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FROM
THE DEAN
JULIE WILLIS

AT LAST, SPRING IN THE AIR HERE IN MELBOURNE: WARMER WEATHER,
SUNSHINE AND THE FAMOUS WINDY DAYS WE HAVE HERE THAT MANY
OF YOU LIVING OUTSIDE OF AUSTRALIA MAY REMEMBER FROM YOUR
STUDENT DAYS.

In early September we welcomed the
inaugural Treseder Fellow, Professor Greg
Lynn, to the Faculty. The Robert Garland
Treseder Fellowship, created through a very
generous gift of $1M from Creative Futures,
with particular assistance from former Dean,
Professor Daryl Le Grew, allows for the
invitation of outstanding and innovative
designers to visit the Faculty to work
with staff and students.
The generosity of the gift, the largest ever
single donation the Faculty has received,
means that the Fellowship can be offered
in perpetuity. So not only do we expect
to welcome more Treseder Fellows in the
future, it will become a permanent fixture
that will deeply enhance our culture and
opportunities.
Greg Lynn, during his time with us,
was unfailingly generous in working
with students and staff and gave an
extraordinary lecture to a packed theatre.
In August I was privileged to visit Hong
Kong, Nanjing, Shanghai, Kuala Lumpur,
Kuching and Singapore to meet with and
thank alumni for their support of the Faculty.
The various meetings with alumni, which
ranged from one-on-one meetings to events
hosting 60 people, were a great opportunity
to not only meet, but understand a bit more
of their stories and engagement with us.
We also took the opportunity to thank some
of the key donors to the Faculty in a number
of smaller alumni events, celebrating their
contributions to the MSD building campaign
that have resulted in spaces such as the
Sarawak Studio, the Malaysian Theatre,
the Singapore Theatre and the Andrew
Lee King Fun Gallery. That generosity was
instrumental in the realisation of our building
– and I was delighted to be able to show
them how the building is loved and used
by staff and students alike.

Background image: James Rafferty

In the large alumni gatherings, I was
pleasantly surprised to meet many students
I had taught over the years – some 50%
of the attendees in each city’s event. It was
great to hear what each had been doing
and where they are now. Perhaps more
confronting – temporarily at least – were
the two who’d reminded me I’d failed
them in subjects, but that the words of
encouragement to keep going and try again
at the time were heeded and that they’d
gone on to complete and be successful.
I was humbled by their insistence that I’d
made them all the better for that experience.
This edition of Atrium focuses on our
scholarly endeavours in a field very close
to all our hearts – housing. Here at the
Faculty of Architecture, Building and
Planning we are uniquely placed to increase
the evidence and practice base through
our combination of disciplines. We are
distinctive in Australia for working in the
range of built environment disciplines – we
can tackle challenges relating to housing
for all from the construction perspective;
the design perspective; the property
industry perspective; the urban planning
perspective. Given we conduct research
and teach in all of these areas, we are
looking for ways to bring our housing
projects together and capitalise on
our expertise.
We hope that by better targeting our
housing initiatives, we can see our research
translate into homes that improve the quality
of life for all sections of society. This edition
features a selection of our investigations
into better housing and shows our breadth
of expertise applying their thinking and
strategies to some entrenched challenges.
Finally, as we head towards the holiday
season I would like to wish you all a
happy and safe end to 2017.

Portrait image: Paul Philipson
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OUR RESEARCH
FOR HOUSING

THE DIVERSITY AND QUALITY OF
HOUSING-RELATED RESEARCH AT
THE UNIVERSITY OF MELBOURNE
POSITIONS OUR COLLECTIVE
EXPERTISE TO RESPOND TO
THE MAJOR SOCIAL, ECONOMIC
AND ENVIRONMENTAL HOUSING
CHALLENGES.
The comprehensive and research-intensive
nature of the University means we can
deploy different ways of understanding
for solutions across our national priorities
and ‘wicked problems’ such as housing
affordability, urban density and combating
unsustainable building and planning practice.
Two key projects are the Housing
Expo and Transforming Housing.
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of Melbourne
ARCHITECTURE BUILDING AND PLANNING

AN INTERNATIONAL
HOUSING EXPOSITION
FOR MELBOURNE
Dr Tom Alves

>
THE MELBOURNE HOUSING EXPO
IS PART OF A CENTURY OLD
TRADITION OF INTERNATIONAL
BUILDING EXHIBITIONS (KNOWN
AS ‘IBA’ IN GERMAN) THAT EXPLORE
IDEAS ABOUT LIVING, DWELLING
AND BUILDING IN CITIES AND
REGIONS. IT AIMS TO AFFECT
LASTING TRANSFORMATION OF
THE EVERYDAY PRACTICES OF
HOUSING PROVISION THROUGH
EXPERIMENT AND PUBLIC
ENGAGEMENT.
The Melbourne Housing Expo was
instigated by MSD Director, Professor
Alan Pert and Emeritus Professor David
Yencken as a cross-institutional partnership
led by The University of Melbourne, Monash,
RMIT and Swinburne Universities, and
with active support from the Victorian
Government. At the core of the Expo is a
dialogue between these disparate housing
research groups, industry and government,
making the project unique in its collaborative
approach to housing research in Melbourne.
Sustainable and affordable?
For too long Melbourne has maintained
its supply of ‘affordable’ housing and its
high level of home ownership by continued
expansion of the metropolitan region.
This has long been understood to be
an unsustainable approach, inhibiting
the transition to regional sustainability
and exacerbating the spatial dimension
of social inequalities.
Meanwhile, new high density housing has
been criticised for its poor design quality,
and its development has been part of the
process of declining affordability rather
than its solution. A growing cohort of
renter households is finding it increasingly
difficult to access secure, appropriate and
affordable housing, yet there has been no
growth in the social housing sector, which
is grappling with its own set of complex
issues. How can we provide quality,
affordable housing in Melbourne and
at the same time make our urban region
much more sustainable?

How do we intensify our city without losing
the distinctiveness of the places that have
made Melbourne a great place to live?
And how do we manage redevelopment
in the established residential areas
whose character contributes so much
to Melbourne’s prized liveability?
These are the questions that have been
driving housing research and policy reform
in Melbourne over the last several years.
We have become better at articulating
and quantifying the problems. We have
even identified some possible ways
forward. Yet we still seem a long way from
implementing real solutions and continue
with development practices that only seem
to be making matters worse.
An international building exhibition with
a focus on local housing issues is a way
to break open these problems, engage
the public in the discussion, experiment,
stimulate innovation and provide the
opportunities for practical collaboration
between universities, governments, built
environment professionals, not-for-profits
and industry. Historic IBAs in Berlin and
other parts of Germany have profoundly
influenced the design of housing and
impacted upon practices in the
redevelopment of cities internationally,
including here in Melbourne.
A current IBA—in Vienna—is also grappling
with the question of how to sustainably
house a growing population in an
established city, and we are talking

with them about how we can collaborate
and learn from each other.
After a period of behind the scenes
preparation at MSD, the Melbourne
Housing Expo is about to launch publicly.
Together with other leading universities
we will be working with our partners across
the city to run a series of events throughout
the coming year, and to support the
Government in policy development
and implementation.
Identifying existing and future successful
housing developments, and implementing
the findings of housing research through
experimental projects, the goal is to realise
an exemplar urban residential precinct
development by 2022 that can influence
and transform housing provision in
Melbourne and engage with national
and international debate and practice.
Dr Tom Alves is the project coordinator of the
Melbourne Housing Expo. He has been overseeing
the submission of a business case to State
Government and working with the Expo Board.
At MSD Tom devised the Masters course on
Housing (Markets/Policy/Planning) and leads
architecture studios on housing design. He holds
a PhD in Housing and Urban Studies and previously
worked on housing design and planning policies
in the Victorian Government.

Image above: Tom Alves
Nordbahnhof, Vienna.
Image left: Bradley Elias

PAGE 6 | 7
ATRIUM 33 | 2017

TRANSFORMING
HOUSING: AFFORDABLE
HOUSING FOR ALL

The Victorian Housing Continuum

Professor Carolyn Whitzman

It focuses on influencing and supporting
the transformation of the housing policy
and delivery environment in Victoria. It aims
to facilitate collaborations with industry,
government and philanthropic organisations
in order to improve affordable housing
outcomes for very low to moderate income
households. We advocate for housing that
is affordable, well-located, diverse and
well-designed.
The research team is from Urban Planning,
Architecture, Construction, Property
Development, Economics, Geography,
Public Health and Public Policy. We work
with representatives from state and local
government, private development, private
and philanthropic finance, and non-profit
housing providers, asking them: what
kind of information do you need, in order
to scale up the quantity and quality of
affordable housing?
In the past four years, we have hosted two
Affordable Housing Summits. The first,
in May 2015, helped develop and discuss
policy, financing and design approaches
which influenced the development of the
state governments’ first affordable housing
strategy, Homes for Victorians, and also
supported a stronger affordable housing
focus for Melbourne’s metropolitan strategy,
Plan Melbourne. The second summit, held
this June, has helped us focus on key
implementation issues.
Image this page: James Rafferty
Image right page: Tom Alves
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TRANSFORMING HOUSING:
AFFORDABLE HOUSING FOR
ALL IS AN ACTION-RESEARCH
NETWORK THAT HAS BEEN BASED
AT THE MELBOURNE SCHOOL
OF DESIGN SINCE 2013.
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$99 million
in First Home
Owner Grants*

Non-speculative,
unsubsidised,
below market
housing

Market
ownership

$4.3 billion
in CGT and
Negative
Gearing^

Crisis accommodation
and homelessness
services

Market
rental

Bond Loan
Scheme

$22 million for
homelessness
expenses#

Social
housing

Subsidised
market rental

$944 million in
CRA#

Rental
$39 million in CRA
for community
housing#

$62 million for
NRAS **

$909 million for
public housing#

* 2014/2015 data for
Victoria from the State
Revenue Office, 2016

^ 2011/2012 data
for Melbourne from
Groenhart, 2014

# 2015/2016 Data for Victoria from
Steering Committee for the Review
of Government Service Provision, 2016

** 2015/2016 Data for
Victoria from The Department
of Social Services
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OUR CURRENT RESEARCH PROJECTS INCLUDE
Impact of NDIS on affordable
housing provision

Maximising affordable housing benefit
of public housing stock transfer

Impact of Family Violence partnerships
on affordable housing provision

Financing Models for Federal and
State government to support bond
aggregator proposals

Developing deliberative planning
partnership theory
Documenting Launch Housing / VicRoads
affordable housing partnership
Evaluating stock transfer to Aboriginal
Housing Victoria
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation
Affordable Housing Challenge: using
philanthropic finance to engender
innovative affordable housing solutions
(see page 10 of this edition)
Supporting State government capacity to
find suitable sites for affordable housing:
by modelling 20 minute ‘catchments’ of
essential social and transport infrastructure
in relation to suitable land parcels

Evaluating impact of federal
infrastructure investment on
well-located affordable housing
Innovation in Housing Exhibit:
What can we learn from recent
and not-so-recent affordable housing
projects in Melbourne – exhibit and
‘open house’ 2018
The project is funded until mid-2019.

Learn more about our work:
msd.unimelb.edu.au/housing-atmelbourne

PAGE 8 | 9
ATRIUM 33 | 2017

TEACHING FOR DESIGN
OF ETHICAL COMMUNITIES

THRIVE IS A TRANSDISCIPLINARY
RESEARCH HUB. OUR VISION IS
THAT IT MUST BE POSSIBLE TO
HAVE A SUSTAINABLE, THRIVING
BUILT ENVIRONMENT FOR PEOPLE
AND ECOSYSTEMS. THE HUB USES
APPLIED INDUSTRY-RELEVANT
RESEARCH TO CREATE VISIBLE
OUTCOMES IN THE WORLD.

Projects to date range from assessing
thermal comfort in apartments (Living
Well Grant), working with industry on
communicating thriving buildings (our
partnership with Tarkett), working with
marketing and horticultural groups on
plants and health (the Plant Life Balance
app), connecting people to their ecosystems
(Co-Seeding the Future, Refugium and
the Living Stage) and the co-creation of
Regenerative Developments (Seacombe
West, in regional Victoria). What all
Thrive’s projects have in common is a
holistic approach: applying whole systems
design and resilience thinking to create
projects that have the potential to trigger
positive change.
Recently, we decided to look a little closer
to home: how do we engage students in
creating thriving cities? We work within
a great university; most of our time goes
towards developing and sharing knowledge
with each other and our students. We train
them to think about the user, those who will
interact with their designs. We teach them
to think about inclusivity and the importance
of cities that support minorities and
vulnerable communities. We teach them
to think about the ecological impact of
a building, neighbourhood or city. We
teach them about the history and theory
of city making.

But, what are we preparing them to do?
Last year Thrive carried out research
through interviews and content analysis,
speaking to academics and practitioners of
‘placemaking’ and, through many engaging
conversations, we identified a strong focus
on the theoretical foundation of ‘place’.
Through many interacting lenses (wellbeing,
healthy spaces, designing for children,
urban greenery, etc), the research showed
that universities encourage students to
ask the big questions.
Yet the research also highlighted that
students were not equipped as strongly
as they could be to carry out small activation
projects, or engage with the community
and effectively respond to their needs
and feedback. In short, there is a need
to balance theory and practice for students
to learn the hard skills, soft skills and
thinking skills needed in the ‘doing’ of
their professional future. Some felt that
this might not be the role of a university,
within its limited timeframe working with
students, and that this was more for the
first years in industry.
Given Thrive’s aim is to carry out real,
tangible, built projects with students and
industry we developed a project that tries
to ‘build a bridge’. This exciting new project
is called the Placemaking Sandbox. Funded
by the Myer Foundation and coordinated
by the Thrive Research Hub, the University
of Melbourne is partnering with universities
across Australia along with placemaking
industry practitioners to co-develop a
placemaking program that brings together
theory and practice. It will be made up
of three components: a subject with eight
modules of placemaking for teaching at
the university level; a yearly industry summit
in each participating state for upskilling
and inspiration; and seed funding for
studios where students work with
councils, developers and community
to create tangible, community-led
placemaking initiatives.

Dr Dominique Hes

In the initial stages, seed funding from
the Myer Foundation will be available to
support costs associated with, for example,
consultation, design, implementation,
evaluation and risk management. By using
design studios as living laboratories or
‘sandboxes’, a variety of approaches will
be constantly trialled improving the way we
teach and the strategies used to identify the
story of place, engage with the community,
implement a placemaking project or
evaluate its short and long term outcomes.

HOW DO WE ENGAGE STUDENTS
IN CREATING THRIVING CITIES?
WE WORK WITHIN A GREAT
UNIVERSITY; MOST OF OUR TIME
GOES TOWARDS DEVELOPING
AND SHARING KNOWLEDGE WITH
EACH OTHER AND OUR STUDENTS.

The participants of the placemaking
sandbox studios will have an opportunity to
improve their skills and confidence to pave
the way for a greater receptivity by councils
to work with their communities to enliven
their neighbourhoods, resulting in more
vibrant and resilient cities. Most importantly,
we will equip the students for their future
careers. Wherever they may end in their
future practice, they will go with a toolbox
filled with strategies they can readily access
as they encourage their industry to be
more inclusive, ethical and regenerative.
Dr Dominique Hes is Director of the Thrive
Research Hub at the Faculty of Architecture,
Building and Planning at the University of Melbourne.

Images: Village Well
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BY USING DESIGN STUDIOS AS LIVING LABORATORIES
OR ‘SANDBOXES’, A VARIETY OF APPROACHES WILL BE
CONSTANTLY TRIALLED IMPROVING THE WAY WE TEACH
AND THE STRATEGIES USED TO IDENTIFY THE STORY
OF PLACE.
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INNOVATING PHILANTHROPY
FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING

LORD MAYOR’S CHARITABLE
FOUNDATION IS A PHILANTHROPIC
COMMUNITY FOUNDATION
SUPPORTING MELBOURNE
AND ITS COMMUNITY.
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation
is a long-term partner and founder of
the Transforming Housing Partnership
at the University of Melbourne.
Here I speak with Catherine Brown,
CEO of Lord Mayor’s Charitable
Foundation, about impact investment,
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation’s
Affordable Housing Challenge and
the role of philanthropy in supporting
affordable housing.

CB – Catherine Brown, CEO
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation
KR – Dr Katrina Raynor

Image: Alexander Sheko

KR: At a recent event hosted by
Transforming Housing you mentioned
that the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation
is interested in increasing its impact
investments, particularly in relation
to affordable housing and food security.
What is impact investment and how
does it differ from grants and other
more traditional philanthropic tools?
CB: Impact investment is an investment
where you invest to achieve a certain
social or environmental impact as well as
a financial return. It is different from a grant
because with a grant there is no expectation
of a financial return. A grant, in a foundation
like ours, is funded from income from
investments. Impact investment is
saying, well, let’s actually put some
of our investments to work in line with
our mission.
KR: One of the things that Transforming
Housing is most excited to support is the
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation’s
Affordable Housing Challenge. It will be a $1
million grant from Lord Mayor’s Charitable
Foundation and a potential $2 million impact
investment through SEFA (Social Enterprise
Finance Australia) to a not for profit
organisation to kickstart an affordable
housing project in Melbourne – what was
your motivation for proposing this project?
CB: We have an opportunity to demonstrate
what is possible and to encourage people

Dr Katrina Raynor

to think more innovatively about how they
design affordable housing – and I mean that
not just from an architectural design point
of view but from a financing point of view.
To think about affordable housing using
partnerships between Community Housing
Associations and commercial developers
with leveraging from a philanthropic grant
and contributions from local government for
low cost land, potentially state government
and other mainstream investors.
We want to provide an opportunity for
creative people to show what is possible to
increase the supply of affordable housing.
It’s a way to stimulate new ways of thinking
– and there will also be a real project at the
end of it.

TO THINK ABOUT AFFORDABLE
HOUSING USING PARTNERSHIPS
BETWEEN COMMUNITY HOUSING
ASSOCIATIONS AND COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPERS WITH SOME
LEVERAGING FROM A
PHILANTHROPIC GRANT AND
CONTRIBUTIONS FROM LOCAL
GOVERNMENT FOR LOW COST
LAND, POTENTIALLY STATE
GOVERNMENT AND OTHER
MAINSTREAM INVESTORS.

The University
of Melbourne
ARCHITECTURE BUILDING AND PLANNING

WE WANT TO PROVIDE
AN OPPORTUNITY FOR
CREATIVE PEOPLE TO
SHOW WHAT IS POSSIBLE
TO INCREASE THE SUPPLY
OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING.

Pictured: Catherine Brown, CEO,
Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation

KR: It often feels to me that the focus
on supporting innovation and nurturing
partnerships between different sectors
is partially a reflection of a decreasing
government role in delivering social and
affordable housing in Australia – was
that part of your thought process?
CB: There will always be a very important
place for public housing and government
involvement but the demand is huge, the
problem is very large and it does need
all sectors to come together to address
it. It is not going to just be solved by
government, it is not going to be just
solved by business – we in philanthropy
sit there in the middle and we can try to
encourage new solutions across sectors.
This project is meant to be about a model
for building additional supply of affordable
housing. We will be pleased if people
are able to leverage from the Homes for
Victorians government funding and other
sources of finance. We hope to receive
a range of different project solutions.
KR: Why did you combine a grant and
the impact investment for the Affordable
Housing Challenge?
CB: We think there is going to be a
financing gap and it just means there is
another source of funds to help fill that
gap. People can apply for that or not, but
it just gives another dimension. And I know

from other countries, and not just for
affordable housing, but for philanthropy
more generally, in that layered investment
can help de-risk some projects a little
for other investors. We want to see what
could happen here if we offered that
opportunity.

Melbourne and Launch Housing for the
women and children project, which they are
developing. And other interesting projects
like the Home Ground Real Estate agency.
We are a source for capital and innovation
money for people in the not for profit sector
to try new things.
KR: What is the gap that philanthropy
can fill?

IT IS NOT GOING TO JUST BE
SOLVED BY GOVERNMENT,
IT IS NOT GOING TO BE SOLVED
BY BUSINESS – WE IN
PHILANTHROPY SIT THERE IN
THE MIDDLE AND WE CAN TRY
TO ENCOURAGE NEW SOLUTIONS.

KR: What do you think is the biggest
role that philanthropy can play in
affordable housing?
CB: There are a number of things
that philanthropy can do. Certainly funding
the Transforming Housing Partnership
and funding that as a knowledge network
is fundamentally important. We can
also provide grants to enable people
to demonstrate projects – so we have
also funded Vincent Care for their Ozanam
House redevelopment project in North

CB: In a funny way, it is the confidence
gap – knowledge and confidence.
KR: When you get to the end of this
Affordable Housing Challenge and there
is a building on the ground, what would
success look like? What are you most
hoping to achieve?
CB: That there were ten other projects
in other well-located places in Greater
Melbourne also being built. And that
these are all really great quality, well
designed housing; that the surrounding
neighbourhood is proud of it and, especially,
that the people living in it are proud of it.

Dr Katrina Raynor is a Post-Doctoral Researcher
working on the Transforming Housing project.
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NIGHTINGALE
NIGHT SCHOOL
Lola Digby-Diercks

THE STATUS QUO DEVELOPMENT MODEL IS AIMED AT DELIVERING
BUILDINGS WITH MAXIMUM FINANCIAL YIELDS RATHER THAN FOCUSING
ON THE PEOPLE WHO WILL LIVE THERE OR THEIR IMPACT ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND LOCAL COMMUNITIES.

Alumnus Jeremy McLeod is the founding
director of Breathe Architecture, a team
of dedicated architects that have built a
reputation for delivering high quality design
and sustainable architecture at all scales.
Breathe Architecture has recently focused
on sustainable urbanisation and how to
deliver more affordable urban housing to
Melbournians amongst their daily work.

The Nightingale model is intended to be an
open source housing model led by architects.
The first unexpected and overwhelmingly
successful prototype being The Commons
and soon to be completed Nightingale
1 by Breathe Architecture. In recent years
Breathe have taught a thesis design studio
in our Master of Architecture program –
the Nightingale Night School.

The Nightingale Model, headed by
Nightingale Housing, aims to provide
housing for Melbourne’s rapidly growing
population in well-connected, communitydriven, medium density apartments – all
delivered to people through means outside
of the existing paradigm of developers,
marketers and real estate agents to
make them more socially, environmentally
and economically sustainable.

Each student is given the tools to undertake
a Nightingale development and use these
as a foundation to design in detail a medium
density apartment building on a real site in
Melbourne as a prototype of their vision of
the future of urban housing.
Australian Design Review spoke to
Lola Digby-Diercks, Graduate Architect
at Breathe Architecture, Nightingale Night
School assistant tutor and past student of
the studio and The University of Melbourne.

Image: James Rafferty
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How did you end up in the
Nightingale Night School?
After completing the Bachelor of
Environments at University of Melbourne,
I went on to undertake and complete the
two years Masters of Architecture program
at University of Melbourne. The capstone
design studio to the program, thesis studio
is always a really exciting and daunting
process to ballot. Nightingale Night School,
which was being lead by Jeremy McLeod
was on offer and I was really drawn to
a practical studio led by one of industries
leaders. While there is never a guarantee
you will get a place into a studio,
I fortunately did.
Nightingale Night School was pitched as a
really functional studio. This was something
that really appealed to me, especially when
considering what sort of work I would like to
be involved in after I finished studying.
What was Nightingale Night School like?
The studio was intense and geared towards
a hand-on approach to learning. This
included gaining insight to the fundamental
principles of what Breathe Architecture does
and I found this fascinating and extremely
useful to understand. For the first two
months, most weeks were filled with guest
speakers lending their knowledge. This
included other Nightingale architects,
planners, and consultants. Each week we
learnt a new Nightingale model component
and this was then expected to be reflected
in our own design work.
The studio was everything I had hoped
for as my final studio experience. It was
invaluable to my university learning.
How did the partnership between
Melbourne Uni and Breathe
Architecture happen?
Jeremy McLeod (founder and director
of Breathe) has been involved with the
university for quite some time, teaching
on and off, he has hosted studios in the
past, both undergrad and masters and
a number of his employees are alumni
of The University of Melbourne.

What do you think are the benefits for the
students of the studio? What does it add
to their knowledge base?
It’s very hands on. We met almost everyone
who is and has been involved in all stages
of the Nightingale projects so it was really
personal. This isn’t something you normally
experience at a university level. We got a
lot out of everyone, whether it was talks,
site visits or guest lectures. It was so
beneficial to understand how things work
from a practical side. When you have been
studying for so long, you’re generally not
really exposed to the daily grind, challenges
and aspects that a studio faces in their
day-to-day work. Night School supplements
that and provided a strong insight into
how it all operates.
It was the most beneficial studio I have
undertaken and there is so much interest
in the studio, it’s unfortunate that everyone
can’t take part – a lot of practising architects
and other students could really benefit from
it’s learnings! It would be so good if every
architectural university had a class like this
studio – one that is practical, and not based
on ‘producing the best 3D render’, rather it’s
concerned with learning ideas, approaches
and challenging students to question the
status quo. This is so often not done in the
classroom. This studio has the power to
influence how our future architects practiceit sounds like a big statement but it’s true. I
definitely implement the things I learnt during
Night School into my professional work.
What was something you were taught
that has really stayed with you?
The idea that you’re not going to be an
expert at everything was heavily reiterated
to us. People think architects know
everything and yes you kind of have to,
but really, making sure that you surround
yourself in practice with the best team
possible – gathering your A-team and using
those people to your projects’ advantage –
is most important. As Jeremy says, work
smarter not harder. Work out your strengths
and how you can make the biggest impact
and positive change with the limited
time we have.
This article was first published
in Australian Design Review.
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HIGH-RISE HOUSING AND
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT:
ARE WE DOING IT RIGHT?
Dr Ajibade A. Aibinu and Tayyab Ahmad

THE MODERN METROPOLITAN
CITIES OF THE WORLD ARE A
CLASSIC EXAMPLE OF LIVING
SYSTEMS. LIKE ANY OTHER LIVING
SYSTEM, THESE CITIES HAVE LIFE
POURING THROUGH THEIR VEINS
IN THE FORM OF ROAD NETWORKS
AND OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE
SYSTEMS. THESE SYSTEMS INHALE
AND EXHALE AS PEOPLE COMMUTE
TO WORK IN THE MORNING
AND BACK TO THEIR HOMES
IN THE EVENING.

Like any other living being, these cities
also respond to internal and external
disturbances like rising populations and
rapid urbanisation. Several interventions
to minimise the impact of disturbances,
such as increasing urban populations,
have evolved over time.
For urban centres, the contemporary
solution has been to build high-rise to
accommodate the growing human
population above the ground. However,
a key question arising in this context is
whether this way of stacking scores of
houses above one another in a high-rise
development is a sustainable solution for
the current and potential future challenges
confronting our cities?
Fundamentally, high-rise residential buildings
are large scale buildings with the attributes
of centralisation, high density, verticality and
reduced footprint. These buildings are highly
reliant on technology, and because of their
scale these are occasionally centrepieces
of admiration, aspiration, aesthetics and
awe. At the same time, these buildings
are associated with many habitat-related
challenges since it is not in human nature
to live at heights above the ground.

When assessing sustainable development
in the case of high-rise residential buildings,
it is important to explore how built
environment interventions relate with
humans, nature, and other built environment
objects within the city. On one hand,
residential towers owing to their verticality,
centralisation and stack-up design
character contribute towards sustainable
development, while on the other hand
because of the same attributes they
could be hindrances for sustainability.
For example, the attributes of high-rise
residences can positively increase the
effectiveness of both the buildings and
natural systems while at the same time
creating a detrimental effect on the
psychological needs of humans.
From a social and psychological
perspective, high-rise residential towers
are not the same as commercial towers.
Humans have different requirements and
expectations of the places in which we
work compared to places in which we live.
While working at heights in an office building
can be thrilling and invigorating, living at
heights in a residential building may not
be met with the same level of enthusiasm.
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IS STACKING SCORES OF HOUSES ABOVE ONE
ANOTHER IN A HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT A
SUSTAINABLE SOLUTION FOR THE CURRENT
AND POTENTIAL CHALLENGES CONFRONTING
OUR CITIES?

Moreover, the general human taste for
residential buildings has not changed
for a long time. Whereas the various
aspects of commercial buildings have
experienced significant changes throughout
history, the concept of a house still revolves
around a selective palette of colours,
materials, spaces and functions.
If we consider multiple perspectives of
sustainability, is radically innovating the
concept of ‘housing’ by stacking residential
units on top of each other a durable solution
to rising population? Humans are habitual
in wanting to be closer to the ground. With
a high-rise residential tower requiring people
to reside hundreds of feet above ground,
feelings of anxiety, restlessness and
depression are not unexpected. A sense
of community can diminish in high-rise
residential towers if they are not well
configured and furnished with features
that can help facilitate community living.
From an economic perspective, situating
high-rise residential towers near city
centres decreases commute time for their
inhabitants. These towers can also capitalise
on economies of scale. Environmentally,
these towers face the issue of being energy
intensive if they are not properly conceived,
designed and built.

However, owing to the verticality of such
buildings, new opportunities for energy
generation are also created by them.
For large scale high-rise residential
buildings, addressing or assessing
sustainability can be of extreme significance.
Considering sustainable development at
the scale of a building is important and
this is normally achieved by environmental
considerations in building design, life
cycle cost optimisation and designing
and constructing for health and wellbeing.
High-rise residential buildings also
have a strong relationship with their
immediate neighbourhood. The commercial
activities within the neighborhood and
on the lower floors of residential towers
have a synergistic effect on the residential
high-rise and the broader neighborhood,
as both interact with one another to facilitate
amenities provision, employability and
business continuity.
Ideally, a high-rise residential building
needs to be in complete harmony with
the various entities it incorporates and
the increasingly larger neighbourhood
and city systems it is a part of to fulfil
the agenda of sustainable development.

Human beings possess the innate craving
to create, innovate, and progress. This
leads to vicious cycles of development
and redevelopment. Often the developments
that we so vigorously pursue in attempting
to solve urban problems can create new
problems and challenges. This is common
when development is under the influence of
a narrow vision of problem-solving, instead
of a long term goal and vision.
A design without constraints is no design.
Similarly a development without a complete
regard for important surrounding entities
and systems can sooner or later become
inadequate in the face of unforeseen and
rising challenges.
Dr Ajibade A. Aibinu, a researcher and educator,
is a Senior Lecturer in quantity surveying and
construction economics. Tayyab Ahmad is
completing his PhD in architecture and has
expertise in architectural engineering.

Images: James Rafferty
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NEOLIBERAL
PRODUCTION
OF HOUSING
INEQUALITY
Dr Sidh Sintusingha

GLOBALLY ENTRAPPED IN
THE “MODERN RELIGION
OF DEVELOPMENT”1, CITIES
MANIFEST A WIDE SPECTRUM
OF HOUSING ISSUES REFLECTING
THEIR RESPECTIVE ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT STAGES AND
SOCIO-CULTURAL SPECIFICITIES.
Driven by economic expansion, cities
worldwide are experiencing population
growth that manifests in slums and squatter
settlements in emerging economies and
acute housing un-affordability worldwide.
The increased housing demand stems
from rural to city migration in emerging
economies and the national/international
city-to-city migrations of post-industrial
economies.
Yet, while discussions on these issues
are rife, actual plans and actions to
pre-empt and address the identified and
predicted problems are scarce – reflecting
the hegemony of the neoliberal-driven
global inequality trends and the historic
lack of real redistribution as encapsulated
in Piketty’s “Capital in the Twenty-First
Century”2.
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DURING ECONOMIC DOWNTURNS WHEN FUNDING RESOURCES DRY OUT,
SOCIAL HOUSING EFFORTS ARE NOT SUSTAINED AND THE INHABITANTS
ARE OFTEN COMPOUNDED BY DIMINISHED ECONOMIC PROSPECTS.

Furthermore, physical assets such as
housing and infrastructure have been
treated like liquid investments, resulting
in housing as a globally interconnected
(and relative) phenomenon in the era
of highly fluid and often instantaneous
cross-border exchanges of investments,
products, images and ideas. These, in turn,
frame and affect socio-economic class
aspirations, manifesting in phenomenon
such as the global elite’s penchant for
‘world-class’ investment properties (and
not homes); the local middle-class’ access
to affordable homes in good locations; the
lower socio-economic groups’ struggle for
secure tenure and economic opportunities.
In the intertwined practices, social housing
ultimately depends on the success of
the neoliberal model of economic growth,
with social housing mainly subsidised,
government willing, with revenue from
the expansion of GDP – whether directly
through taxation and/or indirectly through
development controls.
Moreover, it is often delivered through
one of many manifestations and varying
degrees of public-private partnerships
(PPPs). Yet, during economic downturns
when funding resources dry out, social
housing efforts are not sustained and the
inhabitants are often compounded by
diminished economic prospects3. This
highlights the challenge for the inhabitants
of social housing to develop resilience to
economic recessions that disproportionally
affect lower socio-economic groups, an
issue often of lower priority than secure
tenure in social housing policies and
implementation4.

Footnotes:
1 Rist, G. (1997). The History of Development: from
western origins to global faith (translated by Patrick
Camiller). Atlantic Highlands, NJ, Zed Books.
2 Piketty, T. (2014) Capital in the Twenty-First
Century, Harvard University Press, Massachusetts.

Images: Sidh Sintusingha

Arguably, the 1996 UN Habitat II (Istanbul)
adoption of the “market-enabled” policy
increased the role and influence of the
private agents (developers and finance
institutes) in global housing, a yielding of
ground to market forces. The reduction of
the public’s role and agency to negotiate
social benefits has not proven effective given
the tendency of contemporary democracies
to conflate public and private interests.
To redress this, the focus must be on
the ‘public’ in PPPs and the ‘social’ in
social housing.
In the case of Thailand’s Baan Mankong
social housing project (BMK)5, the state
facilitated bottom-up process (a partial
redistribution via taxes and access to
land) and government agents support
a community-led housing process that
equips the inhabitants with the confidence,
means, network and networking capacity to
negotiate and lead the process themselves.
In this example, the ‘public’ is not
government/representatives advocating
for the vague notion of public – it is the
actively participating inhabitants’ city-wide
network that directly benefits from the
housing program. A key ingredient is social
capital – its formation, expansion and
expenditure – which enables more effective
negotiations with powerful state and market
forces. ‘The public’ here adopts a finescaled democratic practice – yet one that
must be wary of exclusionary tendencies
(such as protectionism and NIMBYism).
To mitigate the excesses of neoliberal cities,
efficiently mass-produced by profit-seeking
global capital6 flows, models where the
city is concurrently built by and built up

3 As encapsulated in Perlman’s longitudinal fieldworks
in Rio de Janeiro in: Perlman, J. (2011). Favela: Four
Decades of Living on the Edge in Rio de
Janeiro, Oxford University Press.
4 Or the middle classes for that matter, giving rise to
calls to prioritise the prevention of recessions over low
inflation https://www.vox.com/2017/9/19/16319416/
broken-economy.

by the community’s social capital should
be investigated. Democracies must
prioritise the livelihoods of local voters
over the interests of global corporations
and investors.
Dominant narratives such as the world-class
city, city liveability rankings favour and focus
on the accumulation and concentration of
financial wealth (and homogenous cultural
capital). These dominant narratives must
be mitigated with narratives that diffuse
and grounds wealth socio-economically
in the localities.
Cases such as BMK and Gawad Kalinga7
pose and suggest possible alternatives
forward – short of a radical top-down
shift in global wealth redistribution as
advocated by Piketty.
Dr Sidh Sintusingha coordinates the Landscape
Architecture major in the Bachelor of Environments
and the Bachelor of Design at the University of
Melbourne. Prior to joining academia, he practiced
as an architect and landscape architect in Thailand
and Australia.

5 Investigated in PhD theses at MSD by Kitapatr
Dhabalabutr (2017) and Boonanan Natakun (2013)
6 As observed in Bandung’s kampungs during
the MSD-SAPPK Travelling Studio 2015
7 A topic of Rowena Delgado PhD thesis (2014).
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INVESTIGATING THE POTENTIAL
OF THE NDIS TO CHANGE HOUSING
PERCEPTIONS IN AUSTRALIA
Dr Andrew Martel

THE NATIONAL DISABILITY
INSURANCE SCHEME (NDIS) IS A
HUMAN-RIGHTS BASED, PERSONCENTERED, AND MARKET DRIVEN
RESPONSE TO THE PROVISION
OF SERVICES TO PEOPLE WITH
A DISABILITY STEMMING FROM
AUSTRALIA’S RATIFICATION OF
THE UNITED NATIONS CONVENTION
ON THE RIGHTS OF PEOPLE
WITH DISABILITIES (UN CRPD).

As such, the NDIS is a major public policy
program that is likely to substantially alter
the provision of disability support services
in Australia far into the future. In addition,
the scheme has the potential to radically
alter the housing market in Australia by
providing funds and impetus to improve
the performance of new and existing
housing stock with regard to occupants
with a disability.
But whether such change happens depends
on the ability of the scheme to influence how
innovation is developed and adopted within
the Australian housing industry. Is a market
based mechanism that promotes consumer
choice able to initiate and support the

significant levels of innovation in residential
design and construction required to make
mainstream residential dwellings in Australia
accessible and usable by occupants living
with a disability?
The housing market may be divided
into four principle groups: component
manufacturers, developers and builders,
government bodies, and housing
consumers, that is, the users. The
NDIS model proposes to influence the
development group by empowering the
housing consumer group, through a transfer
of funds from government agencies and
into the hands of potential consumers of
disability-appropriate housing.
However, studies have shown that in
the residential housing sphere, innovation
primarily occurs between the component
manufacturers and the builders. That
is, technological push factors (from the
manufacturers) or pull factors (from the
builders) relate primarily to the process
of production of houses, and are not
significantly influenced by either consumer
demand or design novelties. Government
regulation is influential, but to date,
regulation around accessibility or universal
design remains absent from residential
construction. This raises a serious question
of the efficacy of the NDIS to have real
world impacts.
A current research project underway within

the Faculty of Architecture, Building and
Planning aims to investigate how innovation
works in the current residential development
industry in Australia, and assess the likely
impact of the proposed NDIS on influencing
market change. The project brings together
university researchers, students, Frasers
Property Group, a large residential
developer, and Yooralla, an established
service provider for people with disabilities.
The project asks the question: how might
positive innovations be promoted and
through what mechanisms to create
more disability-appropriate housing?
The project began with a 5th year level
design studio that focused on identifying
current failures within the residential market
for residents with a range of disabilities,
including vision and hearing impairment,
mobility and cognitive disabilities. The
students proposed a series of design
solutions responding to those failures.
The second phase of the project used
a series a of workshops with key
stakeholders, including people with
disabilities and the industry partners,
to identify a selection of the most promising
design solutions, and then set out to
work with the industry partners to develop
those ideas to a level where they may
be incorporated into the base design
of a housing package.
The third phase of the project, currently
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A LARGER SHIFT IN
AUSTRALIAN ATTITUDES
TOWARDS HOUSING,
ONE THAT MODERATES
THE CURRENT PRIMACY
OF THE HOUSE AS
AN ECONOMIC ASSET
AND RECOGNISES THAT
HOUSING AS AN ESSENTIAL
PART OF COMMUNITY
INFRASTRUCTURE
IS NEEDED.

underway, involves evaluating the pathway
that innovation needs to take in order to be
integrated into existing processes, including
the roles played by the different groups,
both internal to development companies
and external such as local council
regulations. This will assist in developing
a policy response which maximises
positive, accessibility-focussed innovations
accommodated within the industry.
Implications of the research
From a technical standpoint, our students’
research demonstrated a multitude of ways
in which developers and designers can
significantly improve the performance of
their dwellings by considering a few design
principles around simplicity, contrast and
flexibility. Many of these improvements are
cost neutral initially, and some have the
potential to be significant cost savers in
terms of future modifications. A strength
of the methodology used in our studio
is the ability to demonstrate how two
designs with similar quantitative spatial
characteristics can perform very differently

from a qualitative standpoint. Improvement
does not rely on a dwelling having ‘more’
so much as performing ‘better’.
A larger shift in Australian attitudes towards
housing, one that moderates the current
primacy of the house as an economic asset
and recognises housing as an essential
part of community infrastructure is needed.
A large stock of flexible housing would
permit better integration of all people,
while disadvantaging none, and prevent
the present segregation of people into
special facilities or low cost suburbs.
In the long run, the shift from thinking
of a dwelling as a private asset to one that
is a privately-owned public asset, with the
need to potentially service all members
of a community, might turn out to be the
most economically and socially palatable
solution to accommodating disability
within Australia’s housing system.

RESEARCH TEAM
Dr Andrew Martel ABP
(Architecture/Construction)
Dr Georgia Warren-Myers
ABP (Property)
Frasers Property Group
Yooralla Australia
5th year thesis design
studio ABP 2015

This research was funded by a grant
from the Hallmark Disability Research
Initiative at the University of Melbourne.
Dr Andrew Martel is an early career
researcher in architecture and
construction focused on understanding
the composition of value in housing.

Image: George Clerk
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IMPROVEMENT DOES NOT RELY
ON A DWELLING HAVING ‘MORE’
SO MUCH AS HAVING ‘BETTER’.
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HOW HOUSING
AFFORDABILITY
AFFECTS THE MOST
VULNERABLE
Thomas Feng

TEN YEARS AGO, THERE
WERE ONLY FIVE SUBURBS
IN MELBOURNE WHERE THE
MEDIAN HOUSE PRICE WAS
ABOVE ONE MILLION DOLLARS.

Today there are 121 million-dollar suburbs,
scattered throughout the inner-city suburbs
of Melbourne. As the issue of housing
affordability continues to strain our hip
pockets, the effects are exacerbated
to people who are already homeless.
Erika Martino’s PhD research project
focuses on housing affordability for
homeless women who have experienced
intimate partner violence, stemming from
her “passionate belief that secure, affordable
and quality housing is the bedrock with
which women and families can realise
their potential.”
“Unfortunately today, housing in Australia
is seen as a commodity, not a human
right. This has lead to the exclusion of
poor and middle -income households
from well-located and affordable housing
and created socio-economic spatial
inequality.” Erika says.
For people already homeless, the
commodification of housing perpetuates
their inability to find secure ongoing housing
that is safe, affordable and has reasonable
access to services and amenities.
“There is a clear link between women’s
homelessness and intimate partner violence
(IPV), with research confirming that intimate
partner violence is the key cause of

homelessness and a chief obstacle in
leaving high-risk living arrangements –
evidenced by the increasing rates of
women accessing homelessness services
in Victoria due to IPV.”
According to the Australian Institute of
Health and Welfare (AIHW), 38% of people
accessing the Victorian homelessness
system in 2015-16 cited intimate partner
violence as a primary cause. This was a
33% increase from 2011-12, with almost
half of the clients single parents and over
three quarters female.
The AIHW also mentions that domestic
violence makes women and children more
vulnerable to homelessness, with violence
removing safety from home and escaping
a violent situation requiring the woman
and child/children to leave the family home.
The lack of affordable housing itself is
a deterrent for people to leave abusive
relationships and the home.
In response, the Victorian State Government
this year launched the “Family Violence
Housing Blitz”, a $133.2 million package of
which $82.2 million will go to redeveloping
refuges across the state and $48 million to
provide 110 new public housing properties
for families escaping violence. This is in
addition to the roll-out of Support and
Safety Hubs: a one-stop shop offering

women, children and young people in crisis
a new way to access coordinated support
from justice, health and social services.
Erika says more funding for social housing
is required urgently, but funding alone is
not enough. Her project aims to establish
a policy and partnership framework that can
best support the integration of appropriate
outcomes for IPV-specific housing.

AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN
MELBOURNE TENDS TO BE
IN SUBURBS WITH POOR
TRANSPORT, AND POOR ACCESS
TO EMPLOYMENT AND EDUCATION.

“There is no one stop shop in addressing
IPV and finding secure ongoing housing
(unlike crisis housing). Funding today is
often for one-off projects. Better governance
frameworks and increased funding could
assist in scaling up these projects.
Additionally, there aren’t any tangible
benchmarks or milestones in the supply
of affordable housing. While the safety
hubs are a welcome intervention, I
fear that the underlying issue – enough
affordable housing – will not be addressed.”
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THIS IS MORE THAN A HOUSING AFFORDABILITY CRISIS; IT IS A PUBLIC HEALTH CRISIS WHICH
WILL HAVE LONG-TERM POPULATION HEALTH IMPLICATIONS IF IT IS NOT ADDRESSED.

An intersection of vulnerabilities
“At the moment, crisis centres are at
breaking point, with few pathways into
long-term permanent housing, whether it be
through social housing, community housing
or the private rental market. My research
highlights an intersection of vulnerabilities
and how IPV-survivors can occupy a
housing vulnerability niche.”
Structural socioeconomic inequality
such as lower wages, education levels
and employment rates means women are
impacted disproportionately by particular
housing characteristics – such as
unaffordable housing; insecure tenure; poor
quality housing / inhabitability; unavailability
of services and infrastructure; and unsafe
housing. Once in this deleterious housing
niche, disadvantage is compounded and
can impact the long-term health and
well-being of women.
“At the moment, the very meagre offering
of affordable housing in Melbourne tends
to be in suburbs with poor transport, and
poor access to employment opportunities
and education which further compounds
the disadvantaged social conditions.
Moreover, there is continuous stigma
and discrimination against crisis
accommodation and their occupants.
In September 2017, a proposed homeless

shelter in Melbourne’s Brighton East
faced significant backlash from community
members concerned about their safety.
These community attitudes from people
in the area prompted local doctor and
prominent health advocate Dr. Sally
Cockburn to speak out.
“Any of us may fall on hard times or need
to flee family violence.” Dr Cockburn said.
“The new face of homelessness is older
women, divorced with no financial back-up
or job skills.” The figures reflect this,
with women over 55 the fast growing
cohort of the critically under housed
(from St Vincent de paul).
The lack of community trust compounds
the lack of long-term partnerships between
housing and family violence providers and
isolates homeless people from participating
meaningfully in the community.
“This is more than a housing affordability
crisis; it is a public health crisis which will
have long-term population health implications
if it is not addressed.” Erika says.
“Industry structures driven by short-term
profits will continue to produce housing
that is unaffordable and creates terrible
urban form consisting of poor-quality high
rise, insufficient public realm and sprawling
suburbs without infrastructure. The scale
and short-fall of affordable and public

housing is critical, and requires a shift in
thinking around the social and economic
consequences.”
According to Erika, housing policy needs
to take a more gender mainstreaming
approach. A suite of policy measures need
to be considered, including upscaling of
inclusionary zoning; greater tax incentives
for institutional investment of affordable
housing and reform of Commonwealth
Rent Assistance.
There also needs to be greater discussion
with the community, local, state and federal
governments about the benefits of a less
commodified housing market. The next
steps for Erika’s research is to conduct
interviews with partners who are involved in
IPV-specific housing projects in Melbourne,
Vancouver and Edinburgh to scope for more
integrated approaches to housing and how
these might be scaled up.
“In the absence of a housing as a right,
we must have greater funding and a strong
institutionalised and inclusive framework
which supports collaborative partnerships
and governance” says Erika.
“I’ve seen the lives of friends and family
who have experienced violence transformed
by finding long-term housing. I hope my
research helps others achieve the same.”
Illustrations: Erika Martino  Image: James Rafferty
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OUR
DONORS

GIVING TO THE MSD BUILDING: $1000+
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 &
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 & Joaquina Lee
Lovell Chen
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
The late Nicholas Ming Sing Chan
Glyn Davis AC
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 & Lau Pei Yan
Miles Lewis AM & Mary P Lewis
LU Simon Builders
Margaret Macdonald & the
Late Roderick Macdonald
Grant Marani & Anne Rieselbach

Peter Martin & Sarah Martin
Robert McGauran
Mitsubishi Australia Ltd.
Ng Chee Wee
North Fawkner Joinery
Ooi Choun Theng
Jon Peacock
Quah Sek Cheng
Peter G Rowe
Sim Yaw Hang &
Wai Kuen Priscilla Wong
Mr Soekrisman
Alan Synman & Zorita Sormann
Tan Kah Hoe
Datuk Tan Pei Ing
Dato Peter Tan & Phillip 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
Clarence Wing-Man Wong
Woo Yip Yee
Wu Hon Cheong
Yang Soo Suan & Tan Ai Fong
Jay Yeunh Wee-Tiong
$1,000 – $9,999
Aisin Australia
Anton Alers
Tony Allen
The Late 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
Henry Chan
Chan Kwok Wai
The Chappell Family
Scott Charles
Max Chester OAM
The Late Sin L Chiang

Hoi F Chin
Edwin S H Choo
Philip Chun
David J Clarke
Fred Coates & Faye Coates
Paul Coombe
Anne Cunningham & Ian G Cunningham
Allan Davison
The Late Mr Robin M Edmond
& Elvira S Edmond
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
Jonathan Gardiner
Robert Garlick AM
Philip Goad & Anna Johnston
Theo Gouskos
Guests Accounting
Maria Hansen
Andy Y M Ho
Irwinconsult
Peter L Jones
Kane Constructions
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
Patrick R Ness
Benny Ng Su Pei
Dario Nordio & Mary Nordio
Ewan Ogilvy
Shelley J Penn
John Petrakis
Bryce B Raworth
Tim L Roberts
Andrew Robertson & Margaret Campbell
David S Ross
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
The Evan Walker Family
Chris White & Dianne White
Peter Williams
Allan F Willingham
Julie L Willis
Michael N Wozniak
Frank C Y Wu
Mandy Yencken & Ted Yencken
Yun Zhang
9 Anonymous Donors

RECENT GIFTS IN YOUR
WILL TO THE FACULTY
OF ABP
The Faculty of ABP is grateful to its
supporters who have made a gift in
their will, so their legacy will enrich
the lives of future generations.
Estate of Donald Emsley Napier

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, ABP Development Manager, on (03) 8344 3111 or miaj@unimelb.edu.au.
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SCHOLARSHIPS AND AWARDS IN PERPETUITY

Steve Calhoun

Creative Futures

The Bharat Dave
Scholarship supporters fund

The Forster
Family Foundation

The Hugh O’Neill
Scholarship supporters fund

Alasdair N Fraser
& Jenny Fraser

Creative
Futures Ltd

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.

Anthony Auh
Chew Kang

SUPPORT TO THE FACULTY
OF ABP: 2016 – 2017

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

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 2016 to September 7 2017.

AECOM Australia
Australian Communities
Foundation
Australian Institute of Building
Australian Property Institute
Bates Smart
Frank A Billson
Brookfield Multiplex
Catherin Bull
Chartered Institute of Building
Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning
DesignInc
Dulux Australia
Eric Ormond Baker
Charitable Fund
Richard Falkinger AO
The Late Noemi Fooks
Graham Treloar Fellowship
The Late Sir John Grice

$500,000 – $999,999
The Myer Foundation
$10,000 – $99,999
Architects Registration
Board of Victoria
The Climate
Reality Project
John P Henderson
Tom Kvan &
Justyna Karakiewicz
Lovell Chen
The Late Roderick
Macdonald & Margaret
Macdonald
Anonymous
$1,000 – $9,999
Theodore T Berman
Margaret L Edmond
John B Gollings
George Hatzisavas
Dominique Hes
Hank Koning &
Julie Eizenberg
Susan L Leeton
Timothy C Lindsey
Grant F Marani
George A Michell AM
Andrew Middleton &
Clare Harper

John Middleton &
Carole Middleton
Dario D Nordio
Steven L Pell
Haripriya Rangan
Kelvin J Steel
Jürg Stuber
Julie L Willis
3 Anonymous Donors
Up to $999
Anona F Armstrong AM
Rebecca L Bond
Huan Borland
Annmarie Brennan
Max Chester OAM
Leslie Chung
Fred Coates & Faye
Coates
Ranko Cosic
Suzanne J Dance
Margaret E Dengate
Elvira S Edmond
Lynette O Gillman
Philip J Goad
Elisabeth F Grove
Llew Gwyther
Chris Harvey
Rizky Lasmaratti
David B Logan

Andrea Macdonald
George P Mackenzie
OBE RFD
James M Macneil
Dennis G Martin
Teresa Martin-Lim
Barry J Matthews
Joyce McCloskey
Gregory K Missingham
& Deidre J Missingham
Patricia Morton &
Bruce Morton
Brendan H Murphy
James Neil
Clare L Newton
Tom Paciocco
David Pryor
Philip C Rounsevell
Janet A Schapper
Stri N Setiaji
Christopher J Smith
Uren H Symons
The Tibbits Family
Mary Traitsis
Peter Tsitas
Jeffrey J Turnbull
Serman U Uluca
Peter Williams &
Patricia Williams
10 Anonymous Donors

Image: Roland Halbe

Hansen Yuncken
John W Henderson
The Late Peter Pincas Kaufman
The Ledgar Memorial Fund
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CELEBRATING YOUR
SUPPORT: THE 5TH
ANNUAL SUPPORTERS
BUS TOUR
Andrew Middleton

It was early 2013, when Judy Turner,
Andrew Middleton and Simon Elchlepp –
the Faculty of ABP’s Advancement
Department – sat down to solve a problem:
how do we best thank the many supporters
who recognised the Faculty of Architecture,
Building and Planning with philanthropic
gifts? For most of the supporters,
the Faculty was their alma mater, but
a surprisingly large number of people
without an overt connection to the Faculty
had recently gifted, like Steve Calhoun’s
wonderful scholarship in perpetuity to
students of landscape architecture.

>

Newman College guest speaker
Dr Jeffrey Turnbull; MacGeorge
House guest speaker Professor
Philip Goad.

Seccull House guest speakers Philip
Goad and Dr Martin Hiscock; Robin
Boyd Walsh Street House guest
speakers Professor Philip Goad
and Tony Lee.

How do you recognise such kindness
without spending prodigiously?

2014

2017

MSD Building guest speakers Professor
Philip Goad and Andrew Middleton;
McIntyre’s A-Frame River Residence
guest speaker Peter McIntyre; Ernest
Fooks House, North Caulfield guest
speaker Professor Alan Pert.

Skipper Residence guest speakers
Philip Goad and John Howell; Northcote
Amphitheatre guest speaker Maggie
Edmond; St George’s Anglican
Church with Professor Philip Goad
and Neil Primrose.

The stream of conscious brainstorming
commenced and a plan formed to recognise
the wonderful generosity we had witnessed.
We wanted to creatively make use of access
to some very special resources.

These tours have become the highlight of
my year. I love catching up with the regular
attendees and welcoming new supporters,
and hearing wonderful tales of the
architecture and the landscape that make
up this marvellous city we call home, from
those who design, build or preserve it.

2013

Best of all, is hearing Philip talk passionately
about places he loves. On behalf of all
supporters who have attended the bus
tours, I would like to thank him.
As the Faculty’s Development Manager,
I would like to thank all of the Faculty’s
supporters, including those who give up
their valuable time to volunteer. I’d like to
welcome you, as an alumnus or friend of
the Faculty, to consider remembering us in
your philanthropic gifts. Now the University’s
capital campaign has been successfully
completed, we are focusing our support
to assist students through research,
scholarships and awards.
We look forward to welcoming
you to our next Bus Tour.

2015
Napier Waller House guest speaker
Professor Philip Goad; Chadwick
House guest speaker Peter Crone.

2016

Images; clockwise from top left.

>

Someone suggested a bus tour of
Montsalvat with Glen Murcutt; someone
mentioned Professors Philip Goad and Julie
Willis’s unparalleled knowledge of Australia’s
heritage architecture; someone suggested
encouraging discussion amongst our
alumni; someone mentioned the wonderful
times and memories captured within our
Faculty’s history; finally, Judy said, let’s give
a tour of a few architectural heritage sites
around Melbourne that are difficult to
access, hosted by Philip or Julie, and have
experts talk about them. She really did
reveal it this concisely. This was a very
modern meeting with coffee, no brandy
– Brian Lewis would have been in tears,
particularly as it did take place on a
Friday arvo.

LIST OF PAST TOURS,
ALL KINDLY HOSTED BY
PROFESSOR PHILIP GOAD

01. Guests enter the Seccull House, which is
designed to change your mindset as you
leave the busy outside world behind.
02. Waiting for the bus are Greg
Misshingham, Deidre Missingham
and Philip Goad.
03. A full house waiting to enter the
Skipper Residence.
04. Peter McIntyre welcomes guests
to his house.
06. Philip Goad talks about the eastern
entrance to the MSD Building.
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INSIDE THE FACULTY

NEWS AND PEOPLE
The Melbourne School of Design building
was awarded the Chicago Athenaum
International Award in August, in recognition
of excellence in a global perspective of
architecture and urbanism. The Melbourne
School of Design was also one of four
projects shortlisted for the second Moriyama
RAIC International Prize.
Georgia Warren-Myers has won the
Journal of Property Investment and
Finance’s Outstanding Paper in 2017
for her paper “Sustainability evolution in
the Australian property market”. Ajibade
A. Aibinu has co-authored a paper
published in the Built Environment Project
and Asset Management Journal which won
the Outstanding Paper in the 2017 Emerald
Literati Network Awards for Excellence.
Jefa Greenaway hosted a sold-out
Open House 2017 walking tour: “Sites of
Indigenous Significance in Kulin Melbourne”
where participants learned about the stories
of historical and political sites of intangible
cultural heritage, contemporary Indigenous
architecture and design, commemorative
markers and local Aboriginal organisations.

Tanja Beer travelled to New York to
install her PhD project, The Living Stage
transforming a green urban space into
an accessible, equitable public social
gathering place created by the community
for the community. The project featured a
collaboration with the architects from the
New York Highline project XDEA, with a
two-day community festival with resident
seniors and local school children featuring
a celebratory performance on August 4
and 5 to commemorate the opening.
The Victorian Eco Innovation Lab’s
Foodprint Melbourne project is being
turned into a Year 9 curriculum resource
pack. MSD researcher Jen Sheridan in
collaboration with Rachel Carey from
the Faculty of Veterinary and Agricultural
Sciences will work with the Geography
Teachers’ Association of Victoria to create
a teaching pack for the term-long Australian
Curriculum Year 9 Geography unit ‘Biomes
and Food Security’. The Foodprint Melbourne
project was also recently profiled as one
of the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Foundation’s
projects with impact.

Peter Hogg’s Mt Macedon CFA Base
Design Studio was recognised by MPs
James Merlino and Mary-Anne Thomas
for its contribution to the community. Peter,
Donald Bates and student representatives
were invited to parliament to present their
design work and meet with MPs alongside
CFA staff.
David O’Brien’s Bower Studio has won the
2017 Yali McNamara Award for Small Project
Architecture for their “legacy project,” Wave
Hill Walk-Off Pavilions, which commemorates
a defining moment in Australia’s Indigenous
and non-Indigenous history.
MSD has been named as the academic
partner for the “Virtual Building Quality
Systems” project, an industry-led joint
venture between A.G Coombs and the
Victorian Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources as part of their Future Industries
Fund Sector Growth Program. The Faculty
will be represented by Dominik Holzer.
A new model-making space for students:
the ‘Makerspace’, has officially been opened
in the ground floor of the Baldwin Spencer
Building in the old Environments and Design
Student Lounge.
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RECENT EVENTS
Winter MSDx
This year’s Winter MSDx in June and July
was the perfect opportunity for students
from our new undergraduate program,
the Bachelor of Design, to showcase their
work alongside our graduate cohort. The
exhibition illustrated the quality and diversity
of output at the Melbourne School of Design
across all of our disciplines, ranging from
highly speculative propositions to more
practice-oriented efforts, from small design
interventions to large urban proposals
and beyond.
ACAHUCH Symposium
The Australian Centre for Architectural
History, Urban and Cultural Heritage
(ACAHUCH) held their Haunting, Memory
and Place symposium in September, which
explored the idea that architects and
historians seek resonance in the spaces,
buildings and objects of the past. There
were three keynote events: Dan Dubowitz
shared his project Fascismo Abbandonato,
exploring the challenges of Mussolini’s
Fascist holiday camps and other
megalomaniacal masterplans presented
to the societies who inherit them. Maria
Tumarkin presented her work on twenty
years of exploring traumascapes and
proposed the next stage in imagining
the future of sites inscribed with violence
and loss.

Jefa Greenaway chaired a panel exploring
how ancestral connection to place, and the
historical events, customs and cultural
practices informing this, continues to
resonate through contemporary Indigenous
society, and how this can inform or influence
architecture, art and design more widely.
MSSI ECOCITY World Summit
The Melbourne Sustainable Society Institute
based within the Melbourne School of
Design, hosted the 2017 ECOCITY World
Summit in Melbourne, with former VicePresident Hon. Al Gore the principal
speaker. With nearly 1000 delegates
from over 30 countries, the conversations
held at the summit between academics,
business leaders, non-for-profit and
government representatives were
invaluable for the ongoing challenge
of building resilient cities.
Dean’s Lecture Series:
July 2017 and October 2017
The Faculty of Architecture Building and
Planning hosted two more Dean’s Lectures
in 2017. Jesse Reiser (Princeton University)
and Nanako Umemoto (University of
Pennsylvania) presented in July detailing
some of their most well-known and
influential projects, such as the O-14 in
Dubai and the Taipei Pop Music Center.

Christine Wamsler (Professor of Sustainability
Science at the Lund University Centre for
Sustainability Studies) finished off the series
in October, discussing the idea of increasing
urban resilience through the mainstreaming
of climate change adaptation in urban
planning and governance. The process
works toward sustainability and resilience
by expanding the focus – from preventing
or resisting disasters and hazards – to
a broader systems framework in which we
learn to live and cope with an ever-changing,
and sometimes risky, environment.
Treseder Fellow Greg Lynn
Greg Lynn, the first Fellow-in-residence
as part of the Robert Garland Treseder
Fellowship presented an insightful lecture
into using Computer Numerically Controlled
(CNC) machinery to pioneer the fabrication
and manufacture of complex functional and
ergonomic forms. His mastery of technology
has redefined the relationship between
design and digital technology, with some
of his innovations including the design
of robotic buildings, high performance
boats, intelligent furniture, augmented
reality applications to design and spatial
localization, and the co-founding of
an urban mobility company inventing
autonomy for humans.

Image: Winter MSDx. James Rafferty.
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