harm2? Why  
are these significant? PhD student 
Stephanie Liddicoat is conducting 
research at the intersection of clinical 
practice and architectural design.

There is a considerable body of literature 
affirming links between mental wellbeing 
and good design practice. Evaluations  
of specific design interventions have  
shown that good design of clinical and 
treatment environments leads to better 
clinical outcomes and less stress for the 
users; both patients and staff.(2-8) The 
counselling environment is regarded within 
clinical literature as having an effect on a 
consumer’s3 sense of wellbeing.(8, 10, 11) 
Consumers’ experience of such spaces  
can have a highly emotional dimension  
(9, 12, 13) which suggests that environment 
design can influence therapeutic efficacy. 

In my fieldwork with consumers in  
treatment for self harm, three environments 
in addition to the counselling workspace 
were mentioned by interview participants.

De-escalation space

After the intensity of a counselling session, 
for individuals who self harm the transition 
to the outside world afterward was found  
to be very difficult:

“The therapy sessions are often really 
intense, I don’t know about other people 
but my sessions might go for two hours, 
and I’d be totally numb afterwards and  
have to go straight out into the world,  
when I feel so vulnerable and it was  
so frightening, sometimes I’d just get  
so anxious about it, I’d be self harming  
in my car on the way home.”(14)

A practicing therapist also reflects and 
supports the idea of a de-escalation space 
for consumers after a counselling session:

“Emerging straight into the world is 
confronting; I would liken it to getting up  
in the morning, and you have been in 
another state like sleep, and you need to 
adjust and bring yourself back to the world 
outside and bringing yourself back to 
whatever that might need to be. So, I think 
you are at a different rate, whether it be 
consciousness, or reengaging back into 
where you were previously, I think that  
can take time, and it can also take an 
awareness of how you can bring yourself 
back to that space.”(15)

The transition between a counselling 
session and the world beyond is difficult 
and needs to be supported by environment 
and design, such as the creation of  
a de-escalation space.

Urge room

The notion of an urge room in inpatient  
care was brought up in interviews with 
individuals who self harm. This is  
essentially a space where they might  
go when confronted with the urge to self 
harm, and this space would help to quell  
these desires through its design. It is 
described thus:

“Bright coloured pods, a confined space, 
where I could go would help – I blast the 
senses to occupy myself, to bring me  
back to the present. A sensory stimulus 
pod! That can rock! To soothe yourself.  
I mean, that’s why I watch a movie really 
loud [when I have the urge to self harm],  
or play my music real loud, to bring me 
back and stop distress. Rocking – it’s 
relaxing, and it’s disabling, it’s rhythmic  
and brings you back to your body.”(14)

High sensory stimulation is paramount  
in this room if it is to quell dissociative  
traits and enable the individual to remain 
present. Within clinical literature it is noted 
that individuals who practice self harm  
are commonly also afflicted by symptoms 
known as ‘high sensation seeking’.(16, 17) 
There is a close relationship between the 
practice of self harm and the sensations of 
the body (18, 19); the harming procedures 
serve to elicit sensory response as an 
emotional release, or aim to reconnect  

1 Within this article, the counselling workspace is defined as the space where a therapeutic/counselling session occurs. This is typically an interview room/office type 
space, and is inclusive of physical items such as a table, chairs, bookshelves and similar; physical aspects such as ceiling height, colour, lighting levels and similar;  
and other aspects such as control, personalisation, territories, interpersonal distances and similar, all forming what Stanley Law describes as ‘the therapeutic situation’. 
(1. Law S, G. The therapeutic situation. In: Law SG, editor. Therapy through interview. New York: McGraw Hill; 1948. p. 12-21.)

2 Within this article, self harm is conceived of as the physical harming of the body without suicidal intent. This involves a physical wounding of the body tissues.  
More broad definitions of what may constitute self harm, such as eating disorders, tobacco smoking, alcohol abuse, or some forms of tattooing, and correlated  
but clinically separate conditions, such as depression, are not considered part of this research.

3 The term consumer is used within this paper referring to the individuals who are clients of mental health service delivery. The terms patients and consumers  
are used interchangeably.

with the body, when anxiety or emotional 
distress has served to disengage the 
individual’s perceptions of their body, its 
boundaries and their environment.(20) 

Natural mind-space

A view through a window to a natural 
landscape adjacent to the counselling 
workspaces was found, in my fieldwork,  
to be very significant for individuals who  
self harm.

“Having that view out to a landscape, it’s 
been important through my whole stages  
of treatment, yeah the whole way, but I 
didn’t realise until I didn’t have that safe 
view from a window, and I think that is 
probably part of the reason I didn’t continue 
in some ways, because as I said it was so 
confrontational, I had nowhere to look, I felt 
totally judged and I just didn’t feel safe.”(14)

It seems that this landscape is not important 
to occupy physically, and that visual access 
provides the sense of escapism or mental 
respite which is desired: 

“I would look out the window and even in 
the counselling I would need a window to 
feel safe, to “Oh, there’s a world out there!” 
You know? There’s a world out there and I 
might not feel safe in the physical area I am 
in, but it’s OK. It gives me a psychological 
connection to a bigger space, to a world 
outside what I am dealing with.”(14)

However, it seems that a large expansive 
view to an unframed landscape, with  
no boundaries, is not preferable:

“I think if it’s too big, yeah I don’t think I’d 
feel safe, I don’t know why. No, if it’s too  
big I don’t think I’d feel safe.”(14)

The notion of a framed landscape as 
providing greater sense of freedom and 
comfort simultaneously is echoed by 
several consumers, who discuss how 
connection to nature in a contained  
way allows them to maintain a sense  
of protection and control through the 
borders or framing of the natural space. 

Spatial journey

The notion of a linear spatial journey was 
also raised. As one consumer explains: 

“It’s kind of yucky to walk out the same  
way you came in if you are distressed…
there should be a distressed door [an  
exit to use when feeling distressed after  
a counselling session], where you can’t  
be seen, and can leave that’s different  
to the entry. Yeah a linear journey, I like  
that idea.”(14) 

It seems there is a metaphor of progress 
made spatially, and to back track and 
repeat earlier steps is not conducive to, or 
representative of, therapeutic development. 
Consumers are reminded of how they felt 
prior to the session, which leads to a sense 
that they are not making positive progress. 

A practicing therapist reflects on the 
metaphorical journey of a counselling 
session:

“Perhaps they [the consumers] are 
somewhat mentally preparing for a session 
and what to mention to their counsellors 

and it might be the space that triggers a lot 
of that thinking, and perhaps then having a 
space that you could then leave through 
would associate more with letting go of the 
session, and creating that mental boundary 
or that mental break between what just 
happened in the session and resuming your 
day to day daily life.”(15)

The importance of metaphors, such as the 
physical journey around counselling, may 
be of particular significance to individuals 
who self harm. 

Self injury is acknowledged by the  
literature as a growing health concern.(21) 
The design of counselling workspaces  
can powerfully support therapeutic 
interventions for individuals in treatment  
for self harm. De-escalation spaces, urge 
rooms and natural mind-space assist in 
promoting a sense of safety, comfort and 
containment for individuals who self harm 
and provide an escapism from the intensity 
of the counselling session. This helps  
to better foster mental processing and 
therapeutic efficacy. 

The metaphor of the journey of counselling 
manifests in physical space. Individuals  
in treatment for self harm deeply engage  
in their counselling space, searching within 
it for features that help them to remain 
present and quell dissociative traits. A 
consideration of the spaces beyond the 
counselling workspace is encouraged,  
to best support therapeutic practice 
through design of the built environment.

Image: ‘A linear journey of counselling’  
by Stephanie Liddicoat
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THE SPINE OF 
URBAN DESIGN

Gideon  
Aschwanden

We all know that walking more  
is good for our health. How can  
urban design support our efforts?

As urban designers, we can change 
many aspects of the built environment: 
from greenery and locations of parks,  
to roads and the size of buildings. Not  
all of these features have the same 
impact on the final urban landscape,  
as their effects vary in longevity. Even 
though most of the attention these  
days is on buildings, their size and  
their functions, the longevity of buildings  
is very limited in comparison to other 
elements. Good urban design is like  
a good laksa soup: its magic is not 
created by a single ingredient; it is  
the combination of them all that  
makes it delicious.

Internationally, the replacement rate  
of buildings is generally between 1%  
and 2% a year. This doesn’t sound  
like much; however, this percentage 
indicates that more than half of buildings 
are still standing on their 50th birthday 
and only one-third are still around a 
hundred years after their construction.  
In urban design terms, this is a very 
short period of time. Land use, for 
example, doesn’t change just because  
a building changes. Static use of  
land is amplified for lots and parcels. 
Subdivision of land completed in 
medieval times is still visible in most 
European cities. 

The urban element that tends to last 
longest is roads. We can see Roman 
roads in and between cities that are 
2000 years old, making them the  
bones and spine of urban design. 

Not only do roads have the longest life 
of any urban element, they also influence 

every other element of urban design. 
Street design and network design 
influence car traffic and pedestrian 
numbers. They create the environment 
for particular businesses and industries 
to thrive. Accessibility influences land 
value and has a strong influence  
on building height and density.

Crucially, for the health of individuals and 
communities, roads influence people’s 
transport behaviours. For example, living 
next to a highway is not conducive to 
walking or cycling. This influence of 
roads on our health is not limited to  
the streets within direct proximity to  
our homes or workplaces, but also  
the location of roads in cities and where 
they lead. For example, in cases of high 
volume traffic, we can expect that our 
proximity to these roads will lead to  
fine particles settling in our lungs. 

Since these particles are too small  
to be filtered and too small to be 
absorbed into the bloodstream they 
remain on the surface of our respiratory 
system, causing an immune reaction. 
This leads to an increase in chronic 
obstructive pulmonary diseases and 
increased blood pressure, even hours 
after exposure. 

The roads surrounding us change  
our travel behaviour by encouraging  
or discouraging self-propelled modes  
of transportation which offer associated 
health benefits. The impact of the  
roads in our direct vicinity works on 
multiple time scales. Impacts of roads 
on our health and wellbeing do not 
usually occur quickly – they become 
measurable over lifetimes.

In our research into roads and 
community health myself and my 
colleagues evaluated the entire  
street network of Switzerland to identify 
streets which are well integrated into the 
urban network and are situated within  
a reasonable radius for people to use 
self-propelled modes of transportation 
(<2.5km). We discovered that people  
living in well integrated urban locations 
experienced an 11.8% reduced risk of  
dying from a heart attack. To put this  
into perspective, taking a daily dose  
of Aspirin reduces the risk of having  
a heart attack by only 9%.

More remarkable results were evident 
when looking at residential locations  
that require the use of cars. An increase 
of more than 30% mortality through 
heart attacks was observed. This 
evaluation took into account a large 
number of factors like marriage status, 
age and education attainment levels.

NOT ONLY DO ROADS HAVE  
THE LONGEST LIFE OF ANY 
URBAN ELEMENT, THEY ALSO 
INFLUENCE EVERY OTHER 
ELEMENT OF URBAN DESIGN. 
STREET DESIGN AND NETWORK 
DESIGN INFLUENCE CAR 
TRAFFIC AND PEDESTRIAN 
NUMBERS. THEY CREATE  
THE ENVIRONMENT FOR 
PARTICULAR BUSINESSES  
AND INDUSTRIES TO THRIVE.

We mirrored this evaluation and applied it 
to the street network of Victoria, Australia. 
We applied an algorithm to find the 
shortest paths from all roads to all other 
roads. This measure is called ‘choice’ and 
indicates the traffic volume on a particular 
road. Our second measure looks at the 
distance from a road to all other roads. 
This measure indicates how central or 
integrated a road is. 

Even though Switzerland and Victoria  
are very different in global structure –  
i.e. Switzerland consists of more than 
2700 medium-sized settlements, whereas 
more than 80% of Victoria’s population is 
in one metropolitan area – similar patterns 
of centrality emerged in smaller cities 
(Ballarat, Geelong) and suburbs.

When moving next time the following 
questions could prolong your life:  
How walkable is your local area?  
Do you factor this in when choosing  
where to live, or consider it in relation  
to your workplace?

This work was achieved in collaboration with  
the McCaughey VicHealth Community Wellbeing  
Unit. The dataset used in this research was 
provided by the Unit.

THE URBAN ELEMENT 
THAT TENDS TO LAST 
LONGEST IS ROADS. WE 
CAN SEE ROMAN ROADS 
IN AND BETWEEN CITIES 
THAT ARE 2000 YEARS 
OLD, MAKING THEM THE 
BONES AND SPINE OF 
URBAN DESIGN.

AURIN: AUSTRALIA’S URBAN  
INTELLIGENCE NETWORK

In order to apply his Swiss analysis  
to a Victorian street network,  
Gideon added data offered  
through the AURIN Portal.

AURIN is a government funded 
e-research data infrastructure that can 
be used free of charge by research 
and government users. Anyone with 
an edu.au email address can log in  
at www.aurin.org.au and use the  
data, analysis and mapping tools.

Led by The University of Melbourne, 
and hosted by the Faculty of 
Architecture, Building and Planning, 
AURIN is open to users from  
around Australia, and collaborates  
with more than 70 institutions and 
national data providers.

Australia’s population is set to reach  
40 million people by 2050 and is  
one of the world’s most urbanised 
countries. AURIN provides thousands 
of data sets, mapped and integrated 

from multiple sources, with analytical  
tools to interrogate this data so that 
researchers and government (all levels) 
can model and test ideas for the 
sustainable development and wellbeing 
of our growing population centres.

Through AURIN, researchers  
can access demographic, health, 
transport, housing, income, land  
use, geographic and a plethora  
of other data, all spatially mapped  
and programmed to work together, 
with permissions taken care of.

Researchers can spend more time 
interrogating the data and reduce  
the time to publish. Not to mention 
spending less time taking care of  
red tape and making the research 
dollar go further.

Visit  
www.aurin.org.au

Images of Carlton and Gideon 
Aschwanden by James Rafferty.
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attended community college and, eventually, 
Iowa State University where I graduated  
top of my class. After work in Philadelphia 
and further study at Harvard I moved  
to California, spending five years with  
the landscape and master planning firm, 
Sasaki Walker. One day in 1976 its director 
Peter Walker (whose fine design for 
Barangaroo, on Sydney Harbour, opened 
late in 2015) walked by and asked if I could 
go to Australia to fill in while landscape 
architect Rodney Wulff headed to Harvard. 
‘Yeah!’ I said. I joined Rodney’s Melbourne-
based firm, Tract Consultants (aligned  
then with Merchant Builders). Didn’t actually 
decide to stay, I just never went home.

What did you bring to Australia?

An understanding of space – I love working 
with voids, whether these are in tiny 
courtyards or large areas of land. My first 
project for Merchant Builders was Vermont 
Park, a four-hectare cluster housing project.

A desire to share – from day one – what  
I had learned about looking at the big 
picture. This soon happened with our  
1979 landscape master plan for St Kilda 
Foreshore, which extended from Port 
Melbourne to Elwood and included many 
transplanted date palm trees for immediate 
structure and luxuriance. Then with our 
winning 1981 entry for the Newcastle 
foreshore, where we tied the central 
business district to the waterfront. 

How did Tract Consultants  
grow and develop?

With three directors, we were a good  
team. Howard McCorkell’s strength was 
planning and managing, Rodney was an 
environmental designer and planner, I loved 
design and creativity. By the late 1970s 
Rodney was back with his PhD, and he  
and I were teaching the first course in 
landscape architecture at RMIT. 

That urban design-based Newcastle project 
really set us off so that from the early 1980s 
our focus broadened. Our firm expanded 
fast as we looked at the big picture in Perth, 
Brisbane, Sydney, overseas in Hong Kong 
and Shanghai. And of course in Melbourne, 
especially with an early 1980s plan 
(suggested by Evan Walker and David 
Yencken) to open the rundown industrial 
land along Southbank to the Yarra River. 

Then came the 1991 recession. We found 
ourselves suddenly with no money and no 
work and our staff numbers fell from 70 to 
13. But we stayed positive and gradually  
it came back. We now number around 140, 
and work nationally and internationally.

What’s your main aim?

To create places and open spaces that call 
people in and offer positive changes. As we 
developed this approach we found that 
no-one really seemed to have tackled it 
before, and it added great richness to 
existing communities. At Cairns in 1998-
2003, we transformed unuseable mudflats 

ABOUT STEVE CALHOUN

Steve Calhoun is a leading practitioner  
of urban and landscape design, in which  
his life work initially in the United States, 
then ongoing in Australia has helped 
establish the highest standards. His firm, 
Tract Consultants, has won well over  
100 professional design awards.

In 2016 the Faculty will award its first  
Steve Calhoun Scholarship, made  
possible by Calhoun’s generosity.

>

ABOUT ANNE LATREILLE

Anne Latreille is an author, journalist  
and editor with a long-running interest  
in landscape and garden design for city  
and country. She first wrote about Tract 
Consultants in 1980. 

>

Tell me about your background in  
the United States – and your decision  
to settle in Australia

I grew up in a country town in Iowa. I had  
no interest in school and would sit in class 
looking out the window. Then in my last year 
they offered – for the first time – studies in 
drawing. The light-bulb went on! I wanted  
to do landscape architecture but couldn’t 
get into university because my marks were 
so low. So I worked as a draftsman, then 

STEVE  
CALHOUN

DESIGNING  
FOR PEOPLE 
AND PLACE

PROFILE

adjoining the foreshore and industrial land 
into an inviting park and esplanade that 
contains what may be the world’s largest 
free public swimming lagoon. In 2016 our 
plan for Wangaratta includes attention to 
railway lines, water, space, buildings, 
planting, and opening up places for simple 
low-budget recreation and relaxation. 

We want to benefit collective wellbeing – 
combining design and health, improving 
environment and quality of life. Often 
communities are in disarray, so we work to 
create a focus that pulls them together and 
makes them feel better in a richer place. 

What are your ideas on  
design and planning?

First, you need a central focus. I heard  
the architectural critic Ada Louise Huxtable 
observe: ‘There’s no “there” there.’ And  
my good friend the graphic designer Gary 
Emery told me: ‘You can’t afford to be too 
subtle, you’ve got to go “bang”.’ It does 
differ, of course – generally speaking, 
big-scale urban projects require rich 
community emphasis, while small-scale 
landscape projects need connection with  
a house or building. But I am as happy 
designing around several hundred hectares 
of land as I am with a tiny courtyard. 

Second, you must have the ability to  
create exciting urban areas in terms of 
space and content, building and planting.  
I learned about this in the United States, 
and it’s ever more important in Australia  

as our city populations multiply.  
Good design is a game-changer.

Third, international exposure is 
fundamental. You need to draw on 
worldwide experience, especially in  
urban environments. I do extensive trips 
each year, often to new places where  
I can reconnoitre, work and study. 
Barcelona has been my most important  
and exciting destination. This year  
I’m off to South America.

Fourth, you should take time. I put all  
my ideas – design and planning – into  
my computer/database head. I don’t try  
to leap into a solution and I try to find out  
as much as possible about the related 
environment. Then one day I’m awake …  
a concept flashes … and I draw it up.

How much emphasis is needed on  
public (as opposed to private) spaces?

Plenty, due to our growing population  
and the need to find places to visit. Take 
Tarrawarra, near Healesville, once a dairy 
farm, now with a winery, restaurant and art 
gallery. We began reshaping it in 1979 with 
a progressively implemented master plan 
that includes two fine architect-designed 
buildings, the vineyard layout – I helped 
plant the first vines! – roads, dams, 
revegetation of environmentally sensitive 
areas. There’s ongoing involvement with  
its stunning landscape evolution; it’s a  
‘big picture’ project that is near and dear  
to my heart. Maybe nearest and dearest?

What inspired your generous annual 
donation for a Master of Landscape 
Architecture student?

Two years ago, when I turned 70, I was 
coming home from my Christmas holiday 
and realised that I had to start planning  
the next stage of my life. I thought  
about how much I had gained from  
my interactions with the University of 
Melbourne – and decided that creating  
a travel scholarship would be my way  
of giving back. As simple as that! I am 
thrilled to be able to do it. 

YOU MUST HAVE THE ABILITY TO CREATE EXCITING URBAN AREAS IN 
TERMS OF SPACE AND CONTENT, BUILDING AND PLANTING. I LEARNED 
ABOUT THIS IN THE UNITED STATES, AND IT’S EVER MORE IMPORTANT 
IN AUSTRALIA AS OUR CITY POPULATIONS MULTIPLY. GOOD DESIGN IS  
A GAME-CHANGER.

THE STEVE CALHOUN 
SCHOLARSHIP

Steve was the recipient of a travelling 
scholarship during his university days. 
He felt the scholarship broadened his 
experience and opened his awareness 
to opportunities that lay before him. 
Drawing toward the completion of  
an award winning, successful career 
at Tract, Steve wanted to provide 
similar opportunities to students in the 
discipline of landscape architecture. 
The Steve Calhoun Scholarship offers 
recipients the chance to travel in order 
to advance their research to obtain 
data and source material.

msd.unimelb.edu.au/scholarships

The Tarrawarra Vineyard, recognised with the 
1996 AILA Award of Merit. Images courtesy  
of Steve Calhoun.
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MELBOURNE SCHOOL OF DESIGN WINS 
FIFTEEN MAJOR AWARDS IN FIRST YEAR Louisa  

Deasey

As 2015 drew to a close the Institute  
Of Structural Engineers, based in 
London, announced that the Melbourne 
School of Design won best education 
project at the Structural Awards 2015.

This is a significant award as it covers 
several categories, and is awarded  
“for excellence in the structural design  
of buildings… which either facilitate 
learning or support healthcare…”

This award came hot on the heels of  
the 2015 National Architecture Awards  
on 5 November, at which the Melbourne 
School of Design won The Daryl Jackson 
Award for Educational Architecture. It’s  
the first time the Australian Institute  
of Architects has given the award.

The interior of the building has been 
recognised significantly too, taking top 
spot at the (inside) IDEA awards 2015.

The awards tally for the new home of  
the Faculty of Architecture, Building  
and Planning at University of Melbourne  
is now at fifteen, significant recognition  
to a building that had only been open  
to students for less than a year.

At the Structural Awards, the judges 
commented that they were “struck by  
this unusual building which was designed 
specifically to teach the students about 
design, structure and construction. So the 
principal structural materials, wood, steel 

and concrete, are all used and 
incorporated to demonstrate their 
qualities. Wood is represented by  
a huge LVL roof to the central atrium;  
steel by a scissor staircase, and a 
three-storey high 12 metre cantilever;  
and concrete by exposed in-situ beams 
and post-tensioned slabs – a built 
dictionary of exposed structure.”

The Melbourne School of Design was 
commissioned via an international design 
competition in 2009. A key element of the 
brief was “Built Pedagogy”, the concept 
that the building itself would teach the 
students about design, structure and 
construction. 

The design team adopted a carefully 
considered program of exposing a number 
of key structural elements, and also 
achieves a 6 Star Green Star Education 
Design Rating and was the first in Australia 
to achieve all available innovation points.  
It was also delivered on budget and four 
months ahead of program.

Previous ABP Dean Tom Kvan, who 
played a major role in the competition  
that led to the creation of the award-
winning new building, says it’s a significant 
award which reflects well on the overall 
intention of the building:

“A key aspect in the design and creation  
of the Melbourne School of Design was 
that it embody ‘built pedagogy’, meaning 

future students would learn not just  
from teaching in the building, but from  
the building itself. This award is yet 
another significant acknowledgement  
from industry that we’ve done exactly  
what we set out to do.”

A KEY ELEMENT OF THE BRIEF 
WAS “BUILT PEDAGOGY”, THE 
CONCEPT THAT THE BUILDING 
ITSELF WOULD TEACH THE 
STUDENTS ABOUT DESIGN, 
STRUCTURE AND CONSTRUCTION. 
THE DESIGN TEAM ADOPTED  
A CAREFULLY CONSIDERED 
PROGRAM OF EXPOSING A 
NUMBER OF KEY STRUCTURAL 
ELEMENTS, AND ALSO ACHIEVES 
A 6 STAR GREEN STAR EDUCATION 
DESIGN RATING AND WAS THE 
FIRST IN AUSTRALIA TO ACHIEVE 
ALL AVAILABLE INNOVATION 
POINTS. IT WAS ALSO DELIVERED 
ON BUDGET AND FOUR MONTHS 
AHEAD OF PROGRAM.

For a full list of the awards the building has 
won, including comments from the Jury for 
each, visit msd.unimelb.edu.au/melbourne-
school-design-building-awards

Photographs:  
John Gollings and Roland Halbe
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OUR 
DONORS

GIVING TO THE MSD BUILDING: $1000+

The Faculty would like to thank the generous donors that have in recent years endowed 
scholarships and awards in perpetuity, ensuring that outstanding students receive support to 
excel in their studies and research, and make a contribution to shaping the built environment. 

For a full list of scholarships and awards funded by our generous supporters to help the  
Faculty acknowledge academic excellence, please visit our website: msd.unimelb.edu.au/ 
scholarships-awards-and-prizes

The Faculty is indebted to the many visionary corporations, groups and individuals who have contributed towards our Faculty’s MSD Building.

$1,000,000 or above
Dulux Australia

$500,000 or above
Andrew Lee King Fun
Hansen Yuncken Pty Ltd  
& The Peter Hansen Family Fund

$100,000–$499,999
BEP Akitek in memory of  
Kington Loo
Hijjas bin Kasturi  
& Angela Hijjas
Alan Choe
Koh Seow Chuan  
& Lim Wen Gin
Douglas K Y Lee
Lovell Chen Pty Ltd
The Teo Family (Daniel T H Teo  
& Goh Soo Khim, Dana K Y Teo,  
Rachel K C Teo)
Alfred H K Wong
Anonymous

$50,000–$99,999
Commemorative Organization for  
the Japan World Exposition (1970)
The Crema Group
Noel Henderson
Ruby S H Lai-Chuah
Dato' Sri John Lau
Marian (Lobban)  
& Guy Paynter
Roger Y P Ma  
& Vickie Y Y Fung
Urbis

$10,000–$49,999
Ted N Baillieu MP & Robyn Baillieu
Ron Billard
Glyn Davis AC
Richard Falkinger AO
Forbo Flooring Systems
Peter Holland
Charles Justin & Leah Justin
James L Kelly
Kirin and Lion
Tom Kvan & Justyna Karakiewicz
Thomas Law
Geoff Lawler PSM
Leong Yew Kooi

Miles Lewis AM & Mary P Lewis
LU Simon Builders Pty Ltd
The Late Roderick Macdonald  
& Margaret Macdonald
Grant Marani & Anne Rieselbach
Peter Martin & Sarah Martin
Robert McGauran
Mitsubishi Australia Ltd.
Ng Chee Wee
North Fawkner Joinery Pty Ltd
Ooi Choun Theng
Quah Sek Cheng
Sim Yaw Hang &  
Wai Kuen Priscilla Wong
Mr Soekrisman
Alan Synman & Zorita Sormann
Tan Kah Hoe
Datuk Tan Pei Ing
Dato Peter Tan & Philip Tan
Teh Leong Meng
The Teng Family (Dato' C H Teng  
& Datin Chew Y Teng Chiu,  
Pe-Khai Teng, Pe-Yang Teng)
The Tibbits Family
Peter Tsitas
Wee Choo Keng & Family
Wu Hon Cheong
Yang Soo Suan & Tan Ai Fong
Jay Yeunh Wee-Tiong
Clarence Wing-man Wong
Woo Yip Yee

$1,000–$9,999
Aisin Australia Pty Ltd
Anton Alers
Tony Allen
Stephen C Ashton
Australian Institute of Building
Rita Avdiev
Peter J Barraclough
John J Bayly & Margaret I Bayly
David Beauchamp & Lynette Howden
Roger B Beeston
Rodney Bell & Lisbeth Bell
Theodore T Berman
Edward Billson & Margaret Billson
Robert A Bland
Jan Boynton & Alex Malone
Henry Chan
Chan Kwok Wai

The Chappell Family
Scott Charles
Max Chester OAM
Sin L Chiang
Hoi F Chin
Edwin S H Choo
Philip Chun
David J Clarke
Paul Coombe
Anne Cunningham  
& Ian G Cunningham
Allan Davison
The Late Mr Robin M Edmond  
& Elvira S Edmond
Daniel L Dorall
The Late Mr P Neil Everist OAM  
& Jill Everist
Norman Faifer  
& Debora E Faifer
Richard Foo
Clive Fredman, Russell Haig,  
Michael Peck, Graham Whitford  
in memory of Christopher Seddon
Fredman Malina Architecture Planning
Charles R Freedman
Robert Garlick AM
Philip Goad & Anna Johnston
Theo Gouskos
Guests Accounting
Maria Hansen
Andy Y M Ho
Irwinconsult
Peter L Jones
Kane Constructions Pty Ltd
Peter R Latreille
Eddy Lau
Charles H H Lee
Otto (Chun-Yuen) Lee
Susan L Leeton
Harry C H Leong PSM
Edmond S K Li
Lim Chiak Hwee
Lim Chong Nam
Arthur Loh
Loh See Hong
Catherine S I Loke & Ian Lander
Stephen Long & Jonathan Long
Ruby Loo
Ronson C H Lui
Vivienne J Mackley  
& Franco A Fiorentini

Barry J Matthews
Andrew McAlinden
Andrew C McDonald
John Middleton & Carole Middleton
Andrew Middleton & Clare Harper
Minx Architecture
Gregory K Missingham
Penny Morris
Alan L Nance & Rhyll M Nance
Benny Ng Su Pei
Dario Nordio & Mary Nordio
Ewan Ogilvy
Jon Peacock
Shelley J Penn
John Petrakis
Bryce B Raworth
Tim L Roberts
Andrew Robertson  
& Margaret Campbell
David S Ross
Peter G Rowe
Anna D Rubbo
Peter A Sanders  
& Kathleen A Sanders
Alex Selenitsch
Geoffrey P Simon
Kelvin J Steel
Simon Swaney
Tan Jingyi
Tiong P Tang
Julian Bing Cheong Ting
Charlotte Tolley-Conman  
& Alexander Tolley-Conman
Bruce Trethowan
Judy Turner
Catherine Underwood
Jennifer Underwood
John Voudouris
The Late Evan Walker AO  
& Judith Walker
Chris White & Dianne White
Peter Williams
Allan F Willingham
Michael N Wozniak
Frank C Y Wu
Mandy Yencken & Ted Yencken
Yun Zhang
9 Anonymous Donors

We have made our best attempt to ensure the list is correct, but we are aware that our records may not be complete. If you notice any errors or omissions please contact  
Andrew Middleton, Advancement Manager, on (03) 8344 3111 or miaj@unimelb.edu.au. 

SCHOLARSHIPS & AWARDS IN PERPETUITY

Steve  
Calhoun

The Forster  
Family Foundation 

Alasdair N Fraser  
& Jenny Fraser

Anthony Auh  
Chew Kang

We thank our generous supporters.

The Faculty of Architecture, Building and Planning  
is grateful to the generous individuals, families and 
companies listed below who have donated to provide 
better opportunities for our students and staff over  
the period January 1 2014 to April 14 2016.

$100,000 or above
Brookfield Multiplex
Eldon and Anne  
Foote Trust
Janet A Schapper  

$10,000–$99,999
The Climate  
Reality Project
Larry Kamener  
& Petra Kamener
Tom Kvan & Justyna 
Karakiewicz
The Late Roderick 
Macdonald & 
Margaret Macdonald
Ewan Ogilvy
Olsvik Pty Ltd
SGS Economics  
& Planning

$1,000–$9,999
ABP Commencing 
Class of 1964 
ASN Events Pty Ltd
The Auty Family Trust
BEP Akitek Sdn Bhd
BDS Projects
Edward F Billson & 
Margaret J Billson
Business Outlook  
& Evaluation
CAADRIA
Cadimage Solutions 
Ltd
Margaret L Edmond  
& Peter Corrigan AM
Exactal Technologies 
Pty Ltd
Richard Falkinger AO
John B Gollings
Sandra Gordon & 
Graeme Gordon and 
Family
John Gribble
George Hatzisavas

Dominique Hes
Christopher A 
Heywood
Hendrajaya Isnaeni
Geoff Lawler PSM
Susan L Leeton
Timothy C Lindsey
Koh Seow Chuan  
& Lim Wen Gin
Dennis G Martin
George A Michell AM
John Middleton & 
Carole Middleton
Emanuel Moraitis
Dario D Nordio
Alan C Pentland
Richard G Peterson
Anna D Rubbo
Chris White & Dianne 
White
Deborah White
6 Anonymous Donors

Up to $999
Rita Avdiev
Susan M Balderstone
Robert F Barber
Agus S Batara
Kenneth C Bethell
Graham W Brawn
Annmarie Brennan
Shona Cameron
Rosa-Anna Ceravolo
Max Chester OAM
Allan Collier
David G Cox
Robyn J Dalziel
Carl Davis & Diana 
Davis
Hemanta K Doloi
Estate of John 
Stevens Gawler
Leon Fink
Future Leaders

John G Grant
Elisabeth F Grove
David Grutzner
Louise K Harms
Fengyi Huang
Brigitta D Johnson
Peter L Jones
John D Lamb
Trevor Lee
Harcourt H Long
Andrea Macdonald
James M Macneil
Kenneth S Marshman
Barry J Matthews
Andrew McCutcheon 
& Vivienne F 
McCutcheon OAM
Andrew Middleton  
& Clare Harper
Patricia Morton  
& Bruce Morton
Anna A Mow
David Murray-Smith  
& Karin R Moses
Donald Napier
Clare L Newton
Koon Beng Ooi
Steven L Pell
Margaret E Pitt
John Rogers & 
Margot Rogers
Kara Sach
Mun Yee Siow
Kelvin J Steel
John Thompson
The Tibbits Family
Mary Traitsis
Peter Tsitas
Jennifer Warburton
Simon A Webb
Peter Williams
Peter Williams
Rebekha Wunder  
& Roland Wunder
3 Anonymous Donors

The Faculty of Architecture, Building and Planning 
greatly values the generous support from alumni,  
friends and industry partners. It helps us create 
opportunities for our talented students.

As a Faculty, we are committed to ensuring that our 
students – the next generation of built environment 
professionals – understand the need for sustainable 
solutions in the creation of urban centres. Now, more 
than ever we have an opportunity to make a significant 
impact on our environmental and social futures by 
managing urban change.

How do we do this? One key approach is to ensure  
that our students develop interdisciplinary knowledge, 
where sustainability principles are embedded as a way 
of thinking and collaboration is the preferred mode  
of practice. To achieve this it is clear we must create  
a new, flexible academic space and an inspirational, 
world-class curriculum.

The new Melbourne School of Design building is  
unique in Australia. It is a centre of transformational 
education and research into sustainable cities and  
an exemplar of sustainable infrastructure. In particular,  
it allows students and researchers to explore 
sustainability issues across multiple disciplines in  
a living and pedagogical building that can be adapted 
to changing needs, ad is designed to provide feedback 
to students and researchers for real-time learning.  
The facility itself is a platform for training our future 
leaders engaged in planning, designing and 
constructing cities and communities here and abroad.

We invite you to support our endeavours. By 
supporting our community of students and 
researchers and our building project, you are 
making a significant investment in the educational, 
environmental and economic health of the built 
environment professions for future generations.

YOU CAN MAKE  
A DIFFERENCE

ANNUAL GIVING TO ABP: 2014 – 2016

The Faculty also thanks the generous donors  
that have supported the Dean’s Honours Awards  
and MSDx exhibition, supporting the Faculty’s 
acknowledgement of academic excellence.

AECOM
Australian  
Institute of  
Building
Australian  
Property Institute

Bates Smart
Catherin Bull
Chartered Institute  
of Building
Estate of Rina Sidonie 
Mackley

RAIA
Royal Institution of 
Chartered Surveyors
SJB

To find out more about donating to the Faculty  
of Architecture, Building and Planning, email: 
gift-processing@unimelb.edu.au or visit  
www.unimelb.edu.au/giving

Appeal code: GEN01

Donations of $2.00 or more to University of Melbourne initiatives in  
Australia are tax-deductible for Australian tax payers. ABN: 84 002 705 224

The University of Melbourne must comply with the Information Privacy  
Principles of the Information Privacy Act 2000 (Vic) when collecting, using  
or handling personal information. Your details will not be passed on to a third 
party in breach of privacy laws. The University’s privacy policy is available at 
http://www.unimelb.edu.au/unisec/privacy.
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WOULD YOU LIKE  
ATRIUM TO GO GREEN 
(AND DIGITAL)?

As a graduate of the Faculty of Architecture, 
Building and Planning, we hope that you’re  
enjoying Atrium, with its in-depth articles and 
exciting Faculty news. 

We are now offering you the opportunity to have  
a beautifully presented digital copy of Atrium sent 
straight to your email inbox, saving on printing,  
paper and resources.

To sign up for the digital version of Atrium, simply 
visit alumni.online.unimelb.edu.au/atrium and 
enter or update your preferred email address.

Photograph: Roland Halbe

ADVANCEMENT 
EVENTS
BEEN & SEEN

01

02

01

04

The closing of the Merchant Builders Exhibition 
in the Dulux Gallery (November 2015).

Alumni of the Faculty from the broadest 
spectrum of ages attended The Three Peat: 
Archi Revue Film Night (December 2015).

03 Professor Philip Goad, Josephine Ridge 
(daughter of John Ridge, a co-founder of 
Merchant Builders) and Graeme Gunn at  
the Closing of the Merchant Builders Exhibition 
(November 2015).

05 Students, alumni, supporters, representatives 
of industry and institutes attended the end of  
year MSDx exhibition.

Professor Daryl Le Grew, Andrew Mackenzie, 
Jean Nouvel and Professor Alan Pert.

02

05

04

03
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INSIDE THE FACULTY

The Bachelor of Design has been 
announced as a new undergraduate 
degree at the University of Melbourne, 
commencing in Semester 1 of 2017.  
It will equip students with the design 
thinking and creative processes to tackle 
complex problems, and will provide an 
undergraduate education that responds  
to the needs and challenges facing the 
built environment in contemporary society. 
The degree will encompass subjects  
from the Melbourne School of Design, the 
Melbourne School of Engineering, and the 
Faculty of the Victorian College of the Arts. 

The Melbourne School of Design has 
launched a new online building tour  
app, Explore MSD. The app provides  
a compelling virtual experience and 
in-depth tour of our award-winning 
building, a living laboratory for architecture, 

design, construction, sustainability, 
heritage and urban design. Explore MSD  
is part of a contemporary wave of 
interactive technology, led by the world’s 
leading art museums that mine a rich blend 
of online and real-world interactions to 
immerse visitors in the world’s centres  
of knowledge. The app will be useful to 
new and current students, particularly 
those who moved to Melbourne to study  
at MSD who are now able to show their 
friends and families back home where  
they study.

The Melbourne School of Design 
Fabrication Workshop (FabWorks) now 
includes a fully operational Robot Lab. 
Students and staff have access to four 
industrial robot arms, which will provide 
them with a hands-on opportunity to 
collaborate and experiment with cutting 

edge equipment and processes. The lab 
will provide a next generation platform  
for experimentation, speculation and 
research into the future of architecture  
and construction. 

The Melbourne School of Design has won 
best education project at the Structural 
Awards 2015, awarded by The Institute  
of Structural Engineers, London. This is  
a significant award as it covers several 
categories, and is awarded “for excellence 
in the structural design of buildings… 
which either facilitate learning or support 
healthcare…”. This latest award comes  
hot on the heels of the 2015 National 
Architecture Awards on 5 November,  
at which the Melbourne School of Design 
won The Daryl Jackson Award for 
Educational Architecture.

NEWS

RECENT EVENTS

Merchant Builders:  
Towards a New Archive 

Held in the Dulux Gallery in November 
2015, the Merchant Builders: Towards  
a New Archive exhibition celebrated  
the fifty-year legacy of groundbreaking 
Australian building company,  
Merchant Builders.

The exhibition included work collected  
by students, staff and key individuals  
with direct connections to the original 
Merchant Builders. It depicted a story 
about rethinking how one might live in 
Melbourne that is as relevant today as  
it was when David Yencken and John 
Ridge founded the company in 1965.  

MSDx 

The graduating student exhibition,  
MSDx, took over the Melbourne School  
of Design in November and December 
2015. Students displayed their final works 
across four levels of the building, including 
the Dulux Gallery, the Andrew Lee King 
Fun Gallery, the Brian Lewis Atrium and  
the Hansen Yunken Suspended Studios. 

CAADRIA 2016

The Melbourne School of Design, 
championed by Senior Lecturer Dr  
Dominik Holzer, hosted the 21st annual 
international conference on Computer-
Aided Architectural Design Research  
in Asia from March 30th – April 2nd. 160 
delegates explored our building, attending 
lectures and workshops where they 
investigated innovative ideas and pushed 
the boundaries of design thinking. 

In conversation with Jean Nouvel

On May 2nd over 800 people were in 
attendance to see Pritzker prize winning 
architect Jean Nouvel appear at the 
Melbourne School of Design. Mr Nouvel 
participated in an intimate conversation 
with publisher Andrew Mackenzie and  
ABP Dean, Professor Daryl Le Grew.

Dean’s Lecture Series 2016

Emeritus Professor of Design John  
Wood, of Goldsmiths, University of 
London, presented the first Dean’s  
Lecture for the year on 30th March.  

The lecture doubled as the CAADRIA 
conference 2016 keynote presentation, 
and the B117 theatre was filled to  
capacity with staff, students, industry  
and conference delegates. He explored  
some pertinent questions regarding the 
future of design thinking and queried 
whether we could re-define our thinking  
to realise living, conscious buildings. 

Upcoming Dean’s Lecture  
speakers for 2016 are:

Karen M’Closkey  
and Keith VanDerSys
PEG Office of Landscape +  
Architecture, Philadelphia.  
2nd August

Professor Judith Innes
University of California, Berkeley.  
11th October.

Photograph: Roland Halbe

PEOPLE

Professor Mark Stevenson has been 
awarded funding through the Cooperative 
Research Centres (CRC) for Low Carbon 
Living for his project Development and Trial 
of a Co-benefits Calculator. The project  
will develop a co-benefit calculator suitable 
for different stakeholders (government 
regulators, developers, precinct planners  
& designers and community end users) 
based on rigorous research to identify 
measurable metrics related to the 
performance of existing or planned 
precincts on a set of core health and 
productivity indicators. Mark will be 
collaborating alongside Professor Billie 
Giles-Corti of the School of Population 
Health, and Professor Majid Sarvi of  
the School of Engineering, as well as 
colleagues from Swinburne University,  
the University of New South Wales  
and the NSW Office of Environment  
and Heritage.

Lecturer and studio leader Paul Loh, 
together with studio leader David Leggett 
and alumna Amanda Ngieng, have won 
the Hooke Park Wakeford Hall Ideas 
Competition with their entry titled 
Technological and Ecological Permeability. 
The international competition is run by  
the Architectural Association School  
of Architecture and sought a design for  
a new teaching complex located in their 
woodland site in Dorset, south west 
England. The design will be developed  
by Masters students at the AA and built  
in phases over the next few years.

Dr Dominique Hes has been awarded 
three grants from the Green Cities 
Innovation Fund, a sub-fund from the 
Australian Communities Foundation.  
One of the grants, “Running Wild”, is a 
collaboration between Dominique and 
Tanja Beer, and was nominated as “Grant 
of the Month” by the Grants Committee.  
Dr Dominique Hes has also recently been 
appointed Director of a new research  
Hub named Thrive: buildings, people and 
ecosystems. Well-known as a passionate 
advocate for sustainable design, Dominique 
will be keeping extremely busy, and has 
been awarded additional funding through 
the University’s Round 4 Carlton Connect 
Initiative Facilitation Project Grants 
scheme. The project, Seacombe West 
Australia, First regenerative development 
posits that a Seacombe West development 
can be explored as an instrument for 
collaborative positive ecological and social 
outcomes. Dominique will be working 
alongside colleagues Robert Crawford, 
Hemanta Doloi and André Stephan,  
as well as Lu Aye of the Melbourne School 
of Engineering and Nick Williams of the 
School of Ecosystem and Forest Sciences.

The University has awarded Professor 
Philip Goad with the title of Redmond 
Barry Distinguished Professor, an award 
which is reserved for the University’s  
most outstanding Academic staff. This 
award was given in recognition of Philip’s 
position as one of Australia’s pre-eminent 
architectural historians, his outstanding 
contributions to leadership in the University 

and wider community and his contribution 
to both the scholarly discipline of 
architectural history and the discipline  
of architectural design through public 
critique, expert consulting, judgment  
and advocacy through, and as recognised 
by, the architectural profession.

Xavier Cadorel has been awarded the 
ABP award for teaching excellence in 
2015. Congratulations too to the winners 
of the ABP award for innovative and 
outstanding program: Environmental 
Building Systems (Masa Noguchi, Xavier 
Cadorel, Adrian Chu, Penelope Guild, 
Nayan Jyoti Puri, David Ritter and 
Richard Noble).

Congratulations to Piyush Tiwari on  
his promotion to Professor of Property  
in the Faculty, effective 1 January 2016. 
Piyush’s area of expertise includes 
infrastructure policy, housing economics 
and mortgages, commercial real estate 
investment, and financing infrastructure  
in developing countries.

Yuta Sano, MSD Graduate 2015, has  
won first prize with his Independent  
Design thesis, titled Memory as Matter, 
supervised by Paul Loh, at the Union 
Zokei Competition. The competition was 
chaired by Sou Fujimoto. His thesis has 
also won the Yutaro Muraji Award at the 
Tokyo Kenchiku Collection 2016, and is 
now recognised as one of the top three 
theses in Japan. The judging panel 
included Yutaro Muraji, Hiroshi Naito  
and Itsuko Hasegawa.
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