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The program comprises eight core course and one elective 
course. The compulsory core includes five lecture/seminar 
courses, three project based studios, and a case study 
course. Students are encouraged to select an elective from 
a list of recommended course offered by the Faculty of Built 
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“A city vision can be defined as a 
flexible language for sharing and 
augmenting the strengths of a place. 
It is a living body of work resulting 
from inclusive urban analysis, civic 
participation, trial and error and 
experience. A vision acts as a blueprint 
for the creative transformation of 
urban landscapes through specific, 
implementable, high impact projects 
all the while complementing the more 
traditional problem-solution model of 
dealing with urban challenges.” 

Dr Alfonso Vegara Gómez, 
2013 Reid Lecture, UNSW
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Envisioning Cities: 
Method     Design

to generate the ideas and concepts to deliver the desired 
future outcome for the sites in each studio. The concepts were 
tested through desk critiques, workshops and presentations 
until a preferred design was developed. 

In one of the Sydney studios, ‘Studies in Urban Form’, 
MUDD21 students reflected on urban design proposals 
from previous MUDD programs, which included the cities of 
Hanoi, Hong Kong, Beijing, Buenos Aires, Dubai, New York, 
Barcelona, and Venice. After evaluating each city’s progress 
and development since the original MUDD design proposal, 
MUDD21 students created a new urban design framework for 
the relevant sites in each city. This study examined in which 
ways urban design proposals differ significantly depending 
on factors like city culture, density, identity, development 
potential, and historic context but also how concepts change 
over time to respond to evolving issues. 

By working with different design approaches across the 
year, students developed skills required in the process of 
creating and communicating a vision for their projects – and 
then to design strategies to realise this vision.  Methods of 
urban design become critical – not just the design solution 
itself, but the methodological process that determines which 
design objectives govern the development of a site. In this 
way, CITY VISIONS II shares the concept of CITY VISIONS | 
STADTVISIONEN by investigating the process by which such 
visions are achieved. 

The central themes identified in the City Visions approach 
for the period around 1910 such as “The Big Plan”, “The 
Monumental City Centre” and “New Models for Dense 
Urban Living” are reinterpreted in equivalent early 21st 
century themes or “thematic windows” such as “The Strategic 
Plan”, “The New City Centre” and “Renewal of Working 
Class Neighbourhoods”. Such visions only gain traction in 
the development culture of a city if there is a robust method 
by which to critique and implement the design vision. The 
emphasis on method and urban design is explored in each 
MUDD21 studio this year.   

Berlin figure 
ground graphics

Chicago figure 
ground graphics

Sydney figure 
ground graphics

CITY VISIONS II: Method & Design – Berlin | Chicago | Sydney 
is an exhibition showcasing the work of students in the 
2015-2016 UNSW Master of Urban Development & Design 
Program (MUDD21 ). Six design studios form the CITY VISIONS 
II Exhibition: one in Berlin, one in Chicago, and four in Sydney.  
These are presented throughout the Folio in five chapters: 
(1) Bathurst Street Cross Axis, in Sydney; (2) Wynyard Axis, 
in Sydney; (3) Chicago; (4) Berlin; (5) Studies in Urban Form, 
which explored international locations but was held in 
Sydney. The sixth studio was held in Sydney in preparation 
for travel to Chicago and Berlin. Students explored different 
sites in Chicago and Berlin, and their work is presented as 
the introduction to Chapters 3 and 4. The CITY VISIONS II 
exhibition builds on the success of the 2013-2014 MUDD19 
CITY VISIONS | STADTVISIONEN Exhibition.  The MUDD19 
Exhibition, prepared on the basis of stunning material from 
Technische Universität (TU) Berlin, focused on the changing 
visions and ideas that shaped cities renowned for urban design 
and planning in 1910 – and a century later in 2010 – Berlin, 
Paris, London, Chicago – together with companion studies of 
Sydney and Canberra undertaken by students in the UNSW 
MUDD Program. 

CITY VISIONS II revisits Berlin, Chicago and Sydney. In each 
studio, design processes are emphasised to highlight the 
breadth of solutions available in urban development and 
design and various methodological approaches that can lead 
to successful urban design frameworks. Within an overarching 
framework of spatial political economy, two distinct design 
methods were explored in relation to the chosen study areas. 
In some cases, students were given specific sites to develop 
their scheme, while in other cases, students were required to 
undertake a process of selecting the most appropriate sites 
for development. 

Studios took a conventional course, starting with a detailed 
analysis of the relevant city and relevant sites followed by 
the identification of the benefits and the issues or problems 
associated with each study area. Once the design principles 
had been prepared, design development could be undertaken 

MUDD 21 - City Visions II
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Diagram showing different ‘Method and Design’ explorations in the process of proposing urban design projects accoss the studios

The diagram above highlights the different urban design 
methodologies tested across each studio. It outlines various 
stages of a conventional urban design process. Each studio 
followed a unique methodology by including and omitting 
different segments of the process. This taught students how 
altering the design process – even slightly – resulted in a 
different depth of analysis and set of solutions. The end result 
in each studio was an urban design framework that addressed 

a given (or selected) site. Varying the urban design methods 
along the way allowed for different breadths of analysis, 
research, observation and community engagement. Taking 
these initial studies and moving forward into a strategic design 
process allowed students to test different sequences, paces of 
thinking, and rationales before the design outcomes 
were derived.    

STUDIES OF URBAN FORM STUDIO

INTERNATIONAL STUDIO

CHICAGO

BERLIN

SYDNEY STUDIO

TOWN HALL

WYNYARD AXIS

Master of Urban Development      Design 2015-2016 5
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Message from Professor Alec Tzannes

Professor Alec Tzannes

“Urban Design 
is arguably the 

discipline at the 
heart of urban 

change. It is 
the vehicle that 

translates urban 
research, policy, 

strategy and 
investment into 

tangible outcomes 
through design”

Urban Design is arguably the discipline at the heart of urban change. It is the 
vehicle that translates urban research, policy, strategy and investment into tangible 
outcomes through design, integrating relevant aspects of urban finance, politics and 
engineering in the process of visioning urban futures. Urban Design is centered on 
the principle of harnessing through design, the forces that shape cities for longer term 
public benefit. It is a relatively nimble discipline with a broad perspective, equipped to 
improve places when realistic opportunities arise to implement urban change. 

As a graduate of MUDD from UNSW your entry to the world of urban design could 
not be better timed. The role of cities in the delivery of a more sustainable, equitable 
and livable planet is increasingly understood in Australia and in many other nations 
throughout the world. Evidence in Australia for this observation includes a growing 
appreciation in the media of the value of urban communities as drivers of innovation 
and as places for a desirable lifestyle. Influential politicians are also highlighting the 
role of cities in the economy of Australia and the intrinsic value of urban design as a 
practical discipline to deliver better urban outcomes. As a consequence, new roles for 
urban designers in public enterprise to guide urban policy and design excellence are 
emerging, complementing conventional consultant career pathways. 

In the private sector, urban design thinking and methodology is expanding into 
other disciplines. Urban Design is increasingly seen as a ‘knowledge partner’ to City 
Planning, Landscape Architecture, Architecture and Property Development amongst 
other professions.  

Looking back over twenty years ago, it was Professors Alexander Cuthbert, Jon Lang, 
Paul Reid and James Weirick supported by then Associate Professor Bruce Judd 
(now Professor of Architecture and Director of the Australian School of Architecture 
& Design in our Faculty) who conceived the UNSW Urban Development & Design 
program. With great prescience, this academic team set the objective of delivering 
graduates with distinctive skills relative to other comparable programs to maximize 
career prospects and create future leaders of the discipline. 

An example of their prescience is the inclusion of ‘development’ in the name of the 
degree to articulate the integral relationship between design as a process and the 
political economy in which the process is undertaken. To this day very few urban 
design programs in the world emphasise the conception of urban design as integral 
to the development process, an inter-dependency crucial to effective leadership in 
the implementation of urban change. 

Another point of distinction from inception was the global perspective of the 
design studio. Since 1995 UNSW MUDD students have been introduced through 
international experiences to different cultural contexts in cities from Asia to the 
Americas, Europe, the Middle East, Africa and the South Pacific – an impressive total 
of 44 International Urban Design Studios to date. In this way the impact of varying 
political economies in the process of undertaking the design of urban projects brings 
to focus the diverse range of skills required to equip our graduates for more effective 
global careers. This year, for example, saw studio design courses undertaken in Berlin
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 and Chicago, as well as Sydney, with outstanding learning 
experiences evident from the resultant projects placed on 
exhibition at our gallery and documented in the 
MUDD21 Yearbook.

Urban Design at UNSW continues to evolve under the 
outstanding leadership of Professor James Weirick, with 
the support of Emeritus Professor Jon Lang, Emeritus 
Professor Alexander Cuthbert, Dr Scott Hawken and Visiting 
Professorial Fellow Dr Karl Fischer alongside leading urban 
thinkers as well as designers from professional practice from 
Sydney and around the world. Reflecting the growing role of 
the discipline and the benefits of interdisciplinary learning 
unique to UNSW, opportunities to integrate advanced 
digital technologies applied to urban conditions, easier 
pathways to double professional degrees linked to Landscape 
Architecture, Architecture and Planning as well as easier 
entry from undergraduate degrees are now either available 
or being explored. Connections with leading practices around 
the world and our alumni network also support our students 
with global opportunities for employment on graduation. And 
the welcomed appointment of Professor Helen Lochhead, as 
the new Dean of Built Environment, herself a distinguished 
architect, urban designer and landscape architect points to a 
continuing positive trajectory for the MUDD program.

MUDD’s legacy is reflected in the growing cohort of 
graduates working around the world and registering 
outstanding professional achievements. Through the 
advancement of knowledge and the success of our alumni we 
see the evidence of our academic staff’s contribution to more 
sustainable, equitable and livable urban futures. 

It has been a great privilege for me to serve at UNSW and to 
occasionally have the opportunity to participate in reviews of 
student work at MUDD. As is the case with many who leave 
the faculty, I look forward to continuing my support for the 
MUDD program as well as Built Environment more generally, 
including our alumni with whom my path frequently crosses. 
It is the excellence found in the combination of academic 
and alumni work that continues to be my inspiration in the 
quest to contribute through design to a better future for the 
generations that follow. 
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Message from the Program Director

“We have taken a 
critical approach 

to ‘inclusive 
urban analysis’ 
by focusing on 

method and design, 
the interaction 
of analysis and 

synthesis which 
underpins the 
making of the 
urban project”

Professor James Weirick 

With the MUDD 21 theme ‘CITY VISIONS II: Method & Design – Berlin | 
Chicago | Sydney, the UNSW Master of Urban Development & Design Program 
returns to urban concepts and urban realities explored two years ago in the 
STADTVISIONEN/CITY VISIONS presentation by the MUDD19 class. This combined 
the STADTVISIONEN exhibition of critical projects a century apart in Berlin, Chicago, 
Paris & London prepared at TU Berlin under the direction of Professor Dr Harald 
Bodenschatz with a companion study of projects in Sydney and Canberra prepared at 
UNSW under the direction of Professor Karl Fischer.

In 2015-2016 through direct experience we have explored three of the cities 
documented in the STADTVISIONEN/CITY VISIONS exhibition – Berlin, Chicago, 
Sydney – returning again to the definition proposed by Dr Alfonso Vegara Gómez in 
his 2013 Reid Lecture at UNSW:

A city vision can be defined as a flexible language for sharing and augmenting 
the strengths of a place. It is a living body of work resulting from inclusive urban 
analysis, civic participation, trial and error and experience. A vision acts as a 
blueprint for the creative transformation of urban landscapes through specific, 
implementable, high impact projects all the while complementing the more 
traditional problem-solution model of dealing with urban challenges.

We have taken a critical approach to ‘inclusive urban analysis’ by focusing on method 
and design, the interaction of analysis and synthesis which underpins the making of 
the urban project. We see method operating on two levels. First as a theoretically-
informed integration of ‘the material and symbolic dimensions of urban life through 
spatial formation and design intervention’ explored by Emeritus Professor Alexander 
Cuthbert in Understanding Cities: method and design (2011) and encapsulated in 
his MUDD21 essay. Second as an explicit presentation of iterative decision-making 
with origins in the rational design process, reviewed by Emeritus Professor Jon 
Lang in Urban Design: a typology of procedures and products (2005) and similarly 
encapsulated in his MUDD21 essay. We see the first as providing the conceptual 
frame for the second.

In the 2015-2016 Berlin International Studio hosted by our friends at TU Berlin, the 
current crisis of supply and demand in the housing market, exacerbated by the influx 
of refugees from war-torn countries of the Middle East, provided the conceptual 
frame for studies to consolidate and augment a tower-and-slab housing estate of 
the German Democratic Republic era in the middle-ring district of Prenzlauer Berg.  
This project in the middle ring formed part of a larger study of the 1862 Hobrecht 
Expansion Plan for Berlin noted for its squares and radial streets and, in the past, 
notorious for its rental barracks – the packed perimeter block Mietskasernen. Now 
valued housing at lower occupancy rates, the perimeter block type in its modern 
manifestation underpinned the Studio investigation of critical infill and 
housing affordability.

In the 2015-2016 Chicago International Studio hosted by the Global City Design 
Practice, Skidmore Owings & Merrill, the reality of social and economic segregation 
in the City of Chicago, endemic since the 1920s, provided the conceptual frame for 
an inspirational project in the Burnham tradition of ‘big plans’ and the Saul Alinsky 
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tradition of urban activism: the Obama Presidential Center 
as a catalyst for urban regeneration of the long-troubled 
neighbourhoods of Woodlawn and Washington Park on 
the South Side of Chicago. The Studio critiqued the sites 
under investigation by the Obama Foundation, which are 
controversially located within two of the great parks of the 
city – Jackson Park and Washington Park – designed by 
Frederick Law Olmsted and Calvert Vaux in 1871.  Instead, the 
Studio selected six alternative sites, each with a development 
scenario and urban design framework, together with a 
method to choose among the sites based on explicit values.

With innovation centres and creative clusters central to our 
ideas for Berlin and Chicago, urban economist John Zerby 
provides a thoughtful review of the concepts behind these 
urban propositions.

In the transect studies of Central Sydney undertaken in 
Urban Design Studio 2 this year - ‘Bathurst Street Cross Axis’ 
at Town Hall Station directed by Nigel Dickson in Semester 
1; ‘Wynyard Axis’ directed by Dr Scott Hawken in Semester 
2 – the dominance of Sydney in the post-mining boom 
national economy and a consequent influx of global capital 
to the Sydney property scene provided the conceptual frame 
for studies of development capacity beyond the current 
controls and associated impacts on the public domain. The 
planned extension of the Sydney Metro through Central 
Sydney, funded by the NSW Government’s sale of the State’s 
electricity assets, and construction of Light Rail down George 
Street now underway provided the impetus for the Town 
Hall and Wynyard studies. In this, the MUDD21 Studios 
built on the MUDD19 STADTVISIONEN/CITY VISIONS 
documentation of the 1909 Sydney Royal Commission, 
which envisaged a 20th century city organised around rail 
transport and commercial expansion. Recommendations of 
the 1909 Royal Commission formed the basis of the Harbour 
Bridge/City Loop rail project of the inter-war years – still the 
fundamental infrastructure of the Town Hall and Wynyard 
sectors of Central Sydney but about to be transformed by 
21st century transit systems.

Continuing the CITY VISIONS II theme, Urban Design Studio 
1 in the 21st year of the MUDD Program took a second 
look at sites investigated over the past twenty years in the 
International Studios we conducted in the following cities: 
Hanoi in 1996-1997, Hong Kong-Kowloon in 2000-2001, 
Beijing in 2005-2006, Buenos Aires in 2006-2007, 
Dubai in 2006-2007, New York in 2011-2012, Barcelona 
in 2012-2013 and Venice in 2013-2014. In re-investigating 

these sites from Sydney, changes in the intervening years – 
extensive or minimal – were factored into new ‘city visions’ 
and new studies of urban form.

The International Urban Design Studios were once again 
the highlight of the MUDD experience in 2015-2016 and 
we thank our hosts for introducing challenging projects to 
us - in Berlin, Professor Dr.-Ing. Angela Million of Technische 
Universität Berlin; in Chicago, Philip Enquist FAIA, Leader 
of the Global City Design Practice, Skidmore Owings & 
Merrill. For great work on our behalf as facilitators of the 
International Studios we thank Professor Karl Fischer in 
Berlin; and in Chicago, Andrew Balster, Executive Director, 
ARCHEWORKS and his team.

The Summer of 2015-2016 has been a period of significant 
transformation in the Faculty of Built Environment with 
the retirement of Professor Alec Tzannes as Dean and the 
appointment of our new Dean, architect and urban designer 
Professor Helen Lochhead. We thank Professor Tzannes 
for his leadership in the Faculty over the past seven years 
and his support of the MUDD Program. We look forward to 
continuing our conversations with him about the city and 
urban design education in his new role as Emeritus Professor.  
We are delighted to welcome Professor Lochhead and are 
privileged to have her present the 2016 Reid Lecture as her 
inaugural lecture at UNSW on the theme ‘Re-imagining the 
Harbour City’.

We congratulate the MUDD21 students for the creative 
achievement of ‘City Visions II: Method & Design: Berlin 
| Chicago | Sydney’. We extend appreciation to Dr Scott 
Hawken and Jodi Lawton of Lawton Design for the special 
efforts that made presentation of this work possible. 

Generous support for the MUDD21 Folio and Exhibition 
and the 2016 Paul Reid Lecture in Urban Design has been 
provided by our sponsors Urbis, Bates Smart, GM Urban 
Design & Architecture, Group GSA, FJMT, HASSELL, Johnson 
Pilton Walker, PTW, Stewart Architecture, AJ+C, Architectus, 
COX Architecture, MHN Design Union, Candalepas 
Associates, Dickson Rothschild, Travers Ecology and Wolski 
Coppin - together with special contribution from the Consul-
General of the Federal Republic of Germany, Sydney. For 
this, we express our sincere thanks.
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Sydney is one of the most extraordinary harbour cities in 
the world. The city hugs the figural 320 kilometre shoreline 
of bays and inlets and is ringed with the city’s most valued 
landscapes, cultural icons, infrastructure and development. 

The early pattern of Sydney’s development was driven by the 
geography of this drowned river valley and shaped its distinct 
form and character, of ridge top roads and street spurs that 
run down to the water, of green headlands and protected 
bays and anchorages. Despite the city’s early focus on the 
harbour as a place of commerce, transport and industry, we 
have today our amazing legacy of an accessible and green 
foreshore setting. This has been no accident but rather 
by design.

Like all industrial and post-industrial cities, Sydney has had 
to deal with the tension of competing agendas throughout its 
history, economic growth versus environmental protection, 
public versus private interests, conservation versus renewal. 
At key moments, these tensions have spawned civic 
awakening, discourse and demonstration that resulted in 
pivotal transformation around the harbour. 

An imperative to act, to challenge the status quo, has been 
borne from both adversity, such as the the outbreak of plague 
in the The Rocks at the turn of the 20th century and the 
decline in the manufacturing sector in the 1960s-70s; as well 
as opportunity, such as successive technological innovations 
in shipping, and major events notably the Bicentennial and 
2000 Olympics.

The provocateurs of civic conscience around the future of 
Sydney Harbour have most often been architects, planners, 
conservationists and the green movement, who have not 
only challenged the prevailing opinions but proposed 
alternative visions. 

Many have been realized with the alignment of successive 
governments’ commitment to invest in public policy and 
projects of vision, substance and design intent. This has 
resulted in significant urban projects that have shaped the 
form and identity of our harbour setting. Some iconic, such 
as Sydney Opera House, others discrete but directed actions 
– policies and projects – that cumulatively have resulted in 
much more than the sum of the parts, such as our enviable 
necklace of foreshore parklands. The harbour’s enduring 
resilience and beauty and value is largely due to this 

commitment to the public domain by successive State, City 
and Local Governments. 

More recently the drive to become a global city has more 
than ever before resulted in the importation of other 
paradigms and a move to market led infrastructure provision 
that has shifted the focus from public to private interests, 
from government as promoter to government as client, with 
mixed results.

The key to maintaining the identity of Sydney Harbour 
is to sustain the unique and particular, that is Sydney’s 
cache. The challenge is to ensure future development and 
governance around the harbour value the cultural and 
ecological; prioritize quality planning and design of the built 
environment; and share the harbour setting as a public place 
for the benefit of all. 

This lecture will seek to illustrate through a series of case 
studies how thought leadership and vision, concerted public 
policy, planning and governance, together with considered 
and brave design interventions, have shaped Sydney into the 
memorable harbour city that it is today.

Speaker Profile

Professor Helen Lochhead is an Australian architect, 
urban and landscape designer and the new Dean of Built 
Environment at the University of New South Wales, Australia. 

Prior to her appointment as Dean she held a number of 
influential positions in the NSW Government and the City 
of Sydney including including Executive Director roles 
at Sydney Olympic Park Authority and Sydney Harbour 
Foreshore Authority, and was most recently deputy NSW 
Government Architect.  

Her career has focused on the inception, planning, design 
and delivery of complex multidisciplinary projects and public 
works ranging from a 5-year city improvements program 
for the City of Sydney leading up to the 2000 Olympics to 
major urban renewal and waterfront projects. She has been 
instrumental in shaping more major precincts around Sydney 
Harbour than most, including the transformation of Sydney 
Olympic Park at Homebush Bay from a sports precinct into 
a mixed-use community and parklands with environmental 

Re-imagining the Harbour City 

“At key moments, these tensions [in competing agendas] have spawned 
civic awakening, discourse and demonstration that resulted in pivotal 

transformation around the harbour”

The 9th Paul Reid Lecture in Urban Design

10



Master of Urban Development      Design 2015-2016

Professor Helen Lochhead

Dean of the Faculty of 
Built Environment

credentials that set new benchmarks. More recently she 
led the development of 30-year plan for the transformation 
of Sydney Cove, the gateway to Sydney’s CBD and was 
instrumental in setting a new strategic vision for 
Sydney Harbour.

Professor Lochhead maintains a high profile in the profession 
and her professional contribution has been recognised 
through many industry awards including AIA and AILA Urban 
Design and Sustainability Awards, the AIA Marion Mahony 
Griffin Prize, the NAWIC Vision Award for leadership in the 
construction industry and the AIA NSW President’s Prize.

High level appointments include the National Council of the 
Australian Institute of Architects, Central Sydney Planning 
Committee, the ACT Planning and Land Council, the NSW 
Heritage Council and competition juries and Design Review 
Panels across Australia. All are a testament to her standing in 
the profession. 

A graduate of both the University of Sydney and Columbia 
University in New York Professor Lochhead’s career has 
combined professional practice and teaching both in 
Australia and the United States, as an Adjunct Professor at 
the University of Sydney and also as visiting academic at 
Harvard, MIT and Columbia Universities. In 2014-15 she 
was also the Lincoln/Loeb Fellow at the Graduate School 
of Design at Harvard University and the Lincoln Institute of 
Land Policy. 

The Reid Lecture at UNSW

In 2008, the Master of Urban Development & Design 
Program instituted an annual lecture in Urban Design named 
in honour of Professor Paul Reid (1933-2001), Professor of 
Architecture at the University of New South Wales, 1985-
1998 and foundation member of the academic staff of the 
MUDD Program. In recent years, the Reid Lecture has been 
the first in the annual series of Utzon Lectures presented by 
the Faculty of Built Environment.

The Paul Reid Lecture in Urban Design, given each year by a 
distinguished speaker, presents critical aspects of the theory 
and practice of urban design, with an emphasis on current 
research and practice in the field.

Paul Reid, a graduate of the University of Auckland and the 
University of Michigan, had a distinguished career as an 
architect in New Zealand, the United States and England 
– working in the offices of leading mid-century modernists 
Ernst Plischke, Antonin Raymond and Leslie Martin – before 
joining the National Capital Development Commission in 
Canberra, where he served as Chief Architect, 1975-1983. In 
this period, his work moved beyond architecture to embrace 
complex issues of urban design in the New Towns of Canberra 
and the Parliamentary Triangle, especially the latter where 
he was responsible for the first serious re-examination of 
Griffin’s design principles for the symbolic center of the 
city and preparation of the design brief for the New and 
Permanent Parliament House.  

Paul Reid’s work in Canberra in the NCDC years and as a 
member of the National Capital Planning Authority in the 
1990s was supported by detailed research into the design 
history of the city, which formed the basis of his definitive 
study, Canberra Following Griffin: a design history of 
Australia’s National Capital, published posthumously 
in 2002.

At UNSW, Professor Reid was a key member of the campaign 
for an integrated design vision for the Kensington campus 
and served on the Vice Chancellor’s Advisory Committee 
which oversaw implementation of the 1991 campus plan. 
Prepared by David Chesterman, this plan transformed 
the utilitarian, ad hoc environment of the campus into an 
inspiring sequence of spaces based on new patterns of 
pedestrian movement, rational space-defining architecture, 
active uses, elegant courtyards and unifying landscape.

Professor Reid’s teaching in the School of Architecture 
and the MUDD Program was both passionate and deeply 
considered – a fusion of modernist commitment to first 
principles and the humanist tradition, informed by a 
commanding knowledge of the world of practice. His death in 
2001, following a severe illness, touched all who knew him. 

The inaugural Paul Reid Lecture, ‘Urban Design – the 
UNSW Experience: shaping the global city’ was delivered 
by Professor Jon Lang on 12 March 2008 in Leighton 
Hall, Scientia.
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In 2016, the MUDD program turns 21. As an outsider, who 
has also been intermittently on the inside for a number of 
years, I would like to take this opportunity to say a few words 
about my experience with the program. While I was initially 
simply impressed with the quality of the work presented in 
the annual exhibitions and the Yearbook, it was only when 
I took over the course during James Weirick’s long service 
leave in 2012 that I was able to fully appreciate how the 
amazingly steep learning curve taken by the students could 
be achieved. The answer lies in the structure and method 
of the course, which, beyond the immediate input by the 
professors that have created it, is made up from the content, 
timing and qualities of the additional staff that come in at 
the appropriate point in time during the course to teach the 
required digital and design skills. This bundle of methods 
has matured over 21 years. As outsiders from Germany, my 
colleague Harald Bodenschatz, who came to the MUDD 
colloquium in 2014, and I were equally impressed with the 
quantity and quality of the work on display.

Set up and designed in 1995 by Professors Alexander 
Cuthbert, Bruce Judd, Jon Lang, Paul Reid and James Weirick, 
the MUDD course has developed an elaborate teaching 
strategy, which combines a consistent underlying structure 
with the integration of new perspectives and methods, 
combining long-term continuity with the adoption of new 
approaches, seizing new opportunities.

A case in point has been the approach behind the “City 
Visions” exhibition. Following the impulses of my 2011 
Paul Reid lecture “Learning from Europe?” and the MUDD 
excursion to Berlin later that year, the City Visions theme 
became a useful tool for teaching the 2012 MUDD course. 
It structured the display of the student work in March 2014. 
This combined the original exhibition conceived in Berlin and 
curated at UNSW with the students’ work on “City Visions in 
Sydney and Canberra”, and it was printed with the financial 
support of the Sydney Goethe Institute. 

This approach again formed the background for our excursion 
to Hamburg in 2013 and our second excursion to Berlin in 
November 2015. The “City Visions” exhibition was concerned 
with urban development and urban design in four cities with 
a focus on two periods – basically at the turn of the two last 
centuries. As the following essay by Harald Bodenschatz 
points out, the year 1910 marked the emergence of urban 
design as a new discipline. With Berlin’s Exhibition of 
“Städtebau” and, shortly afterwards, the London Town 
Planning Conference, this was an international phenomenon. 
The names of the exhibitions already indicate differences 
between the approaches to urbanism which began to emerge 
around 1910. “Städtebau”, which we have been translating as 
“urban design”, is indeed different to “Town Planning” and 

MUDD, City 
Visions and 
Berlin
Karl Fischer

Professor Karl Fischer

12



Master of Urban Development      Design 2015-2016

“Urbanismo”; and the differences between the perspectives, 
foci and contributions of the different disciplines that are 
involved in understanding and making the city at different 
levels are a constant source of dynamic interaction. Within 
MUDD and in this yearbook, too, the polarities between the 
positions of Urban Design and Spatial Political Economy are 
evidence of this. 

With respect to the complex interaction of these approaches, 
Harald Bodenschatz spoke about urban design in his 
presentation at the colloquium in 2014, and I reproduce the 
bullet points of his presentation: 

• Urban design implies a vision of a better city and a 
critique of the existing city. “Quality of urban design” 
implies focusing on a better city. The academic field 
must encompass a range of approaches, including 
historical, sustainable, international and interdisciplinary 
dimensions. Urban design can only be reflected by 
looking at the past and looking at the future. Often it is 
reduced to the present.

• Looking at the past: The city of today is an 
agglomeration of different historic urban design 
concepts and has to be understood in this way. Looking 
at the past also means: to research and understand 
whether something has worked or not, and why. Not 
only the products but also the history of the field 
and urban design ideas, lessons and paradigms have 
too often been forgotten – despite best efforts at 
universities and in professional circles.

• Looking at the future needs some distance from 
contemporary uses – an urban design concept must 
allow change in the future, change of uses, change of 
users. This also means: participation and functional 
concerns have to be balanced by a robust, sustainable 
urban design concept.

• Looking abroad: Urban Design as a field has always 
looked abroad – maybe more before World War I than 
today. Today, the international exchange of experience 
has to be redeveloped. 

• Looking behind the gates: Urban planning, architecture, 
landscape architecture, social sciences etc. must again 
become interconnected. Above all, urban design as a 
discipline must reintegrate knowledge of the city. 

These positions are very much in line with those of the 
MUDD course. The following essay comments on the current 
situation of Berlin and the City Visions approach adopted by 
the MUDD program.

“…the MUDD course has 
developed an elaborate 

teaching strategy, which 
combines a consistent 

underlying structure with 
the integration of new 

perspectives and methods, 
combining long-term 

continuity with the adoption 
of new approaches, seizing 

new opportunities”
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In the year 2010, the famous urban design exhibition held in 
Berlin in 1910 – “Die Allgemeine Städtebau-Ausstellung“– 
celebrated its 100th anniversary. This can be considered a 
once-in-a-century event for the discipline Der Städtebau, 
which can be translated as “urban design”. Around 1910 the 
new discipline of urban design was established – above all 
in England and in Germany. Immediately it developed an 
international orientation. The challenges of the time were the 
background for the creation of this discipline: housing misery, 
hard social contrasts, increasing traffic problems and a 
fragmentation of communal authorities. The important aim of 
the new discipline was the rationalisation of the chaotically 
growing urban region of the industrial society. 

The international Urban Design Exhibition 1910 was the first 
important show of the new discipline “urban design” not 
only in Europe. The young discipline did not only present 
itself to the public for the first time, it was also the greatest 
show on urban design that had so far been held worldwide. 
Approximately 65,000 visitors saw the exhibition. Within 
the same year, parts of the exhibition were shown in London 
at the famous Town Planning Conference of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects.

Important parts of the exhibition featured the results of 
the urban design competition for Greater Berlin, one of the 
most important contemporary urban design competitions 
in the world. The results of the competition encompassed 
recommendations for the three large sections of the 
metropolitan region:

• First, proposals for a further reconfiguration of the city 
center in the direction of a monumental city.

• Second, proposals for urban alternatives to the hitherto 
existing highly dense construction of tenements and 
apartment blocks.

• Third, proposals for new garden cities in the       
suburban area. 

These three sections of the city region – the city center, 
the inner city and the suburban periphery – were to be 
structured through reorganizing and upgrading the long-
distance and commuter train system. A new transportation 
infrastructure alongside wide radial arterial roads and green 
spaces were to serve the needs of ordering the continually 
growing metropolitan region. In the suburban area the idea of 
the garden suburb was of great importance. 

The results of the competition were, however, not a plea 
against the metropolis and for its disbandment, but rather 
they were oriented towards improving and rationalizing the 
city, towards a better metropolis with reformed urban blocks 
in the city center and with garden suburbs arranged around 
smaller centers in the suburban area. The Berlin exhibition 

City Visions 
1910  I  2010
Harald Bodenschatz

Professor Dr Harald 
Bodenschatz
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made fundamental contributions for the control of the rapidly 
expanding cities during the industrial age. In this respect, it 
was a key event in the 20th century debate on urban design 
during the 20th century. With the help of the international 
Urban Design Exhibition in Berlin and the Town Planning 
Conference of the Royal Institute of British Architects, both 
in 1910, the discipline of urban design was internationally 
established.

The exhibition CITY VISIONS created at TU Berlin by a team 
which I led did not only remember the heyday of urban 
design around 1910, but also discussed the trends of urban 
design around 2010. Today we still believe that good urban 
design needs visions of a better, liveable metropolitan region. 
Urban design visions have not always been successful, as we 
have experienced quite a few times in the past century. They 
have often been reckless regarding existing cities and their 
inhabitants. Over time, we have come to realise that we need 
visions which take the ideas and wishes of the people into 
consideration. Strong visions help to get the attention of the 
public, they are able to set political actors, the municipality, 
the private sector, academia and organisations of civil society 
into motion. They can stimulate debates on how to cope 
with the challenges of cities today; social exclusion, climate 
change, the weak position of the public sector, sprawl, poor 
design quality of buildings and public spaces. Understanding 
historical and international experience is a key to finding 
good solutions for the future. This is another message of the 
CITY VISIONS exhibition.  

The 1910  I  2010 exhibition identified the most important 
thematic areas in urban planning and urban design for 
Berlin, Paris, London and Chicago in 1910 as well as 2010. 
The German capital Berlin is known, today as well as 100 
years ago, as a laboratory to test new visions and ways of 
making the city. The task then was to find answers to the 
challenges of an ever faster growing city of the industrial 
age. Today, more than 100 years later, Berlin presents itself 
again with an international view – as a model metropolis 
in the era of post-industrial society and climate change. In 
1910 London was the Mecca of the garden city movement. 
Then the aim was to decentralise the city. In 2010 London 
represented itself in a completely different way – as model 
of recentralisation, of the successful renaissance of the 
centre. The Paris of 1910 was mainly influenced by the great 
visions and plans of Eugène Hénard. “Grand Paris” today 
shows signs of a new national urban development policy, the 
background of which was an initiative of President Sarkozy. 
In Chicago the famous plan by Daniel Burnham to restructure 
the city that had been growing chaotically was introduced 
in 1909, initiated by the Commercial Club of Chicago. With 
the strategic plan Chicago Metropolis 2020, in 2009 the 
Commercial Club again presented a plan for the sustainable 
development of the metropolitan area, with exhibitions, 

concerts and public lectures to for the 100th anniversary of 
the Burnham plan. This great plan was well received – as its 
predecessor was in the urban design exhibition in Berlin 1910.

In identifying the most important topics in urban planning for 
Berlin, Paris, London and Chicago in 1910 as well as 2010, 
we started with the spatial, three-dimensional aspects of 
cities rather than the specific problems of transport, social, 
ecological or economic issues. The exhibition defined six 
essential topics for 1910 and eight for 2010. 

The six most important topics for 1910:
• The Big Plan
• Monumental City Centre
• New Models for Dense Urban Living
• New Garden Suburbs
• Green Belts, Corridors and Parks
• Metropolitan Mobility

The eight most important topics for 2010:
• New City Centre: Mirror of the City Region 
• Renewal of Working-Class Neigbourhoods 
• Housing Estate Renewal
• Urban Land Recycled
• Alternatives to Suburban Sprawl
• The Green City
• Sustainable Mobility
• The Strategic Plan

These 14 topics structured the exhibition. The four cities 
resemble a transatlantic perspective which these cities 
have developed and will continue to develop.  It was of high 
importance in 1910 and is once again of growing importance 
a century later. The development of cities in Europe and in 
the U.S. is a global issue. Not only because of the resources 
that are used in these agglomerations, but also because of 
the visionary urban design concepts that have been and will 
continue to be developed here. 

Professor Dr Harald Bodenschatz was Professor for Sociology 
of Architecture & Urban Planning, Technical University Berlin 
from 1995 until his retirement in 2011 and is currently an 
Associate Fellow at the Centre for Metropolitan Studies, 
TU Berlin and the Institute for the History & Theory of 
Architecture & Planning, Bauhaus University, Weimar. His 
many books include Berlin Urban Design: a brief history of 
a European City (DOM, Berlin, 2010; second, revised and 
expanded edition 2013).

The CITY VISIONS exhibition was shown in Berlin, London, 
Glasgow, Dortmund, Kassel, Weimar, Leipzig, Sydney, and 
Stuttgart, and will next be presented at the University 
of Nanjing.
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Method and 
Spatial 
Political 
Economy
Alexander R. Cuthbert

Emeritus Professor 
Alexander R. Cuthbert

When I was invited to write 750 words on this subject, it 
presented me with a real headache. What could I possibly 
add to the 400,000 words and 2000 references already 
contained in the trilogy Designing Cities, The Form of 
Cities, and Understanding Cities? After all, the entire project 
focused on Spatial Political Economy. Nonetheless a few 
clarifications might be in order. In essence, method simply 
means a systematic way of doing something. So it is not 
unreasonable for urban designers to look for methods they 
can apply to received problems. The Journal of Urban Design 
has been publishing articles on the subject for over 20 years. 
So why are we not content? I tried to answer this question 
in ‘Urban Design: requiem for an era’ (Cuthbert 2007). I 
argued that mainstream urban design was wholly derivative 
of other disciplines, particularly architecture and planning. 
It constituted a pastiche of practices based on a grab bag 
of trivial ‘theories’ that bore no relationship to each other 
(picturesque studies, image studies, figure ground theory, 
environment-behaviour, place studies etc). They were also 
incapable of refutation which is the mark of substantial 
theory. A method without a theory to support it is no method 
at all. It is mere technology. But for those looking for security, 
look no further.

To be fair, this position was quite tenable. After all, it was 
all we had. Urban design was fine as it was, with physical 
determinism being the order of the day and a happily 
received colonisation by architecture and planning. But 
in 1974 a book was published called The Production of 
Space (Henri Lefebvre), closely followed in 1977 by The 
Urban Question, a text by his student Manuel Castells. 
Together they shattered the world of happy certainties we 
had been used to. The message was ‘The space of a (social) 
order is hidden in the order of space’ (Lefebvre). Ipso Facto, 
Urban Design – the order of space – became inexorably 
tied to social structure and spatial political economy came 
into existence. Lefebvre suggested three fundamental 
categories - spatial practice (the spaces of everyday life); the 
representation of space (space cognitively developed); and 
spaces of representation (symbolic and ideational space). 
Is this not the essence of what urban designers do? These 
books were revolutionary for social science, since for the 
first time the production of social space was taken seriously. 
They provided the missing link between the aspatial political 
economy of Adam Smith, John Stuart Mill, Karl Marx and 
Maynard Keynes, and the spatial political economy of 
Lefebvre, Castells, Gottdiener and Harvey. This new paradigm 
married social relations to spatial structures thus forming a 
unified field where space was recognised as a key ideological, 
economic and political construct of western capitalism. For 
me these texts were also revolutionary since it was clear that 
urban design could be informed by significant theory rather 
than the content free analysis of the previous half century. 
It was a revelation to see that the discipline to which I had 
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committed my life constituted an existential part of society 
rather than a random product of the market mechanism and 
the eureka factor. It now had meaning.

Political economy at its most basic states that every 
economic decision is simultaneously political, due to the 
class structure of the global capitalist system. It maintains 
that there is no such thing as a purely economic decision 
that stands outside the political allocation of resources and 
spatial formation in the form of fixed investment (the built 
environment). David Harvey called this ‘the landscape of 
capital’ or what for me constitutes Urban Design. All design 
projects contribute to this landscape. So spatial political 
economy forms the intellectual base for what I have termed 
the New Urban Design. For the first time we have a unifying 
conceptual system– our theoretical object being the public 
sphere (social process), and the real object being the public 
realm (social space). Methods flow from their interaction. 
But these methods do not constitute design strategies. They 
frame the reality of the urban design process within the social 
formation. The method of spatial political economy is not an 
inert or dead process to be applied when the time is right. It 
is an event doubly alive. First on the basis of dynamic social 
processes. Second in using a matrix of theoretical principles 
interacting with your own imagination. You remain the most 
important design integral. Ultimately political economy is 
a way of being. So there are no recognisable formulae to 
this equation. One dimension is however critical, namely 
Lefebvre’s spaces of representation that are indeed the core 
ideational project of urban design. To conclude, the adopted 
method of the New Urban Design is by way of spatial 
political economy, in order to integrate the material and the 
symbolic dimensions of urban life through spatial formation 
and design intervention.

New Urban Design is thus based on the presence of theory:

Absence of theory > denial of responsibility > method > 
formula > linear process > product. 

Presence of theory > acceptance of responsibility > method > 
understanding > creativity > design.

If you want to own any urban design problem you must 
accept that you are part of it yourself – but how is your own 
belief system messing up your capacity to think clearly?  
You cannot absolve yourself from the vital dimension of 
critical thinking. We then need to ask ‘what is the object of 
our work’ followed by ‘so what is the method of engaging 
with it?’ The thing that distinguishes urban design from the 
other environmental disciplines is that it has a clear answer 
to the former – the theoretical object of urban design is the 
public sphere. The real object is the public realm. Once this 
is accepted we can ask, on the basis of which principles can 

these objects be understood? 

The consequence of these questions is to place us firmly in 
the space of social science, a place most urban designers 
fear to tread, preferring instead the marshy ground of a 
design vocabulary. Political economy itself has a history. 
Given that these masters of sociological thought had no 
interest in space, it was only relatively recently (1972) that 
Urban Geography, Economics and Sociology, became welded 
together into what we may call spatial political economy. 
This development allowed urban design to engage for the 
first time in its short history with substantial social theory 
instead of the largely content free trivia emanating from the 
design professions for over a century (Cuthbert 2007). 

This has great relevance for urban designers. For how can we 
design space without understanding the rules that structure 
it? Such structures are historically designated, and one of the 
greatest problems in producing satisfactory design outcomes 
is a substantial engagement with history, and to appreciate 
that in everything we do, consciously or otherwise, history 
is being transformed in line with prevailing ideological 
structures. Problematically, since history has no theory of its 
own, we must once again rely on social science for answers. 

All ideological systems tend towards oppression in some form 
in order to maintain social control and avoid the descent into 
anarchy (the law, religion, education, class structures, etc). 
The built environment expresses both the dominance of, and 
resistance to these systems, a process from which conscious 
urban designers cannot escape. Within contemporary 
capitalism, space is politically bounded, owned, allocated, 
and transformed by the rules of capitalist society. All space 
is representational of power, and in creating space we both 
express and further such interests. Urban design is the 
manifestation of these processes in fixed capital formation, 
the built environment. 

Cuthbert, A.  2007,  ‘Urban design: requiem for an 
era – review and critique of the past fifty years,’  Urban 
Design International,  vol.12 no.4,  December,  pp.177-233.
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Processes and 
Categories of 
Urban Design
Jon Lang

Emeritus Professor Jon Lang

Urban design is a term that has different meanings for 
different architects, landscape architects, city planners and 
lay people. Many design professionals are happy with this 
profusion of interpretations of the term. As George Orwell 
recognised eighty years ago this ambiguity serves a useful 
purpose; we can talk about urban design and agree or 
disagree with each other without understanding what we are 
talking about. For a field to make progress, however, it has to 
define the domain of its concern. 

It is important to distinguish between what urban design 
is and what the goals of various designs are. The former 
defines the field and the latter the aspirations of individual 
designers and/or their clients working within financial 
and political constraints. These aspirations are very much 
shaped by contemporary beliefs about what makes a good 
world. Urban design, itself, is the design of images of the 
future city, or more likely a precinct within it or, even more 
likely a coordinated project of a number of blocks and, as 
importantly, the mechanisms for achieving those visions. The 
shelves and computer files of planning departments of cities 
around the world are full of urban designs produced without 
consideration of how they will be implemented.  Thinking 
of urban design as part of the overall political and economic 
development processes shaping cities is thus vital to an 
understanding of the field and its endeavours.
 
There are many ways of considering the domain of urban 
design. At one level it is possible to distinguish among 
total urban design, all-of-a-piece urban design, plug-in 
urban design and piece-by-piece urban design, or urban 
design as public policy. Total urban design occurs when 
one development team carries a project through from 
initiation to completion. Such designs are, in essence, large 
scale architectural schemes. All-of-a-piece design involves 
the creation of a conceptual design that is divided into 
manageable parcels which are then built by individual 
developers and their architects within the guidelines 
developed to attain the objectives of the conceptual design. 
In this case one of the questions that urban designers have to 
address is: How detailed should the guidelines be? Another is: 
Should the guidelines be prescriptive, performance-based or 
advisory in nature?
 
Plug-in urban design focuses on the creation and 
implementation of projects that will act as catalysts for 
further investment. Usually the investment is made by a 
public sector agency in the hope of spurring private sector 
investment. Piece-by-piece urban design is urban design 
where, as a public policy, legislation is decreed to encourage 
particular types of development in specific precincts, or 
districts, of cities without any preconceived image of what it 
will look like but an image of how it will perform.
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As much architectural and urban design follows a mimetic 
process in which known schemes or generic designs are 
adapted to a current situation, most designers prefer to 
distinguish among project types: new towns, mixed-use 
development, water front developments and housing 
schemes. The list can go on and on.  The designs act as 
precedents of the current design. At any time in history 
these projects are designed within contemporarily accepted 
paradigms. During the twentieth century and into the 
twenty-first the competing paradigms can be classified 
broadly into two categories; the rationalist and the empiricist. 
Designs following the former line of thought are based on 
imagined ideal worlds; those following the latter approach 
are based on a knowledge of what works and what does not 
work. The rationalists amongst urban designers have created 
some fine trend-setting designs but many have proven to be 
failures because the ideal model of the human being – men, 
women and children – on which they were based deviated 
too much from who we really are within different cultures. 
They also tended to focus on eliminating the problems of 
the world and in doing so failed to recognise what works 
well. They threw out the baby with the bathwater. Empiricist 
designs are seldom failures but, being conservative, they 
break little new ground. Today a standard modernist urban 
design of economic libertarianism competes with the neo-
traditional, or new urbanist model of the good city.

What is really important in developing urban designs is that 
we understand how the world works. This understanding 
has been steadily developed over the past century and is 
captured in abstract descriptive and explanatory theories 
and in detailed case studies. All this information, however, 
describes past and present circumstances while urban design 
is concerned with the future city and its environs. Yet without 
an understanding of what has worked, what now works and 
the possible implementation scenarios, any vision for the 
future city or one of its precincts is likely be flawed.

The second edition of Urban Design; A Typology of Processes 
and Products illustrated with over 50 case studies will be 
published in New York by Routledge in early 2017.

“Urban design, itself, is the 
design of images of the future 

city, or more likely a precinct 
within it or, even more likely 

a coordinated project of a 
number of blocks and, as 

importantly, the mechanisms 
for achieving those visions”
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Central Sydney Studios, 2015

East-West Corridors

The economy of the Sydney region, with a population 
predicted to reach 5 million in 2016 – 21% of the Australian 
population – has rebounded from a ‘lost decade’ at the 
beginning of the 21st century to contribute 30.3% to 
the nation’s Gross Domestic Product in 2014-2015 (SGS 
Economics 2016).  This surge in growth signals the primacy 
of Sydney’s tertiary economy in the post-mining boom 
era – an economy based on financial services, media and 
telecommunications, construction, retail and real estate. The 
City of Sydney – in particular the commercial core of Central 
Sydney – is a major contributor to the metro region economy, 
with an annual economic output of $101 billion, a quarter of 
the NSW economy. (City of Sydney 2013)

Central Sydney, however, is physically constrained. 
Occupying a narrow, north-south sandstone ridge between 
Farm Cove and Darling Harbour, its urban morphology of 
irregular streets and blocks – a legacy of early colonial 
settlement – has struggled to accommodate the intense 
development of a Global City.

Two north-south transit projects are currently underway to 
address the problem of public transport access to Central 
Sydney – introduction of Light Rail along a pedestrianised 
George Street, and construction of an underground Metro to 
augment the existing underground loop of the City Railway. 
These transit projects are significant but the problem of 
Sydney’s constrained physical form remains.

To critically investigate the impact of new movement systems 
and a new intensity of property development on the public 
domain of Central Sydney, the MUDD21 advanced studios 
took a transect approach, studying east-west corridors 
centred on the principal underground stations of the City 
Railway at Town Hall and Wynyard.

Drawing upon property data and the fine grain of the City of 
Sydney’s almost room-by-room Floor Space & Employment 
Survey, the Studios looked at development capacity beyond 
the existing controls, taking the quality of the public domain 
as the principal constraint extrapolated from shadow studies 
and sun-angle plane projections. These investigations 
paralleled in the academic setting of our Urban Development 
& Design Studios the in depth studies of the Central 
Sydney Planning Review undertaken since 2012 by the 
City of Sydney as the basis for new CBD planning controls, 
scheduled for release in 2016.

By engaging with the topography, levels and grain of the 
CBD ridge, the transect approach also facilitated a study 
of the ground plane of the city. In this way, the constituent 
elements of the public realm, ranging from streets and lanes 
to major plazas and residual slivers of space, could be seen as 
a whole, linking the great parks on the eastern side of the city 
with the waterfront on the west.

The MUDD21 East-West Corridor studies of Central Sydney 
drew upon the CITY VISIONS 2010 thematic window of the 
‘New City Centre: Mirror of the Region’, in which the physical 
reality of the CBD was seen in relation to the overarching role 
of Sydney as a Global City.

City of Sydney 2013, Sydney’s Economy: global city, local 
action – Sydney 2030 Economic Development Strategy, 
The City, Sydney.

SGS Economics 2016, Australian Cities Accounts, 2014-2015, 
The Consultants, Sydney.
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MUDD 21 - City Visions II

Overseas 
investors and 
the 
transformation 
of Central 
Sydney
Nigel Dickson

Visitng Professor Nigel 
Dickson

In 2015, the CITY VISIONS II study of Central Sydney looked 
back to the 1910  |  2010 CITY VISIONS/STADTVISIONEN 
investigations of Sydney by the MUDD19 class two years 
ago, in particular:

• the City Loop underground railway proposals that came 
out of the 1909 Royal Commission on the Improvement 
of Sydney and formed the basis of the plan formulated 
by Dr J.J.C. Bradfield (1867-1943) for the Sydney 
Harbour Bridge and electrification of the suburban rail 
system across the metropolitan area, an impressive 
scheme very much in spirit of ‘The Big Plan’ moves in 
Berlin, London, Paris and Chicago around 1910; and

• the 2007 initiative to remove vehicular traffic and 
build Light Rail down George Street proposed by the 
distinguished urbanist Jan Gehl as consultant to the 
City of Sydney and subsequently adopted by the NSW 
Government, a rejection of car-based urbanism very 
much in the spirit of ‘Sustainable Mobility’ initiatives in 
world cities around 2010.

These projects demonstrated the power of ‘city visions’ to 
drive significant changes to urban form and structure.

In the period since the MUDD19 investigations, the inter-
relationship of the CITY VISIONS themes of ‘The Big Plan’, its 
21st century equivalent, ‘The City as the Centre of the Region’ 
and ‘Sustainable Mobility’ has been given dramatic impetus 
by the decision of the NSW Government to extend the North 
West Rail Link, currently in construction, from an interim 
terminus at Chatswood on the North Shore Line, under 
Sydney Harbour and through Central Sydney to connections 
further south. This will create a totally new transit system, 
Sydney Metro.

Under this plan, Town Hall will be the transfer point between 
the new Sydney Metro and Bradfield’s heavy rail suburban 
system, intersecting as well with the new Light Rail system 
down George Street. The transformative effect of these 
connections on the public domain and development potential 
of Central Sydney formed the basis of the Bathurst Street 
Cross Axis Studio. Taking a transect approach from Hyde Park 
to Darling Harbour through the Town Hall precinct, the Studio 
investigated the impact of new pedestrian flows and new 
concentrations of property development on this vital part 
of Sydney.

The study area, centred on Bathurst Street as the east-
west connector, was bounded by Park Street to the north, 
Liverpool Street to the south, Elizabeth Street to the east and 
Harbour Street to the west. Within this area, the Studio 
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identified potential development sites within 5 minutes 
walking distance of Town Hall in relation to recent property 
acquisitions and planning proposals. 

In particular, critical investigation was undertaken of the 
development planned for the former Water Board site at 115 
Bathurst Street, Sydney by China’s state-backed property 
developer Greenland - a Fortune Global 500 company 
headquartered in Shanghai with an annual operating income 
of approximately $85 billion. In 2014, Greenland obtained 
development approval from the Central Sydney Planning 
Committee for the city’s highest residential tower - a 235m 
high 67-storey mixed use building accommodating 490 
residential apartments, almost 2,500sqm of retail uses, 
a creative hub and a 5-star hotel in the conserved 1930s 
heritage wing of the former Water Board complex. The 
project valued at an estimated $450 million heralded a new 
wave of foreign investment in Sydney.

The relative strength of the Australian economy over the 
past 20 years and in particular its successful weathering of 
the Global Financial Crisis in the past decade has attracted 
a significant influx of global capital. In the property sector 
this has included investment from Canadian pension funds, 
German banks and most notably Chinese investors. 

In 2014, Chinese investors purchased Australian residential 
property worth $8 billion. A recent report Demystifying 
Chinese Investment in Australia (Ferguson & Hendrischke 
2015), found that NSW attracted 72% of the total Chinese 
investment. The report also found that between 2007 and 
2014 Australia was the second largest recipient country of 
aggregated global Chinese direct investment, second to the 
United States.

The combination of a supercharged real estate market 
driven by foreign investment and the development of new 
infrastructure is changing the physical shape of Sydney. 
Major real estate projects are co-aligned with major 
infrastructure projects generating an investment conduit 
for dense urban development along new transit routes, thus 
leveraging a ‘Sustainable Mobility’ model of the city to new 
levels of intensity. 

Sydney’s transport infrastructure – after decades of neglect 
- will be transformed with new high quality, high frequency, 
high capacity transit modes. In peak periods the Light Rail 
along George Street is expected to replace 220 buses and 
move up to 9,000 people per hour. The Sydney Metro 
is expected to move up to 40,000 people per hour. If we 
consider that currently Town Hall station is functioning 

beyond capacity, handling 40,000 people per hour then 
the combination of these peak pedestrian flows will place 
extreme pressure on the public domain in and around the 
Town Hall precinct.

The Bathurst Street Cross Axis Studio gave considerable 
thought to how the increased volume of pedestrian 
movements would impact the quality of the public domain, 
how the increased height and bulk of development would 
impact the physical form of the city, and how this in turn 
would impact on the sky space, ambient light qualities, sun 
patterns, vistas, identity and capacity of the streets, plazas 
and vest pocket parks of the Town Hall precinct. 

Based on these studies of development and design, the 
Studio concluded that the physical form of the public domain 
must change to accommodate vastly expanded commuter 
and related pedestrian flows. One proposition was to 
augment the tight street space of the precinct with additional 
subsurface floor space and connections, expanding the 
already extensive underground pedestrian system around 
Town Hall in quantity and quality with multi-level, volumetric 
urbanism along the lines of the modern Asian city. 

Another proposition - the most provocative idea of the studio 
- was to increase the existing civic space around Town Hall by 
relocating the City of Sydney offices from the 1970s tower on 
Kent Street to the site of the long-proposed but little thought 
through ‘Town Hall Square’, the City-owned Woolworths site 
at the corner of George and Park Streets. The offices would 
be accommodated in several floors of a mixed use mega-
development in this location that would include a new plaza 
at ground level and a transit concourse connecting multiple 
layers of the city for pedestrians, retail spaces and public 
transit access. The existing public space of Sydney Square 
around the Town Hall and Anglican Cathedral would be 
increased to include the whole of the George/Druitt/Kent/
Bathurst block, creating a great public assembly place for the 
city immediately adjoining the Town Hall, not separated by 
George Street as the Woolworths site would entail.

The combination of intense foreign investment and intense 
public transport infrastructure requires a new vision for the 
traditional civic space of Sydney. As our detailed study of 
the Town Hall precinct indicates, the challenge in this part of 
the city will be to balance the demands of global capital for 
property development with the quality of the public domain.

Ferguson, D. & Hendrischke, H. (eds)  2015, Demystifying 
Chinese Investment in Australia,  KPMG Australia, Knight 
Frank Australia & University of Sydney Business School,  
Sydney,  May 2015.

23



MUDD 21 - City Visions II

Central Sydney Studio, 2015

Bathurst Street Cross Axis

The Bathurst Street Cross Axis study examined development 
potential within Central Sydney, focusing on an area defined 
by Liverpool Street to the south, Harbour Street to the west, 
Druitt Street and Park Street to the north and Elizabeth 
Street to the east.
 
A detailed analysis of the study area in regard to built 
form, age of buildings, potential cost of redevelopment, 
land ownership, and pedestrian and vehicular connectivity 
was undertaken. Following this, four sites with promising 
development potential were identified: (1) Town Hall Square 
(currently Woolworths), 532-540 George Street, (2) Town 
Hall Council site, 483 George Street, (3) HSBC building site, 
580 George Street and (4) Courthouse site, 
98 Liverpool Street.

After site identification, detailed site-specific analyses were 
undertaken, examining the urban planning controls on 
the site, solar access and potential overshadowing impacts 
from any future redevelopment, building separations, 
potential cost of redevelopment, potential land uses and 
employment generation, impact of and connectivity to public 
transport, and pedestrian connectivity and public domain 
improvements. Site efficiencies and development feasibility 
were achieved through amalgamations. The design potential 
of each site was explored through design options developed 
in class and presented over the next pages. 

Convenor: Nigel Dickson
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MUDD 21 - City Visions II

Bathurst Street Cross Axis
Introduction
Before project sites were proposed, a detailed analysis was 
undertaken to evaluate the development potential surrounding 
Town Hall in the CBD. The team carefully examined the 
transport network that runs throughout the CBD; when 
evaluating the existing context along with proposed projects, it 
became clear that Town Hall lies at a critical juncture between 
Metro, rail, light rail, taxis, and pedestrian movement. By 
evaluating allowable densities against existing density, the 
team highlighted sites that could be moved forward for future 
development. In addition, precedents such as Broadway in 
NYC were studied; like George Street, Broadway is a major 
avenue that runs the length of the city. Unlike George Street, 
it contains only four vehicular lanes and instead focuses 
on pedestrian amenity on the footpaths. George Street’s 
upcoming pedestrianisation will create a transformation 
of this scale.  

Students then completed a shadow study to assess sun access 
in winter. If the entire site is developed to capacity, this will 
significantly block sunlight throughout the day. Therefore, 
building heights that taper towards the top and are varied in 
shape are optimal in letting light into the CBD. Amongst other 
detailed mapping analyses, the studio isolated industry sectors 
within the site area to help inform the future development 
proposal. Each team had to carefully consider whether to align 
with current industry trends and form a solid commercial sector 
or to provide diversity and a new spirit to the CBD by taking a 
risk to develop something new. 

Existing train line

Proposed rapid transit line

Proposed light rail

Future bus line alignment

Major pedestrian area/corridor

Major transport nodes

Transportation analysis within wider Sydney context

Active frontages

Street interruptions and car parking

Laneways and arcades
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Comparison of maximum allowable heights and existing heights within 
study area

Residential
214,512 sqm

Capacity: 2769 dwellings

Vistor accommodation 
 Type: 68.2% Serviced Apt. 

17.8% Hotel accommodation
Capacity: 2295; 97,780 sqm

Office
374,219 sqm

Community 
32,204 sqm

71% Educational space
10.8% Religious place

9.8% Medical service space

Entertainment | leisure 
35,639 sqm

21.4% Cinema/Theatre/
Performing arts 

3.7% Public cultural space

Parking space 
259,662 sqm

Public parking: 11.6% (1156 bays)
Garage: 84% (5296 bays)

Restaurant | eating
34,547 sqm

Shop | showroom
20,338 sqm

Land use distribution within study area (Source: CoS GIS)

Shadow impact analysis of site, comparing overshadowing on June 
21. Left: Existing buildings. Right: Massing up to the maximum 
allowable heights under the LEP.

9am 9am

12pm 12pm

3pm 3pm
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Town Hall Square Precinct
Lin Yu-Hsuan + Luo Hao + Vidhya Gopala Pillai Ramesh

Sydney’s new Metro rail infrastructure and the light rail 
offer the opportunity to create a major metropolitan transit 
interchange in the mid-city. The intersection of these projects 
sits above existing underground rail infrastructure at 
Town Hall – a well-known sandstone building in centre of the 
study area – and creates a hub for the transit interchange. The 
proposal to redevelop Town Hall with a ‘civic heart’ provides 
connectivity for users between the various infrastructure 
elements. The proejct includes:

(1)  Reconstruction of Town Hall station with concourses 
extending up to Pitt Street and Kent Street.

(2) Amalgamation of approximately 4.2 hectares of public 
open space.

(3) Redevelopment of Town Hall precinct into an iconic 
landmark and high performance sustainable building 
offering a variety of uses.

The proposal provides easy access, flexibility and an 
opportunity to capitalise on the precinct’s potential. It 
comprises mixed-use, higher-density development centred 
on major public transport, while accommodating high quality 
open and civic spaces, business activities and employment 
opportunities, such as retail services, offices, hotels, a school 
and a convention centre.

The proposed landmark tower would be able to accommodate 
a variety of uses, for example: the relocation the City of Sydney 
Council’s offices, a school for about 1,200 students, auditorium 
and conference facilities and a hotel. The development’s 
prominent location at a transport interchange in central 
Sydney CBD will have a major role in the tourism market, 
creating a new cultural gateway in the city.  Together, these 
interventions will transform the site into a diversified, high-end 
urban precinct.  

Bathurst Street Cross Axis

Urban design framework

Perspective south along George StreetTransportation plan

East-west bus spine
North-south bus spine
York-Clarence corridor
Light-rail
Pedestrian zone
SRT
Barangaroo corridor
Heavy rail
Bus stops

MUDD 21 - City Visions II
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East-west section from Pitt Street to George Street

Aerial perspective with proposed interventions

Perspective north along George Street

57m 97m 40m 135.5m 160.6m

East-west section from Elizabeth to Harbour Street

318m 104m
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Town Hall to Harbour Street
Gu Jinglin + Li Shengye + Wu Shiyao

The George Street and Druitt Street intersection forms part 
of a significant transport interchange servicing a number of 
public transport modes, including the existing underground 
rail, numerous buses and taxis. The north-south street corridor 
at this intersection is part of the 2.6-kilometre-long George 
Street, which runs from Circular Quay in the north to Central 
Station in the south. George Street serves approximately 
39,780 pedestrians per weekday.

Town Hall train station is located directly under George Street 
just south of Druitt Street. A large underground network of 
shops, cafés, restaurants and other facilities services this part 
of the city.

The vision for the site is to create a city square around 
the Town Hall building and St. Andrews Cathedral. The 

redevelopment aims to be a catalyst for new and improved 
retail uses and redevelopment of adjoining key sites. The 
creation of a prominent square around the Town Hall building 
and St. Andrews Cathedral would allow these buildings 
to be celebrated as true central landmarks. The resulting 
development would also encourage the revitalisation of the 
western edge of the city.

A major component of the proposal includes the relocation of 
Council staff and St. Andrews School to the proposed 
mixed-use development - on the site across from the existing 
heritage Town Hall building currently occupied by Woolworths. 
Further, the proposal provides enhanced connectivity from 
George Street to Kent Street and a new vista across the site to 
Kent Street.

Bathurst Street Cross Axis

Urban design framework

Existing east-west section from Pitt Street to Darling Quarter

The Ribbon Darling Park 
Tower

Parkroyal Darling
Harbour

The University of 
Newcastle

Town Hall House St Andrew’s 
House

St Andrew’s 
Cathedral

Woolworths Metro

93m 120m 100m 60m60m 24m42m 40m
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Perspective east to Town Hall/St Andrews Cathedral

Proposed east-west section from Pitt Street to Darling Quarter

Aerial perspective of proposed development

Aerial perspective southeast from Sussex Street

The Ribbon

93m

Darling Park 
Tower
70m

Proposed Parkroyal 
Darling Harbour

Proposed International 
Financial Centre

Proposed Town 
Hall Station

Town 
Hall

Proposed
retail

Proposed office 
building

120m 185m 15m15m 25m 80m
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HSBC Centre Conversion
Michael Gheorghiu + Sazia Afrin Monika

The HSBC Centre is a well-known development in central 
Sydney that was completed in 1988. The centre is located at 
580 George Street and has an area of 3,567sqm. The HSBC 
Centre comprises of a 37-level building with a total lettable 
area of 41,300sqm, including 31 office levels, 3 levels of retail 
and 3 levels of basement parking for about 200 cars.

This study identified that the HSBC Centre is a key 
redevelopment site because of its proximity to public transport, 
the changing character of the area, the size of the existing 
built form and that the site is in single ownership. The study 
identified three development scenarios, including: 

(1) adaptive re-use of existing tower to mostly residential uses 
and, scenarios (2) and (3), development of a new building in 
different locations on the site.

The preferred scenario is to adaptively re-use the existing 
tower. The existing tower structure is considered to be an 
acceptable height and built form, however it is not considered 
to have the highest architectural aesthetic.

The total yield in residential dwellings of the conversion would 
equate to 464 units that would accommodate approximately 
928 residents.

Bathurst Street Cross Axis

Urban design framework

Existing east-west elevation Existing north-south elevation

Critique of existing conditions

Design process

External structure 
zone

Maximum building height

Residential
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Retail
Creative hub/active
Service/plant
Hotel
Car park

Structural zone

Massing envelope legend
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Aerial perspective of proposed development

North-south section through George Street, Park Street to Liverpool Street

Citibank Tower Woolworths Energy 
Australia 
Tower

Meriton Century 
Tower

World SquareCourt House 
proposed tower

Greenland
Development
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Court House Cultural Site
Michael Gheorghiu + Xing Xin

The site has an area of approximately 7,650sqm. It is bounded 
by Liverpool Street to the south, George Street to the west, 
a laneway to the north and Pitt Street to the east. The site is 
dominated by a number of listed heritage items, including the 
courthouse. The ownership pattern is characterized by the 
presence of various landowners and a couple of large strata 
owned developments.

The site benefits from its proximity to public transport, with 
stops located within a 400 metre range, including buses and 
heavy rail. A future light rail service will run along George 
Street providing a stop on the corner of Liverpool Street and 
George Street directly in front of the site. Key constraints 
identified with the redevelopment of the site include: (1) 
significant heritage constraints, (2) small lots in single 

ownership, (3) large strata developments unlikely to ever be 
redeveloped, and (4) car parking access is limited to individual 
lots for redevelopment purposes, which also has an impact 
on waste collection, (5) adverse amenity impacts between 
adjoining properties if redevelopment was attempted, including 
lack of solar access, and lack of cross ventilation. Finally, (6) if 
small lots are redeveloped for residential purposes they would 
struggle to meet SEPP 65 provisions for residential amenity.

The preferred development option is for a mixed-use 
development that is integrated with the adaptive re-use of 
the courthouse. The vision is to create a new character for the 
courthouse site, focused on arts and culture that is 
well-connected to public transportation.

Bathurst Street Cross Axis

Urban design framework

Existing land ownership and uses

Proposed development scenario

Scenario 1
Small lot amalgamation
Amalgamation on George St
Amalgamation on Pitt St
Heritage building
Facades to be retained

Ownership
NSW State Government
Private Single Ownership
Strata

Scenario 2
Demonlished Building
Amalgamation on George St
Amalgamation on Pitt St
Heritage building
Facades to be retained

Scenario 3
Amalgamation on George St
Amalgamation on Pitt St
Heritage building
Demolished Building

Heritage
State heritage significance
Local heritage significance
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Aerial perspective of proposed development

East-west section through centre of site

North perspective with proposal on the right

Main arcade entry off George Street

Proposed ground floor layout and uses

Retail/commercial
Residential lobby
Hotel uses
Landscape
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Public Domain Connectivity
Michael Gheorghiu + Jia Qiuyu

The area currently consists of numerous public transport 
services including the Town Hall Station and bus stops. A 
future light rail will service the study along George Street. 
Additionally, the area is proposed to be serviced by a future 
Metro railway system, with a station located on the corner of 
Park Street and Pitt Street.

It is important to understand the public transport services 
that are available in the area as they contribute to how 
people access the area. Given the approved and proposed 
developments in the area it is assumed that these transport 
services will be more heavily used in the future. Further, the 
population of the area is forecast to increase significantly. As 
of 2011, the area had a population of 5,899 persons and a 
total of 26,417 employees. By 2041, it is projected that the 
population will be 6,725 persons and 33,941 employees.

The impact of this increase in density is that the public 
domain will be under pressure to provide safe and satisfactory 
accessibility for all users. This study explored the existing 
public domain connectivity across the study area and potential 
for new pedestrian connections. Three scenarios were 
investigated: (1) an underground connection north-south, on 
the western side of George Street, from the George Street 
cinema complex to Town Hall, (2) an underground connection 
from HSBC Centre to George Street cinema site via two 
links, and (3) an underground connection from HSBC Centre 
to George Street cinemas via a retail plaza. Scenario three 
is the preferred public scheme as it allows for more direct 
pedestrian connectivity as well as retail opportunities. The 
expected amount of retail area within the entire public domain 
connection is 2,150sqm.

Bathurst Street Cross Axis

Identification of key sites connecting main pedestrian activities

MUDD 21 - City Visions II
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Urban design framework

Section from Central Street Section through middle of proposed site Section from HSBC building

Proposal 3D exploded axonometric of proposal

Event building

HSBC building

New proposed 
building

Retail
Existing retail
Linking stairs
Residential

George Street

Underground space

Underground retail store

Underground stairs
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Urban Design Framework

The study identified four redevelopment sites and proposed 
four related public domain upgrades connected to the future 
multi-modal transit hub at Town Hall. Although each urban 
design framework was conceived as a ‘stand alone’ guide to a 
new level of development intensity and a new public domain 
in their respective study areas, it is recommended that the 
proposals be considered simultaneously as an integrated 
development of the overall Town Hall precinct. Given the 
nature of the sites, their development potential, potential to 
enhance pedestrian connectivity east-west and north-south, 
and potential to increase the civic space around Town Hall, 
an integrated development linked to the big infrastructure 
moves of the Light Rail and Sydney Metro would dramatically 
transform the civic heart of Sydney.

It was found that in combination, these proposals would  
add 3,642 residents, 1,821 apartments, 7,730 employees, 
93,141sqm of commercial floor space, 52,833sqm of retail 
floor space and 1,940 hotel rooms to the Town Hall precinct, 
creating a new ‘Midtown’ of diversity and interest between the 
Queen Victoria Building and Chinatown. 

Compared to the northern sector of Central Sydney above 
Park Street, the Bathurst Street Cross Axis was found to be 
deficient in pedestrian space, hotels, high-quality arts and 
entertainment facilities and high quality retail uses. The 
Studio proposals have addressed these deficiencies through 
an inter-related set of development scenarios that envision 
a Grand Central/Midtown level of commercial and cultural 
development, New York-style around a grand 
transit concourse.

Bathurst Street Cross Axis

Urban design framework

MUDD 21 - City Visions II
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Proposed Town Hall Proposed underground connection
to Town Hall

North-south elevation along George Street

East-west elevation along Park Street

318.00m

318.00m

Park Street Bathurst Street

Eilzabeth Street Castlereagh Street Pitt Street George Street Kent Street Sussex Street Harbour Street

Wilmot Street Central Street Liverpool Street
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Central Sydney Studio, 2015

Wynyard Axis 

Sydney’s peninsular CBD naturally creates movement 
along a north-south axis, and the city’s current large-scale 
interventions - the pedestrianisation of George Street and 
new light rail - will align with this direction of movement.  
What is needed is greater attention to the east-west axis 
of the city.  The studio explored this possibility, using 
methodologies involving a number of different analytical 
approaches in order to gain an understanding of urban 
design for experiential, spatial and financial outcomes.    

The studio’s intent was to create a stronger east-west 
axis in Sydney’s CBD, to complement improved north-
south transport connections and pedestrian amenity. The 
two main deliverables of the studio involved a landscape 
structure plan and financial feasibility studies of buildings 
with development potential. This exemplifies the various 
roles that urban designers are typically involved in on any 
given project: the city, the consultant and the developer. The 
landscape structure plan involved public domain, open space 
design, urban landscape design, public infrastructure design 
and Development Control Plan preparation. Buildings with 
potential for redevelopment were selected along the east-
west axis, students suggested building programs for each and 
financial feasibility assessments were conducted in order to 
determine their viability in regards to market variables and 
the product offered.   
 

An important lesson taken away from the structure-
plan project was the understanding of how small-scale 
interventions along streetscapes can transform a city.  
The students’ structure plans, although large in site area, 
proposed small-scale interventions such as widening 
footpaths, increasing street seating, and improving aesthetics 
on a walkable east-west route. This showed the amazing 
breadth of urban design interventions; designers must 
understand how a city operates at the regional and global 
level, but design to affect change at the experiential level.  
Designing at this scale, in turn, can revitalise an area and 
provide financial returns from the increased appeal to both 
developers and residents.

Convenor: Dr Scott Hawken, with Sharon Wright & Glyn Richards
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Wynyard Axis, Sydney
Introductory Analysis

Before structure plans were developed, students conducted 
studies of public life in Central Sydney. Using techniques 
inspired by Jan Gehl, students recorded observations on 
specific streets and intersections throughout the city. Various 
mediums were used to record observations- photography, 
video, sketches, tallying data, and graphing results. Students 
considered a wide range of variables; for instance, many 
of the observations were re-recorded at different times of 
day, different days of the week, and under different weather 
patterns. After reviewing and analysing data trends, students 
were then able to assess correlations and draw conclusions 
from observations.

The results of the studies led to findings such as: the presence 
of sunlight encouraged lingering, spaces between columns 
along facades created space for pedestrians to linger amidst 
heavily trafficked roads, plantings along a street affected the 
movement of people on the street, decibel levels affected 
amount of time people spent on a given street, and locations of 
street furniture within plazas affected the group sizes that used 
them. Students were able to describe the impact of the street-
level details of the built environment on the movement and 
interactions of people. Students then integrated these details 
into the landscape structure plans that were completed in the 
next phase of the studio. 

12:00pm

York Street

Peak-time noise

Off-peak noise

A study of Barangaroo’s impact on solar access

A study of noise levels along York Street throughout the day

2:00pm

Section of  Wynyard Station

Floating park Barangaroo development and 
passive park

Highway intersection and 
pedestrian overpass Erskine Street George StreetWynyard Station

Wynyard Park and 
Interchange

10:00am
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An east-west transect through Sydney’s CBD, highlighting buildings with development potential

A visualisation of the mapping exercise (from left to right): Group interactions near Wynyard Park; functional movement across the street (very 
little lingering); lingering under columns.

Standing (3-5 people)

Talking with others (3-5 people)

On phone (3-5 people)

Central Sydney 3D model source: AAM 3D Model, March 2013
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Wynyard Axis, Sydney
Intertwine
Ashley Bakelmun + Ju Xizhe + Wang Qi + Wang Zishuo

Proposed seating, landscaping, and paving modifications to Martin Place

“Intertwine” addresses the importance of a cohesive 
sustainability strategy.  It also investigates the ability to form a 
more cohesive community by blending ownership distributions 
to allow for more shared public and private spaces.  The team 
identified three disconnected nodes in the CBD and developed 
a strategy to provide better integration between them.  The 
landscape structure plan is underpinned by four concepts of 
‘connect, carve, reveal and perform’.  The elements of ‘connect’ 
refer to increased pedestrian walkways, nodes, green spaces, 
vertical neighbourhoods and transport hubs. ‘Carve’ pertains 
to a more integrated publicly accessible community network 
and the provision of flexible temporary spaces. ‘Reveal’ 
focuses on community potential and space usages that receive 
development bonuses for provision of social space; in addition, 
it fosters innovative development such as start-up companies. 
Finally, ‘perform’ refers to greater energy conservation, a 
creation of an ecological corridor and the implementation of 
next generation infrastructure.

Three buildings were chosen for the feasibility analysis to 
align with the project vision. The building program for One 
Carrington was predominately residential with hotel and retail 
forming the supporting uses. The second building, Wynyard 
Hotel, maintains its use as a hotel, providing affordable 
accommodations, with retail/community centre spaces 
forming the supporting uses. Finally, the Botanic Gateway is 
an adaptively reused building along Martin Place and has a 
majority hotel use.  Each of these three buildings, in addition 
to providing residential or hotel space for the CBD, provides 
community or social spaces that align with the project’s goals 
of increasing community connectivity. 

  Design principles Landscape structure plan
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Retail

Hotel

Residential

Hotel

Retail

Parking

Hotel

Office

Retail

  Proposed Wynyard Hotel

  Proposed Botanic Gateway

  Proposed One Carrington

Multi-level

Podium level

Underground

  Design components

Sun access plane

60 Martin Place
Building height

Development Control - 80m maximum height
    
             - max FSR: 8.0

Amalgamation site

Sun access plane

Social, economic, and ecological multi-level design interventions
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Wynyard Axis, Sydney
Pedestrian Utopia
Jyothsna Dhileepan + Kimleye Ng + Samuel Osakwe + Sun Yalin

The landscape structure plan highlights the need to connect 
Barangaroo to The Domain across the CBD, create alternative 
pedestrian routes, create new vistas and create better 
ground level interaction between the streets and buildings. 
The principles that underpin this design are connectivity, 
walkability, urban green infrastructure, identity, wayfinding, 
street corner amenities, activated public life and creation of 
active edge uses.

In response to these principles the following objectives were 
used to implement the concept into the landscape structure 
plan: linking existing underground spaces forming continuity 
and improving ground level conditions for better movement; 
strategic planting of trees to improve climate; green 

infrastructure as wayfinders; wall art; widening footpaths; 
pedestrian scramble intersections; pedestrian furniture and 
amenities at street corners, shared zones and new methods to 
fund and implement the scheme.

The two buildings tested under the feasibility analysis had 
juxtaposing building programs. At One Carrington, the building 
program was predominately office space with supporting retail 
uses. For the second site at 304 George Street, the building 
program was characterised by a majority residential floor space 
and a supporting retail mix. The team found that diversifying 
space uses resulted in the greatest viability and the least 
amount of risk for the developer. 

Underground structure plan

Landscape structure plan

Underground connections Improving microclimate Activating street corners
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䔀堀 䤀吀

Proposed shared zone on Hunter Street Proposed underground space of 37 Bligh Street

South facing underground section

Proposed One Carrington project Proposed 304 George Street project

Retail
Tier 1 & 2

Residential
Tier 1

Retail 15%
Tier 1-15%
Tier 2-80%
Tier 3-5%

Office 85%
Tier 2
IT Sector 
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Rubik's Route
Fahim Razali + Ren Yanfei + Christian Vitulli

The aim of the design was to improve and create connections 
between Wynyard Place and Barangaroo. To achieve this, 
transformative streetscape elements that serve multiple 
purposes throughout the day and contribute to place-making 
will be implemented. Secondly, specific street tree varieties 
have been selected in order to emphasise the unique identity 
of an area and therefore, assist in aesthetic place-making. 
Thirdly, a three-dimensional form concept known as ‘RUBIK’ is 
to be implemented, integrating underground retail corridors at 
Wynyard Place to surface pathways towards Barangaroo. The 
three-dimensional elements provide a fluid connection to and 
from various sites. Finally, intelligent lighting systems, public 
art elements and a ‘floating’ active park aim at improving the 
activity levels and experience in the public domain. 

Following design development of the structure plan, a 
feasibility study was conducted in three nearby buildings 

selected due to potential for redevelopment. The first is 
Yorkganics, which will include light industry (urban farming) 
and supporting uses such as an education centre and market 
place/organic restaurant. The second building is known 
as Folks on York and is primarily luxury residential with 
roof terraces and communal space; additionally, it includes 
a supporting entertainment hub. The final building, One 
Carrington, has a larger share of luxury residential with 
retail/transitional space and office uses comprising the rest. 
Smaller areas of the overall building program were made up 
of roof terraces and communal spaces. The strategy for all 
three buildings focuses on sustainable procurement of food, 
enhancing the CBD’s marketability, and attracting high-end 
clientele to what will become a destination point in 
Sydney’s centre. 

Landscape structure plan

Proposed Martin Place                                             Proposed Carrington Street Sydney CBD existing office space

Sydney CBD existing residential space

Wynyard Axis, Sydney
MUDD 21 - City Visions II
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Proposed Wynyard Station

75%
Urban farming

10%
Education centre

15%
Retail

15%
Communal space

76%
Residential

15%
Entertainment

10%
Communal 
space

55%
Residential

15%
Office

20%
Retail

Proposed “Yorkganics”                            Proposed “Folks on York”                      Proposed “One Carrington”

Sydney CBD with proposed One Carrington and Yorkganics/Folks on York developments
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Wynyard Axis, Sydney
The Multi-Dimensional City
Michele Apricia + Filbert Benedictus + Stephanie Griffiths + Navdeep Shergill

The future of Central Sydney looks towards greater pedestrian 
linkages along streets and interchanges. Space allocation and 
movement throughout the CBD will change as employment 
districts such as Martin Place evolve into an IT precinct. 
The constantly changing competitive nature of the Central 
Sydney economy requires buildings in the public domain to be 
adaptable and flexible for a range of uses.

A sustainably-minded strategy is implemented through the 
provision of bicycle lanes, energy efficient streetlights, strategic 
tree planting and allocation of suitable roofs for solar energy 
capture. A number of the streets around Wynyard Station are 
to become shared zones and footpaths are to be widened. An 
integral part of the design is the creation of a subterranean 
network that links into the existing ground-level network. 

Finally, digital wayfinding interventions, cultural, food, fashion 
and tech start-ups are proposed at a number of key sites to 
activate building and public domain edges. 

The proposed program for the One Carrington development 
was initially a majority of office space as well as provisions for 
residential, retail and tech startup uses. However, after initial 
feasibility studies showed limited profitability, the program 
was amended to predominately residential and office with 
minor retail and tech startup provisions. The second site, 
located at St James Centre, was similar in that it has an office 
development as well as space for residential, retail and tech 
startup uses. Like One Carrington, space usages were 
re-allocated to provide an optimal mix and profitability 
for the client.

Landscape structure plan

Openings

Pedestrian routes

Basements

Existing underground system Proposed undergound system

New openings

Basements used as Tech-centres

New pedestrian routes
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Surface and subterranean levels in Martin Place with interventions

Section through Martin Place showing multiple planes of the city

St James Centre feasibility study

One Carrington feasibility study

Proposed mix of uses

Proposed mix of uses

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

Retail tier 2

Office tier 2
Residential
Public space

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

15%

61%

15%

9%

St James Centre
Retail Tier 2 Office Tier 2 Residential Public Space

Retail tier 2

Office tier 2

Residential
Tech Startups

One	  Carrington	  Street	  
Retail	  Tier	  2	   Office	  Tier	  2	   Ofice	  Tier	  3	   Residen3al	   Tech	  Startups	  

One	  Carrington	  Street	  
Retail	  Tier	  2	   Office	  Tier	  2	   Ofice	  Tier	  3	   Residen3al	   Tech	  Startups	  Office tier 3

9%

25%

37%

22%

8%

St	  James	  Centre	  
Retail	  Tier	  2	   Office	  Tier	  2	   Residen1al	  	   Public	  Space	  

14%8%

28%

50%
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Wynyard Axis, Sydney
An Urban Living Corridor
Wang Mengqiong + Wang Mengya + Wang Yifan + Zhu Shimin

The main areas of focus identified for the landscape structure 
plan are the water edge at Darling Harbour, narrow pedestrian 
streets, better activation of street frontages, improving poor 
environments for pedestrians and improving bottle-neck 
entrances to and from the CBD to public green spaces. 

To improve the existing ferry station, a waterfront square 
along darling Harbour incorporates a number of landscape 
elements to be enjoyed by the public. A new shared zone is 
to be implemented along Barrack Street and Erskine Street; 
the latter includes passive spaces that would add a variety 
of activities along the street. The project also improves the 
environment along the already-pedestrianised Martin Place 
by providing outdoor dining zones, activity areas and seats 
with small gardens. Access to The Domain from Martin Place, 

which currently is only possible through a small pedestrian 
corridor, will be improved by widening the footpaths adjacent 
to Sydney Hospital and adding a green space connection. 

Three buildings were chosen for the feasibility analysis. The 
first, One Carrington, was made up by a majority retail use, 
with small supporting provisions of retail and office spaces. 
The second building, 317 George Street, was comprised 
predominately of hotel floor space with retail forming the 
secondary use. Finally, Hunter Connection includes a majority 
office use with a supporting retail component. All three 
buildings have minor provisions for open/green space on 
the roof levels. This diverse portfolio allows for mixed-use 
development to accompany the constantly changing character 
of Central Sydney.

Landscape structure plan

Improving water access Creating an open space 
with art and cultural elements

Connecting Martin Place 
and Erskine Street

Improving walking experience Improving the connection between
the green space and Martin Place

Section through Erskine Street Section through Barrack Street Section through Martin Place Section through hospital
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Section through Darling Harbour waterfront

Perspective of waterfront Perspective of Erskine Street

Perspective of Barrack Street Perspective of proposed entry to Sydney Hospital

Aerial perspective of three feasibility studies Three feasibility studies: product mixes 

Residential Hotel

Retail

Parking

Commercial

Retail

Parking

Retail

Parking

Commercial

One Carrington 317 George Street Hunter Connection
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Wynyard Axis, Sydney
Vibrant & Walkable Corridor
Huang Hanlin + Li Liling + Wang Yuyang

In order to provide a vibrant and walkable east-west axis, the 
structure plan proposes to include three regulated Special 
Character Areas, encourage active street uses, improve the 
public domain around transport interchanges, increase green 
areas and create positive public spaces at a number of sites 
along the axis. 

Three strategies were created in order to achieve the 
objectives: (1) a new integrated public transport strategy, 
(2) a green strategy that provides a green corridor, green 
space nodes, a green footpath in Martin Place and seasonal 
green open spaces, and (3) a lighting strategy that focuses 
on streetlights, decorative lights in key sites and commercial 
shopfront lighting. The final strategy relates to public space 
which includes the pedestrianisation of George Street, the 

division of Martin Place into four activity nodes, improved 
access to Wynyard Park and activating the spaces between 
buildings with uses such as cafes and pocket spaces. 

For the one Carrington Street development, the building 
program will be made up predominately of residential with 
supporting retail and hotel uses. This was chosen based upon 
the contextual surrounding of the site and the needs of future 
anticipated demographics. The second site had two testing 
scenarios – the first was a tower program consisting of luxury 
office space and retail floor space. However, due to anticipated 
changes in economic conditions in the CBD’s property market, 
this was amended to have a majority residential program with 
provisions for retail and hotel uses. 
 

Landscape structure plan

'Walkable' strategy

Footpaths

Ground floor
pedestrain zone

Under ground 
pedestrain zone

Pedestrain bridge

Scope
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Martin Place-Heritage Conservation Area

  'Vibrant' strategy

Shops

Bicycle 
Route

Dining

Skateboard

Green space

Coffee bar

Line of 
activities

Martin Place

Wynyard Park

George Street

Napoleon

Barangaroo

George St

Pitt St

Castlereagh St

Elizabeth St

Phillip St

One Carrington feasibility study BDO Building feasibility study

Retail
Office
Parking

Retail
Residential
Parking
Hotel

35%

64%

1%

50%

25%

20%

5%

Aerial perspective along Martin Place
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MUDD 21 - City Visions II

International Studio 2015-2016
Chicago    Berlin

In November 2015, MUDD 21 students participated in a 
two-week International Design Studio, with the option to 
travel to either Chicago or Berlin. In Chicago, students were 
hosted in the offices of Skidmore, Owings & Merrill and 
worked in teams to create urban design frameworks for the 
Obama Presidential Center site. In Berlin, students were 
hosted at the Technische Universität (TU) Berlin, working in 
teams and partnering with TU Berlin students to create urban 
design frameworks for mass affordable housing on a site in 
Prenzlauer Berg in the northeast of Berlin. Before leaving 
Sydney, students researched their respective cities, analysed 
the current urban policy, finance and marketing context and 
proposed sites that would be suitable for redevelopment.  

In just two weeks, students were challenged to quickly learn 
about the development culture of a new city and create 
proposals that addressed a specific design brief and also 
aligned with overall city visions.  Informative city walks, 
site visits, design critiques and lectures helped to create a 
fast-paced and dynamic learning environment.  Being on 
the ground in both cities allowed students to engage with 
the social structures and street level experiences.  Gaining 
an understanding of the socio-economic disadvantage and 
marginality of Chicago’s South Side and the empowered, 
creative nature of Berlin’s citizens provided students with an 
opportunity to develop urban design frameworks that were 
sensitive to citizen needs. 
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MUDD 21 - City Visions II

Innovative 
Cities and 
Creative Urban 
Design
John Zerby

John Zerby

Innovation and creativity are sometimes used 
interchangeably, but there is a difference that matters with 
cause-and-effect analyses. Creativity consists of new ideas, 
or new perspectives on existing ideas.  In comparison with 
previous research, more focus is now being placed on the 
creative process, with correspondingly less emphasis on 
creative people. The creative product is the innovation, which 
has value within a social context. That is, creative thinking 
initiates the creative process and assessments of its newness 
or novelty may be made by those who are engaged in that 
process. The innovation is of value if it meets the ‘test of 
time’ or if it becomes an integral part of the medium-term 
momentum of innovation.

Previous emphasis on a creative leap, or the ‘Aha! moment’ 
to signal a sudden insight of discovery, is now viewed as an 
overly dramatic representation. Case studies and laboratory 
experiments indicate that creative thinkers consider their 
respective contributions to be small steps forward rather 
than great leaps.  More importantly, skill and knowledge, 
as well as the reasoning process, play important roles in 
creativity (Weisberg 2006, p. 7). According to this view, 
creative thinkers do not necessarily have a superior mind-
set, compared to non-creative thinkers; but a distinction 
nevertheless exists. The non-creative thinker who produces 
habitual and ultimately non-creative responses has 
developed an expertise that is based upon a rigid hierarchy 
of a few key responses to be applied to a variety of problems 
or questions. A creative thinker, in contrast, possesses an 
expertise that has a flexible hierarchy of many potential 
responses, none of which is regarded, at first appearance, as 
more important than the others (Weisberg 2006, p. 14).

This has immediate pedagogical implications for all domains 
that deal with creative inputs. The learning curve for urban 
designers, for example, requires a significant amount of 
time in ‘getting good’ at what urban designers do, which of 
course is designing urban spaces. This ‘getting good’ may 
be seen in the form of increased productivity, or in improved 
quality, arising from accumulated practice and experience.  
In addition, there should be evidence of an ability to escape 
from a rigid hierarchy in the design procedure so that 
content-based connections between design innovations and 
the pre-innovation designs can be recognised and applied 
when they are considered desirable. These connections are 
elaborations or extensions of what the designer knows from 
accrued knowledge and skill, and are applied when they 
satisfy a goal-directed activity (the ‘cause’) that is associated 
with the design objective (the ‘effect’).
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“...innovation is of value if it 
meets the ‘test of time’ or if it 

becomes an integral part of 
the medium-term momentum 

of innovation”

Such a creative process can be extended to all aspects 
of the built environment, so it may be legitimate to raise 
the question as to whether creative design of the built 
environment contributes to an innovative city; but the 
question is problematic. For a start, it depends upon 
mentalities associated with all urban actors, or the culture 
of the city, and specifically upon the organisations and 
institutions that give order and stability to the functioning 
of the city, and whether they operate within the social 
community with shared norms of co-operation, open 
interaction and a preference for systemic innovation through 
network or partnership relationships. These institutional 
characteristics are beyond the control of urban designers, 
but designers can nevertheless exert influence as a result 
of their unique position between creative thinking and 
innovating. That is, the design is the first visualisation of a 
creative thought in relation to the design product.  If these 
visualisations add to the community’s disposition to seek 
and expect other systemic innovations, then urban designers 
can add to the momentum of innovation. They are not 
likely to create the momentum if it does not already exist, 
and they cannot sustain it alone. Nevertheless, the value of 
each urban design product, when placed in a context with 
all past and present urban design products, is almost certain 
to be greater when it compares favourably with those other 
products. In spatial and physical terms, the result can be the 
‘creative cluster’. As Wood & Dovey (2015, pp.65-66) have 
observed, ‘What appears to matter is not only the mix of 
ingredients, but also synergies between different types of mix 
and lateral connections between particular ingredients. Just 
as agglomeration economics relies on spillover effects, both 
within and between industries, so creative clustering relies on 
connections and spillovers between morphological, functional 
and socio-economic diversities.’

Chicago and Berlin are likely to be interesting case studies 
of the innovation potential of cities for the remainder of this 
decade. Their ranking with the Innovative Cities Program for 
2015 was 14th for Berlin and 16th for Chicago.  Both cities 
had the same score to the nearest whole number (54) so the 
difference was quite small (Sydney had a ranking of 18th with 
a score of 53). The 162 indicators, from which the scores are 
calculated, reflect the innovation potential, with data on a 
variety of categories including infrastructure, human capital, 
information technology and geography  (Innovation Cities 
Program 2015). This type of rating suffers as a result of the 
absence of acceptable measures of realised innovation but 
annual changes in the ratings and scores are nevertheless 
indicative of progress. The progress of these two cities in the 
near future will add context, if not also value, to these 2015 
MUDD projects.

Innovation Cities Program  2015,  ‘Innovation Cities 
Index 2015 – Global,  http://www.innovation-cities.com/
innovation-cities-index-2015-global/9609

Weisberg, R.W.  2006,  ‘Expertise and reason in creative 
thinking: evidence from case studies and the laboratory,’ 
in: Kaufman, J.C. & Bauer, J. (eds)  Creativity and Reason 
in Cognitive Development,  Cambridge University Press, 
Cambridge, pp.7-41.

Wood, S. & Dovey, K.  2015,  ‘Creative multiplicities: urban 
morphologies of creative clustering,’  Journal of Urban Design,  
vol.20 no.1,  pp.52-74.

Long-time friend of the MUDD Program, urban economist 
John Zerby, convened the core course UDES0004 History & 
Theory of Urban Development & Design for many years.
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International Studio, 2015-2016

Obama Presidential Center
as an Urban Catalyst

Like all US presidents since Herbert Hoover, Barack Obama 
will have a Presidential Library built in his honour following 
his final term in office in January 2017, funded by the 
National Archives & Records Administration (NARA) and 
the Obama Foundation. The Obama Presidential Center 
(OPC), however, will differ fundamentally from the thirteen 
existing Presidential Libraries across the United States, as its 
urban location on the South Side of Chicago will create an 
opportunity for transformative urban renewal. 

Chicago won the bid to host the Obama Presidential Center 
in May 2015 against rival bids from Honolulu and New York 
due in large measure to the potential its proposal offered to 
generate urban development and social uplift in the long-
troubled neighborhoods south of the University of Chicago.

The focus of the MUDD21 Chicago Studio was exploration of 
this potential for community regeneration through analysis 
of the OPC as a catalyst for urban change. 

Prior to travelling to Chicago, three Studio 1 teams in Sydney 
critically examined the winning Chicago bid and its two 
preferred sites for the OPC, controversially located in historic 
parks designed by Frederick Law Olmsted. Concerned 
about the loss of public parkland and the relative isolation 
of these sites from neighboring communities, the Studio 1 
teams generated design ideas for six alternative sites on the 
South Side. The designs were informed by research into the 
history and role of US Presidential Libraries, the South Side 
communities, the significance of the South Side parks and the 
Chicago experience of urban regeneration. 

In the Summer Term International Studio, the Studio 1 
students were joined by their senior classmates to work 
in Chicago, guided by our hosts in the Global City Design 
Practice, Skidmore, Owings & Merrill (SOM). The initial 
design proposals were revisited in light of investigations 
on the ground and critical responses from our SOM hosts, 
experts and South Side communities. Back in Sydney, the 
design work created in Chicago was reflected upon and 
further enhanced to provide the final designs presented in 
this Folio.

Convenor: Professor James Weirick, with Michael Gheorghiu
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MUDD 21 - City Visions II

The 
Importance of 
Partnerships to 
Motivate and 
Realize Urban 
Change
Philip Enquist

Philip Enquist

All of us at Skidmore, Owings & Merrill were delighted to 
welcome to our offices in Chicago the UNSW Master of 
Urban Development & Design students led by Professor 
James Weirick in the fall of 2015. 

This group of enthused students and faculty explored a very 
timely challenge: the Obama Presidential Center as a catalyst 
for change on Chicago’s South Side. 

It was over three years ago, toward the end of 2012, that we, 
the City Design Practice of Skidmore, Owings & Merrill, were 
asked to help the University of Chicago identify potential 
sites for the future Obama Presidential Center (OPC). We 
knew at the time that the OPC would be a significant game 
changer for the South Side neighborhoods, and would 
add value to the civic, academic and cultural role that the 
University plays within the City.

The mission of the Barack Obama Foundation is 
transformational and hopeful:

Our goal is to create a Center that inspires and empowers 
people to take action on the big challenges of our time.  The 
Obama Presidential Center through the Library, Museum and 
Foundation programs, will seek to:
Inform visitors about our civic rights and responsibilities and 
inspire citizens to get engaged. 
Empower individuals who are leading change around the 
world, and help develop new ways to enable citizens to take 
action.
Connect people from different communities and disciplines to 
create new approaches to solving our biggest challenges.
Translate new ideas into concrete actions that will have a 
measurable impact, enlisting partners across all sectors to a 
scale that works.

In addition to the momentum and prestige of a presidential 
library, there is also the University of Chicago, which stepped 
forward to lead a site selection discussion and propose two 
critical sites for consideration. The University is a major force 
in the United States, ranking 4th nationally in academic 
standing. It has been home to 90 Nobel Laureates, and has 
an average student body of more than 14,000. With nearly 
6,000 staff it is the largest employer on the South Side of 
the city, where it has been a tremendous anchor for over 
100 years. The University has built an inspirational setting, 
is adjacent to major Frederick Law Olmsted parks, and the 
landmark academic architecture distinguishes this campus as 
one of the most distinctive in the United States.
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President Barrack Obama taught at this University and 
served as a professor in the Law School until his election 
to the US Senate in 2004.  His career as a community 
organizer began on Chicago’s South Side.  His wife 
Michelle Obama grew up in the Woodlawn/ South Shore 
neighborhood, and has been an active participant in shaping 
the future of this part of the City. Michelle resigned her 4 
years as Vice President for Community & External Affairs 
at U of C Medical Centers just a few weeks before the 
President’s inauguration.  She had previously been the 
University’s Associate Dean of Student Services, and served 
as a trustee of the U of C Laboratory Schools, where their 
daughters Malia and Sasha were students. 

The third component of this unique partnership is the City 
of Chicago and the South Side neighborhoods. The City has 
supported the site search for the OPC, has willingly defined 
the infrastructure, transit, open space improvements it 
will finance, and continues to discuss how to leverage this 
investment to the benefit of the adjacent communities.

The partnership of Foundation, University and the City is 
proving to be a demonstration of how urban change can 
occur within a severely challenged district of long-term 
disinvestment and decline.

A Beginning of a Big Idea

The site selection process for the Presidential Center began 
with the mission of revitalizing cities, creating value that 
points to larger investments, and defining more opportunity 
for the neighborhoods. Sites were identified that had transit 
access and adjacency to neighborhood lands in need of 
development energy. The thinking was simply that this would 
be the first really urban presidential library integrated into 
the city and would be easy to get to.

While some sites were identified far north of the University 
within the Michael Reese Hospital redevelopment area in 
Bronzeville and further south along the lakefront in the now 
vacated Southworks Steel Plant, most recommendations were 
within easy walking distance of the University and supported 
by public transportation. Nine Chicago sites made it to the 
final list to be reviewed, but the two sites proposed by the 
University were in fact the two selected by the First Family 
and the Obama Foundation for further review. In this initial 
site identification process, we (SOM) were a part of a small 
team, comprising only the University and City of Chicago. We 
had no connections to the White House or the Obama family, 
so our work was exclusively based on discussions with the 
City and the University. We developed criteria, researched 
the neighborhoods, and found ourselves in a competition of 

finalists for this yet to be programmed Presidential Center 
that included the State of Hawaii, the University of Illinois 
Chicago that was advocating a West Side of Chicago location, 
and Columbia University in New York that had a site ready to 
go in New York City.

The potential for this future Presidential Center to be a 
catalyst for growth, attract parallel investments, engage the 
communities and ignite reinvestment seems to be endless.  
Having this new institution come to Chicago’s South Side is 
an unimaginable gift, a great opportunity that comes once in 
a great while.

Throughout the site selection process, the team did not see 
the Presidential Center as a stand-alone icon set away from 
the community. The idea has been to integrate it as best as 
possible, considering the security concerns and 
other constraints.

The two sites, Jackson Park and Washington Park, have great 
assets. Both are extraordinary sites for the OPC. Both were 
subject to vigorous public review. In community centers and 
schools, thousands of people came together to participate in 
the dialog. Both sites engage aspects of the Olmsted parks. 
How to respect these historic parks and whether the Center 
should take away public parkland were controversial topics. 
The Obama Foundation has decided not to choose the final 
site until the Center’s architect has been selected, allowing 
the design team to influence the selection. As I am writing 
this, seven architectural firms from around the world are 
exploring the opportunities of both sites to see how well they 
meet the evolving program and mission of the OPC.

“The potential for this future 
Presidential Center to be a 
catalyst for growth, attract 

parallel investments, engage 
the communities and ignite 

reinvestment seems to be 
endless. Having this new 

institution come to Chicago’s 
South Side is an 

unimaginable gift”

63



MUDD 21 - City Visions II

Creating Enthusiasm across the Globe

The UNSW student effort to explore the future OPC came 
at a remarkable time, just when the final alternative sites 
were identified.  The students critiqued these sites, engaged 
in the community, attended local church services, walked 
the neighborhoods, interviewed many in the community, 
and gave their final presentation to an engaged audience 
at the Chicago Architectural Foundation during the Chicago 
Architecture Biennial.   

It was a pleasure to host the UNSW students within our 
urban design studio, watch the evolution of their concepts, 
and see how quickly they grasped the larger urban issues.

Once in a long while, an opportunity such as this comes 
together within a city and forms a game-changing 
opportunity for the future. The architects are yet to be 
selected, and the programming for the future Presidential 
Center is still evolving, but it is clear that this effort will be 
watched by the world as it develops in the ongoing challenge 
of how a Presidential Center and a President’s mission and 
vision can change a city, inspire a country and the world.

Philip J. Enquist FAIA is Urban Design & Planning Partner 
and Head of the Global City Design Practice, Skidmore 
Owings & Merrill, Chicago.

A Solid Partnership to Realize this Vision

The partnership between the University, the City of Chicago 
and the Obama Foundation has been critical for making this 
dream a reality. The University showed great leadership in 
striking out ahead to identify the best possible sites that 
would allow the OPC to reach its goals while at the same time 
not compromising the University’s own expansion strategies. 
Seeking what is next in the world of educational trends, the 
University recognized the benefit of bringing a presidential 
center to its edge, attracting a deeper global community to its 
campus. The University committed to donate land, prepared 
the competitive bid – which was a very heavy lift – and made 
the pitch to win the OPC for Chicago.

The two institutions – the Obama Presidential Center and 
the University of Chicago – side by side will add energy 
and value to the City. The City of Chicago and Mayor 
Rahm Emanuel expressed great willingness to improve the 
infrastructure of streets, transit stations, pathways, lighting 
and park landscape and support the larger initiative. 

The Long Term Benefits

The OPC will have great meaning and long-term positive 
impacts. Most Presidential libraries are rather dead places 
with small visitor numbers and major financial demands for 
upkeep.  But in this case, the Obama family has scripted an 
expanded mission that reinvigorates communities, expands 
access to education, ignites investment and gets involved in 
the challenging discussion of rebuilding our cities for the 21st 
century.

The South Side communities are in great need of 
reinvestment. For the past 60 years, they have seen 
population leave the neighborhoods, increased vacancies, 
increased vacant lots, elimination of local retail, and a great 
rise in violence. For many years the University stood almost 
as a walled city from its neighbors, which did not help the 
situation. Even though violence remains a major issue, the 
University and the neighborhoods have a far more positive 
relationship today, and there seems to be genuine interest 
in reinvestment in these deeply rooted communities. Over 
the past decade, the University and the communities have 
repaired relationships, rebuilt commercial corridors in Hyde 
Park, and worked together on cultural investments in the 
Washington Park and Woodlawn neighborhoods.

“Once in a long while, an 
opportunity such as this 

comes together within a city 
and forms a game-changing 

opportunity for the future”
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MUDD21 Chicago Studio conducted in the Chicago offices of 
Skidmore, Owings & Merrill, Level 10, 224 South Michigan 
Avenue. Located diagonally across from the Art Institute of 
Chicago, 224 South Michigan - the former Railway Exchange 
Building - was designed by Daniel H. Burnham & Co. in 1904 
and is the building in which the 1909 Plan of Chicago was 
prepared. Today the Chicago Architecture Foundation is located 
on the ground floor. The MUDD21 students were privileged to 
work as interns in this inspirational office environment.
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The Obama 
Presidential 
Center and the 
South Side of 
Chicago
Dawveed Scully

Dawveed Scully

The South Side of Chicago is a place whose greatness is often 
spoken in the past tense as if were lore from some forgotten 
land. People speak about legends, of great events and 
figures that changed the American landscape and the world. 
People like Lorraine Hansberry, Nat King Cole, Fredrick Law 
Olmsted, Daniel Burnham, George Pullman, and many others 
who were born here or came to the South Side of Chicago 
to do things that still have an impact on us today. The large 
manufacturers like US Steel provided well-paying jobs that 
created a platform for upward mobility into the middle-class. 
This is not to romanticize the past, but to acknowledge that 
the great achievements of the past seemed to be avenues to 
a better life. 

The South Side today is seen in a very different way. It is 
mostly spoken of in connection with danger, violence and 
drugs. A place where wild groups of black youth disrupt, 
destroy and kill one another. It was something I had not 
realized until I moved from the South Side. The people you 
meet say things like “don’t go south of Roosevelt Road 
or Cermak Road” or “you’re from the South Side!? Is it as 
dangerous as they say?” While there is danger, most of the 
people on the South Side are hardworking and just trying to 
do the best for their family, though over time it feels like it’s 
becoming more and more difficult for folks to have a good life. 
Opportunities and jobs have been slowly stripped away and 
now we’re seeing the results of generations of kids who grew 
up in the drug culture. 

The violence is a byproduct of decades of inequality and 
disinvestment. The kids on the streets have parents and 
family either in jail or dead, forced to grow up with warped 
morals that they developed to survive a harsh environment. 
They will shoot anybody because they feel disrespected 
and then the violence becomes cyclical. They accept this 
because unless they are extremely talented academically or 
physically, and have good family support, you will find these 
kids have no hope of changing their circumstances. 

For me growing up on the South Side my parents and home 
situation were different than most. My father is a jazz 
musician and teacher. My mother didn’t finish college but she 
had the opportunity to go and decided it wasn’t for her. She 
worked at Jewel-Osco for most of my youth, taught at a day-
care center for a portion, then after learning some computer 
skills was able to find work as an executive assistant at 
Motorola. While my mother and father were not together 
most of my childhood they were both around and instilled 
character and values. I listened to hip-hop, played sports 
and videogames like the other guys but our opinions would 
differ vastly on even food choices. My dad is a vegetarian 
and mom is extremely health conscious so I didn’t eat a lot 
of the same things some folks ate. I didn’t really understand 
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“The Barack Obama 
Presidential Center could be 

that catalyst that turns around 
the way the city and the 

nation see the South Side and 
how the South Side 

sees itself”

some of the chest thumping and bravado that happens and 
I didn’t know much or care about drugs or guns. There were 
no other options than using my intellect and skills to succeed. 
For others without extreme intellect or pro-athlete level skills 
the options to achieve success are vastly reduced. You either 
join the military, work for the government or find a job in a 
more labor intensive job and for the most part those jobs are 
in logistics. Jobs like truck driving, heavy freight, or parcel 
delivery. But this assumes you have a clean record. If you 
don’t most of the options are reduced down to either going 
back to crime or maybe a minimum wage job. To be frank 
many feel the government makes money off of poor black 
and brown people being in jail so you don’t see a big push to 
change this. 

One thing that is positive is that the life does seem to be 
coming back in some places. New opportunities using our 
cultural and creative capital have started to create a creative 
economy, and anchors like the University of Chicago have 
turned around their stance to really engage the community 
in a much more collaborative way. Artist and activist Theaster 
Gates as created some very interesting programs to give 
people a reason to go to the South Side. Projects like the Arts 
Incubator, Black Cinema house, and the Stony Island Arts 
Bank provide a unique experience that people are willing 
to cross town to reach. While the efforts of Theaster Gates 
and the efforts of others are greatly appreciated, it’s tough to 
overcome five decades of steady decline. 

The Barack Obama Presidential Center is a place that has so 
much potential energy that it could have a big impact on the 
mid-South Side community and the city as a whole. There 
is such gravity to the idea that the President of the United 
States believes in us. He believes in our community and our 
people. That this place can be the physical embodiment of his 
beliefs and ideologies and demonstrate how they can be part 
of revitalizing the American city is a big game changer. And 
while presidential libraries aren’t typically seen as anchors for 
economic development, this could be a unique opportunity 
to create something that can be a catalyst in a place that 
desperately needs it and spark investment in the community 
that hasn’t seen investment in decades. The great Olmsted-
designed parks of Jackson Park, Washington Park and 
Midway Plaisance that helped shape American cities could 
rise up and potentially surpass the other great Olmsted parks 
like Prospect Park and Central Park in terms of being an 
asset for the community, the city, and the nation. The Barack 
Obama Presidential Center could be that catalyst that turns 
around the way the city and the nation see the South Side 
and how the South Side sees itself. Shifting the perspective 
from a place that is seen as being negative and violent to a 
place where creativity and innovation once again influence 
the nation and the world. 

Dawveed Scully is a Senior Urban Designer, Skidmore 
Owings & Merrill, Chicago. A graduate of the Illinois Institute 
of Technology College of Architecture, Dawveed grew up 
on the South Side of Chicago, led the MUDD21 students on 
a memorable tour of IIT, Hyde Park, Washington Park and 
Woodlawn, and introduced us to key community members.
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Barack Obama, born on 4 August 1961 in Honolulu, Hawaii is 
the 44th President of the United States and the first African 
American President. He was a community organizer, 
civil-rights lawyer and university teacher before entering 
politics. He graduated with a first degree in political science 
from Columbia University, New York in 1983. Between 1985 
and 1988, he was director of the Developing Communities 
Project, a faith-based community organisation on the far South 
Side of Chicago. 

Policies:

The main domestic policies that have distinguished his political 
career include:
• Health care reform - introduction of a universal health care 

system to provide accessible, affordable health care for all;
• Public Education - initiatives to increase accessibility to 

all levels of education for greater numbers of people with 
a particular focus on training for innovative/creative and 
technology based industries; 

• Civil Rights and Social Security - a long standing 
campaigner for civil rights, President Obama has a 
personal commitment to the ‘My Brother’s Keeper’ 
initiative to address persistent opportunity gaps for young 
African American and Hispanic men and ensure that all 
young people can reach their full potential;

• Energy - a commitment to clean energy, and energy 
security for the U.S.

 

The U.S. National Archives & Record Administration (NARA) 
is the federal government body that funds and manages 
the museum and archive storage (library) components of 
Presidential Libraries across America under the Presidential 
Libraries Act 1986. This Act limits the amount of floor space 
funded by NARA to 70,000sqft or approximately 6,500sqm.

In addition, however, Presidents can incorporate outreach 
facilities in the overall complex provided they are funded, built 
and maintained by independent Foundations. Outreach aligned 
with the policies and programs of Barack Obama and First 
Lady Michelle Obama will be a key element of their future 
public life. The combination of the NARA-supported library and 
museum, together with innovative outreach facilities funded 
by the Obama Foundation will comprise the overall Obama 
Presidential Center.

The three components of the OPC are shown in the diagram to 
the right (center).

NARA
Contributes federal funding 

for up to 70,000sqm.ft of 
floor

space and for management 
of presidential library.

Archive Library

Museum 

Outreach/Institutional 
Programs

Obama Foundation 
Contributes to funding of center 
for every sq.foot above 70,000 
sq.ft. and manages the outreach 
/ institutional programs.

Chicago night aerial view north

Role of Studio and Studio Process

After a completing his Law degree at Harvard Law School, 
where he was elected president of the Harvard Law Review, 
Barack Obama returned to Chicago in 1991. He taught 
constitutional law at the University of Chicago Law School 
from 1992 to 2004. In 1996, he was elected to the Illinois 
State Senate and in 2004 to the U.S. Senate. Barack Obama 
was elected President of the United States in 2008, and won 
re-election in 2012. He will complete his term in office in 
January 2017.

View to Chicago CBD from the South Side

Obama Presidential Center, Chicago

Source: ‘Alley Ball, 1995’ – Photograph by Marc PoKempner  

Source: Photograph by Anthony Souffle, The Chicago Tribune
http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/ct-obama-library-kamin-met-0211-20160210-story.html
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Studio Process

Studio
Commences

Investigate role of OPC, undertake contextual analysis of previous Presidential Libraries
Analyze built form and social profile of Chicago and its South Side neighborhoods
Critique official Obama Presidential Library sites – Washington Park and Jackson Park 
Select six alternative sites in the neighborhoods of Washington Park and Woodlawn
Undertake detailed site analysis & historical investigation of selected sites
Analyse ‘urban catalyst’ potential of each site with respect to urban development
Develop urban design principles
Develop OPC building typology for each site
Undertake design development and testing
• Test against urban design principles
• Hold desk critiques
• Respond to interim presentations
Finalize initial urban design frameworks for each site 
Present to design jury of leading Sydney professionals and academics
Prepare overall presentation in response to jury comments as a ‘return brief’ to present to SOM

JUL
2015

AUG

SEP

OCT

NOV

DEC

JAN
2016

FEB

MAR

Phase One: First Design Studio at UNSW

Individual students undertake visits on behalf of the studio to to the JFK Library, Boston; LBJ 
Library, Austin, Texas; and George W Bush Center, Dallas, Texas
Present ‘return brief’ to SOM comprising preliminary work undertaken in Sydney
Take on aboard comments from SOM
Visit South Side to view and analyse selected alternative sites as well as official OPC sites
Meet with members of the South Side community in a variety of settings to elicit views on the 
OPC
Review initial urban design frameworks in response to the above
Undertake design development of the urban design frameworks for the six sites in Washington 
Park and Woodlawn
• Test urban design principles to see if they are still applicable
• Progress design concepts, respond to SOM comments from desk crits and interim 

presentations
Prepare  refined urban design frameworks for the six alternative sites
Present to SOM and guests at the Chicago Architecture Foundation

Review designs on basis  of comments from SOM and guests at final design jury in Chicago 
Prepare and present review of overall Chicago experience to Dean of the Faculty of Built 
Environment, Professor Alec Tzannes and guests
Hold peer review of all urban development and design proposals to date by leading Sydney 
architect and urbanist, Peter John Cantrill
Respond to comments by Professor Tzannes and Peter John Cantrill
Undertake design development based on the above 
Prepare 90% submission for design jury presentation
Present 90% submission to design jury of leading Sydney professionals and academics
Prepare 100% submission based on design jury comments, including evaluation matrix for the six 
alternative urban design frameworks, as advised by Emeritus Professor Jon Lang
Finalize presentation materials in both Exhibition and Yearbook formats
Submit final designs to SOM for their record

Phase Two: International Design Studio at SOM Chicago

Phase Three: Final Design Studio at UNSW

Phase Four: Exhibition

Reid Lecture at USNW, 9 March 2016 
MUDD21 2015-2016 Studio Exhibition at UNSW, release of MUDD21 Yearbook

Obama 
Foundation
Formed
MAR
2015

JUN

DEC

OPC Timeline

Release Request for Proposals for 
Potential Sites 

Negotiations

Site Selection

JAN
2015

MAY
Chicago wins bid for OPC

DEC

MAR
2016

MID-LATE
2017

EARLY
2020

SEP Request for Architectural 

Qualifications

140 Submissions Received

Shortlist of architectural firms

Seven firms selected

Architect to be selected

OPC construction commences

OPC due to open
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Presidential Libraries Analysis
Obama Presidential Center, Chicago

Herbert Hoover
West Branch, Iowa
4,350 sqm

Franklin D. Roosevelt
Hyde Park, New York
10,000 sqm

Harry S. Truman
Independence, Missouri
8,900 sqm

Dwight D. Eisenhower
Abilene, Kansas
10,065 sqm

John F. Kenndey
Boston, Massachusetts
12,476 sqm 

Lydon B. Johnson
Austin, Texas
12,830 sqm

Richard Nixon
Yorba Linda, California
5,100 sqm

Gerald R. Ford
Ann Arbor & Grand Rapids, 
Michigan
9,650 sqm

Jimmy Carter
Atlanta, Georgia
7,890 sqm

Ronald Reagan
Simi Valley, California
13, 580 sqm

George H.W. Bush
College Station, Texas
19,430 sqm 

William J. Clinton
Little Rock, Arkansas
14,000 sqm

George W. Bush
Dallas, Texas
19,430 sqm

An analysis was undertaken of the existing 13 presidential 
libraries to understand their role, context and operations. The 
analysis included; identifying means of access, the location 
of public transport, Gross Floor Area comparison, type and 
role of surrounding land uses, and the urban context in which 
the libraries are located, for example surrounding built form 
density, profile of neighboring population, size and character 
of the suburb or city where the libraries are located. Other 

considerations included whether they were located within 
University campuses or commercial centers. It was found that 
the libraries are all generally located in a suburban or ex-
urban context, accessed by private motor vehicle. In contrast, 
the Obama Presidential Center will be the first truly urban 
library, embedded in an urban neighborhood, readily accessible 
by public transport and taking on the role of a great civic 
institution, drawing upon and giving strength to a great city.     

MUDD 21 - City Visions II

70



Existing Presidential Libraries 
Model

OPC Catalyst Model Regeneration Elements

Research was undertaken to understand the characteristics 
of the OPC as an urban institution and how it could become a 
catalyst for urban regeneration. Key aspects of the research 
found that first, the OPC should be located in close proximity 
to public transport as the key driver of regeneration, ideally 
within a five-minute walking distance from a transit station. 
Second, the OPC should be embedded in its neighborhood. 
Third, the components of the OPC, in particular the outreach 
facilities, should be in synergy with multiple uses across the 
selected neighborhood to encourage street activity, economic 
activity and employment. The research also found that 
regeneration of the South Side needs a number of initiatives 
to occur as an integrated program to sustain effective 
community empowerment. These initiatives include: creation of 
partnerships, fostering public education and providing greater 
accessibility to education at all levels, provision of new and 
improved housing as well as schemes for affordable housing, 
introducing incentives for businesses to move to the South 

Side and remain in the South Side, creation of employment 
opportunities, harnessing and fostering the cultural life of 
the South Side through art incubators and creative programs, 
maintaining the safety and viability of public transport, and 
fostering healthy, safe environments through programs such as 
wellness centers, community gardens and community-based 
farmers’ markets.
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In order to understand the relationship of the South Side 
neighborhoods of Washington Park and Woodlawn to the 
overall urban form of the city an analysis was undertaken 
of two major elements that define the urban morphology of 
Chicago in its lakefront location on the shore of Lake Michigan, 
(1) the location and extent of open space; and (2) the street 
hierarchy of mile and half mile streets. 

The open space system within the City of Chicago has a long 
and distinguished history, comprising a network of green space 
protecting the natural assets of its all-important location on 
the watershed of the Mississippi River and the Great Lakes/
St Laurence River systems of the North American continent. 
In addition, since the nineteenth century, the Chicago park 
system has been conceived as a driver of urban development, 
increasing land values along its borders. This was a central aim 
of the South Park System designed in 1871 by Frederick Law 
Olmsted (1822-1903) and Calvert Vaux (1824-1895). With the 
200 ha Jackson Park on the lakefront and 150 ha Washington 
Park on former prairie lands inland linked by the wide Midway 
Plaisance, the South Park System stimulated the growth of 
elegant residential districts in surrounding urban tracts in the 
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Jackson Park 
and the Midway Plaisance also gained distinction as the site 
of the World’s Columbian Exposition in 1893, and the Midway 
Plaisance has been the centerpiece of the University of 
Chicago campus since the 1890s. Chicago’s related network of 
wide, tree-lined boulevards extends beyond Washington Park 
to connect the South Park System to the West Park System 
and beyond to Lincoln Park on the lakefront north of The Loop. 
Garfield Boulevard, Washington Park is the first section of this 
network threaded through the great grid of the city plan.

The Chicago grid, progressively laid out from 1830, conforms 
in its compelling geometry to the survey requirements of the 
1785 U.S. Land Ordinance, conceived by Thomas Jefferson as 
the means of ordering settlement west of Ohio on the basis of 
‘townships’ six miles square, with each square mile divided into 
quarter sections. In today’s City of Chicago, the pure form of the 
grid is inflected in places by natural features, the open space 
system, non-conforming infrastructure and non-conforming 
spatial development. The result is a hierarchy of grid streets 
determined by the extent to which they are uninterrupted. ‘Mile 
Streets’ are those located one mile apart that run uninterrupted 
north-south and east-west through the city. ‘Half Mile Streets’ 
are those located within the grid of Mile Streets interrupted 
along their length, but surviving as discontinuous elements.

The MUDD21 Studio mapped the open space system and 
boulevards, mile streets and half mile streets within the City 
of Chicago, overlaid on a satellite image of surrounding Cook 
County to indicate the continuity of these elements beyond 
the city limits. This graphic investigation was inspired by a 

presentation at SOM by Benet Haller, Director of Urban Design 
& Planning, City of Chicago.

The result highlights the importance of the Mile Streets that 
run through the study area. There are three north-south streets 
– Martin Luther King Drive, Washington Park; Cottage Grove 
Avenue, Woodlawn; and Stony Island Avenue, Jackson Park – 
that seem to project the energy of The Loop straight through 
the South Side neighborhoods. There is one east-west street – 
63rd Street – that once had a continuous commercial frontage 
but today is ‘hollowed out’ with vacant lots and abandoned 
buildings for many blocks along its length. 

The graphic study also shows the significance of the Half 
Mile Streets, which don’t carry as much traffic as the Mile 
Streets. First, east-west 51st Street with the potential to 
have a cross-street relationship with key institutions, such 
as Provident Hospital, the first African American owned and 
operated hospital in the U.S., and Walter H. Dyett High School, 
named for the High School music teacher of many great jazz 
musicians from the South Side, and recently saved from closure 
by concerted community action. Second, north-south South 
Dorchester Avenue, which runs from The Midway to 63rd Street 
in Woodlawn and has the potential to be the key connector 
between the University of Chicago campus and the East 
Woodlawn community.

The open space and boulevard study highlighted the significance 
of sites overlooking the Olmsted-designed South Park System, 
the importance of the Midway Plaisance as a green link, and 
the related significance of the once-grand Garfield Boulevard, 
particularly at the landmark location of its intersection with the 
north-south Mile Street of Martin Luther King drive overlooking 
the central green space of Washington Park.

Chicago Open Space, Street Hierarchy and Challenges
Obama Presidential Center, Chicago

 Mile and Half Mile streets Mile streets
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Chicago Metro Region road network and Chicago rail transit network

The road network plan demonstrates that the Washington Park 
and Woodlawn neighborhoods are well connected regionally 
by major Interstate freeways as well as to the Chicago city 
center. I-57 from New Orleans and I-94 from Indiana connect 
with I-90 from Washington, D.C. and New York immediately 
to the south-west of the future site of the Obama Presidential 
Center. I-90 is also the main north-south metro region route 
through the South Side, with connections via ‘Mile Street’ 
arterials to the other metro region north-south route to The 
Loop, Lakeshore Drive (U.S. Route 41). 

At the same time, Washington Park and Woodlawn are not well 
connected to O’Hare International Airport 40km to the north-
west, accessed by the radial arms of I-90 that pass through the 
massive central interchange west of The Loop. This makes for 
a congested, slow journey of well over an hour at most times. 
The connection to Midway Airport is also radial, via The Loop, 
and far from convenient. It’s thus certain that visitors arriving by 
air in Chicago will converge on The Loop with its multitude of 
hotels and cultural facilities in the long-established pattern of 
Chicago’s tourist and convention industry, rather than connect 
directly to the Obama Presidential Center on the South Side. 
The urban form of Chicago and lack of hotels in the troubled, 
run down neighborhoods selected for the OPC will mean that 
most interstate and overseas visitors will stage through 
The Loop.

In this scenario, the transit system of Chicago assumes crucial 
significance to the future success of the Obama Presidential 
Center as a national institution and catalyst for change. 
The transit system has the potential to move a significant 
proportion of the tourists and visitors to Chicago – 46.2 million 
in 2015 – rapidly from The Loop to Washington Park and 
Woodlawn, well-served by the CTA Green Line and the Metra 
South Shore Line, with the possibility of future connections 
from the Metra/Amtrak Line and CTA Red Line further to the 
west. In addition the Chicago transit system has the capacity to 
carry a high proportion of Chicago residents visiting the OPC.

The MUDD21 Studio concluded that public rail transit is the 
key to success of the OPC. To facilitate easy access, the Obama 
Presidential Center should be located within a five minute 
walk from a rail station, be located directly on the street (not 
surrounded by vast surface car parks), with diverse uses and 
active street frontages between the rail station and OPC. 
The Studio concluded that security should be based on the 
fundamental principle of defensible space: ‘eyes on the street’ 
and be commensurate with U.S. government standards for 
downtown buildings. The Studio further concluded that there 
should only be limited provision for car parking and that should 
be located in underground or multi-use structured car parks to 
encourage transit use and the re-making of the city at street 
level with continuous urban fabric on the Jane Jacobs’ principle 
that 'good streets make good cities.’ 

 Open space system and boulevards
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Washington Park Consortium 2009, Washington Park: historic, vibrant, proud and healthy, 
Quality-Of-Life-Plan, LISC/ New Communities Program, Chicago, p.i.

Woodlawn Preservation & Investment Corporation 2005, Woodlawn: rebuilding the village, 
Quality-Of-Life-Plan, LISC/ New Communities Program, Chicago, p.6.

45% of the Washington Park community live below the poverty line.

South Side has experienced more than a 50% decline in 
population in the last 50 years. 

The AfrIcan American population is mainly located on the South 
Side of Chicago which is also the area that has a much lower 
annual household income compared to the rest of Chicago. 

Washington Park suburb Jackson Park suburb

Challenges

As documented in decades of research undertaken since the 
pioneering studies of Robert E. Park and Ernest Burgess at the 
University of Chicago in the 1920s, Chicago is a deeply divided, 
segregated city. Our investigations of the demographic profile 
and economy of Chicago confirmed what is well known – the 
city is spatially segregated in terms of race and income. 2010 
maps sourced from Radical Cartography graphically show the 
divide. In comparison to the western suburbs, north-western 
suburbs and privileged northern lakefront, the South Side is 
overwhelmingly African American and poor. 

The South Side faces great challenges from a social and 
economic perspective. Compared to the rest of Chicago, the 

South Side suffers from higher levels of crime, lower levels 
of educational attainment and a higher proportion of people 
living below the poverty line. Average incomes are low, average 
rents are high – setting in place a relentless economic basis 
for crime. Despite years of community activism, initiated in 
the 1950s by The Woodlawn Organization advised by the 
legendary Saul Alinsky (1909-1972), once elegant suburbs 
have literally fallen apart. ‘White flight’, red-lining, rapacious 
landlords and inevitable violent reactions have led to socio-
economic decline and population decline locked in a continuous 
downward spiral. In the last 50 years the total population of 
Washington Park and Woodlawn has fallen by more than a 
50%. This is the reality that the Obama Presidential Center, in 
its community outreach role, aspires to address.

Obama Presidential Center, Chicago

Crime per 1000 people Unemployment rate Population per area

Highest level of education among people ages 25 years and older Residents with income below the poverty line Median household income per year
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Chicago: Segregated City – racial/ethnic divide, 2010 Chicago: Segregated City – income divide, 2010

We want the Obama Presidential Center to be more than a 
museum, a library and an archive. We want it to be a place 
where people come together to engage with others so they can 
better understand and improve their communities and the rest 
of the world. We want the Center to inspire and activate visitors 
to create change and progress."

Martin Nesbitt, Board Chair, Barack Obama Foundation, 
November 2015

" . . . the President and the First Lady believe that real change 
doesn’t come from the top down - it comes from the bottom 
up. This belief in the power of grassroots change is rooted in 
Barack’s experience as a young organizer on the streets of 
Chicago. It’s a belief Barack and Michelle carried with them to 
the White House, where they asked all Americans to join them 
to help expand opportunity, protect the planet, improve the 
health of our families, and promote peace and dignity around 
the world. Those are the beliefs that will guide our work at the 
Obama Foundation.

Source: Radial Cartography
http://www.radicalcartography.net/index.html?chicago dots

Master of Urban Development      Design 2015-2016 75



Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
Urban Catalyst - Critique of Official Sites

The Obama Foundation expects that the Obama Presidential 
Center will be a catalyst for regeneration of the South Side of 
Chicago. The MUDD21 Studio adopted the following definition 
of an urban catalyst:

“A catalyst is an urban element that is shaped by the city and 
then, in turn, shapes its context. Its purpose is the incremental, 
continuous regeneration of the urban fabric… [it] is not a single 
end product but an element that impels and guides 
subsequent development.” 

Attoe, W. & Logan, D. 1989, American Urban Architecture: 
catalysts in the design of cities, University of California 

Press, Berkeley, p.45.

The Obama Foundation has announced that the OPC proposed in 
the winning Chicago bid presented by the University of Chicago, 
the City of Chicago and South Side communities will generate: 

• Construction to cost about $380 million
• 3,280 construction jobs
• 100 new OPC jobs with an annual payroll of $4.2 million
• Receive approximately 800,000 visitors per year
• A continuing economic benefit to the community of $220 

million per year with 1,900 permanent jobs

To function as a catalyst, however, the physical relationship of the 
OPC to its urban setting will be vital. The MUDD21 Studio took 
the view that the official sites in Jackson Park and Washington 
Park accepted by the Obama Foundation would not have an 
effective physical relationship with their respective urban settings 
to generate development in the adjoining communities.

Washington Park existing conditions Washington Park existing conditions

Woodlawn existing conditions Woodlawn existing conditions

Jackson Park existing conditions Jackson Park existing conditions
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MUDD21 Studio critique of Jackson Park official site MUDD21 Studio critique of Washington Park official site

WASHINGTON PARK GAR

URBAN DESIGN FRAMEWORKS
The south side aerial represents the six sites that have been 
selected for investigation purposes to accomodate the Obama 
Presidential Center. This section of the exhibition presents the 
design vision statement, issues, objectives and strategies that 
have been formulated on the basis of information garnered during 
the detail analysis process.

Urban design frameworks have been prepared for each site that 
are supported by an aerial view that indicates how each proposed  
development sits within its respective site. Further the designs are 
designs are supported by rendered perspectives that demonstrate 
the potential street activation and urban form that would result 
from the proposed interventions. 

Finally, all urban design frameworks at the core have been 
developed on specific design principles that respond to 
pedestrian circulation, vehicular circulation, open space location 
and connectivity, potential land use uses and importantly location 
of public transport.

These urban design frameworks are considered to be viable 
alternatives to the official Obama Presidential Center sites.

CTA Green Line

Aerial of Chicago with the South Side in the foreground and selected study sites

Six alternative sites

Jackson Park 63rd StreetJackson Park 
Midway Plaisance

Woodlawn 
Cottage Grove Ave

Woodlawn 
63rd Street

Washington Park 
51st Street

Washington Park 
Garfield Boulevard

• Development in park
• Loss of sports/recreation fields
• Removed from community
• Isolated due to surrounding  
 road network & elevated   
 railroad tracks

• Development in park
• Loss of arboretum
• Removed from community
• Isolated due to surrounding  
 road network

Obama Foundation 2014, RQF to Provide Architectural Design Services for the 
Obama Presidential Center, The Foundation, Chicago, pp.17-19.

The study rejected the official sites selected by the Obama Foundation for the reasons outlined above. Four alternative sites were 
chosen within the neighborhoods of Washington Park and Woodlawn. In addition, one alternative site within the public open space 
of Washington Park and another within the public open space of the Midway Plaisance near Jackson Park were considered. The 
principles on which the six alternative sites were selected included the following: the site had to be within a five minute walk from 
a transit station (based on the assumption that this would ensure high levels of street activity to stimulate economic uplift and 
promote ‘eyes on the street’ safety); the site had to be embedded within or closely related to the urban fabric and urban life of the 
neighborhoods; the site had to be vacant or generally underused; the site had to be city-owned or in single ownership. 

The six sites selected were, (1) Garfield Boulevard, Washington, corner of Garfield Boulevard and Martin Luther King Drive; (2) 51st 
Street, Washington Park, corner of 51st Street and Martin Luther King Drive; (3) 63rd Street, Woodlawn, near corner of Cottage 
Grove Avenue, (4) Cottage Grove Avenue, Woodlawn, corner of 63rd Street; (5) Midway Plaisance, Jackson Park on Stony Island 
Avenue; and (6) 63rd Street, Jackson Park near corner with Stony Island Avenue.

The official sites for the OPC are located within significant public parks and from the outset this caused us concern. We understood 
that legislative and administrative amendments had been made by the Illinois State Legislature and the City of Chicago to permit 
alienation of public open space for this purpose, but given the ideals of the Obama Foundation and the physical constraints of the 
sites, we were convinced that better sites were available nearby within the urban lands of the South Side neighborhoods, or in more 
appropriate parts of the parks. We undertook a critical analysis of the official sites in Jackson Park and Washington Park, considering 
their proximity to public transport and local community centers; the use and quality of the parks; and the role the OPC would have in 
relation to the local community. The Studio critique is presented below.
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Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
Analysis and Initial Designs

A detailed analysis was undertaken to understand the built 
form and social conditions that have given the South Side 
its distinctive character, considered historically as a dynamic 
community before World War II, and critically since the 
1950s as an economically-disadvantaged, segregated and 
deeply troubled community surviving within an expanse of 
semi-vacant streets and blocks. The analysis investigated the 
following factors in the study area: the amount of vacant land; 
land ownership; historic and current land uses; location and 
mode of public transport; amount and quality of open space; 
community commitment to fostering uplift and pride in a 
passionate way. We found that key characteristics of the South 
Side today include: 

• large amounts of vacant land, mainly city owned;
• many vacant and abandoned buildings;
• well serviced by public transport, in particular rail transit, 

but with some areas more than a 10-minute walk from 
transit stops;

• important retail centers but poorly distributed with a poor 
range of outlets;

• extensive amounts of public open space but not well 
distributed within the communities;

• strong community garden movement;
• many churches of great value to the community;
• some excellent schools but many poor schools, with a 

number of valued public schools either closed or under 
threat of closure;

• high levels of violence and crime;
• poor health facilities, notably lack of a major               

trauma center;
• innovative experiments with arts incubators and         

creative hubs;
• strong community voice on many issues by          

committed residents.

Initial urban design frameworks for the six alternative sites 
centered on the OPC were prepared in Sydney prior to going to 
Chicago on the basis of the above analyses.

Land use

Land 
ownership

Open space

Vacant land

Bus network

Railway line

Ped shed

OPC official 
site

Selected sites

Land use

Land 
ownership

Vacant land

Bus network

Railway line

Ped shed

Selected sites

Land use

Open space

Vacant land

Bus network

Railway line

Ped shed

OPC official 
site

Selected sites

Design analysis process

Washington Park sites Woodlawn sites Jackson Park sites
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Garfield Boulevard, Washington Park

51st Street, Washington Park

63rd Street, Woodlawn

Cottage Grove Avenue, Woodlawn

63rd Street, Jackson Park

Midway Plaisance, Jackson Park

MAT style development similar in concept (not 
form) to Frank Lloyd Wright’s long-lost Midway 
Gardens that draws the landscape quality of 
Washington Park into the site, located on the 
landmark corner of Garfield Boulevard and 
Martin Luther King Drive integrated with the 
Garfield ‘L’ station on the Green Line.

An architectonic landscape scheme similar to 
Millennium Park, Chicago sited predominantly 
underground in the north-west corner of 
Washington Park to not destroy the historic 
arboretum mid-block, associated with urban 
infill on 51st Street on the pedestrian route 
from the Green Line transit station.

The scheme is conceived as a street of shop 
fronts in the Obama Presidential Campaign 
tradition with the OPC located on a city-owned 
lot a block from the Cottage Grove terminus 
of the Green Line. The aim is to revitalize the 
retail core by remaking the urban fabric along 
‘hollowed out’ 63rd Street with infill mixed-use 
development built to the street edge. 

The scheme integrates the ‘street of shop 
fronts’ approach with conservation and 
adaptive reuse of a surviving 1920s bank 
building on the corner of Cottage Grove Avenue 
and 63rd Street. The aim is to restore the 
urban fabric in this iconic Chicago location 
under the elevated steel structure of the ‘L’.

Conceived as a grand civic gesture in the 
Burnham tradition integrated with the elevated 
railroad structure at 63rd Street, the scheme 
combines civic uses with a new retail center in 
synergy with the current community focus of 
the Apostolic Church of God complex.

Again conceived in the Burnham tradition, the 
design terminates the vista down the Midway 
Plaisance with a structure built across the 
elevated railroad tracks to face Jackson Park 
as a companion to the Museum of Science & 
Industry, evoking the structures of the 1893 
World’s Fair.

The above proposals were presented to SOM as a ‘return brief’ in Chicago. Based on site visits, community consultation and 
comments received from SOM, the designs were refined and/or further developed in Chicago, and back in Sydney over Summer 
Term. The final designs are presented on the following pages.
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Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
Garfield Boulevard, Washington Park
Michele Apricia + Ju Xizhe + Li Han + Wan Li + Wang Mengya

The vision is to create an integrated web of buildings that 
defines the surrounding streets and draws in the landscape 
qualities of the park in a flowing series of green courtyards. 
The Obama Presidential Center will have a strong urban 
presence on Martin Luther King Drive and Garfield Boulevard, 
developed as an urban complex integrated with the Garfield 
‘L’ Station on the Green Line. Interwoven with retail and 
commercial uses, the complex will be built to the street 
edge, scaled to the height of the adjoining Edmund Burke 
Elementary School. Thus, it will create continuous urban fabric 
in scale with surviving elements of the neighborhood. Instead 
of placing the Obama Presidential Center within Washington 
Park, as the official site proposes, the landscape qualities of 
Washington Park will be brought into the complex as a series 
of inter-related courtyards within the city block linking the 

library, museum and community outreach components of 
the OPC. The arts incubator established by Theaster Gates 
on Garfield Boulevard will be supported as a local and global 
generator of urban activity. Educational initiatives will extend 
OPC outreach from neighborhood schools to vocational 
training centers and start-up businesses. The mixed-use 
complex will be complemented by infill housing within the grid 
structure of the neighborhood. East-west light rail extending 
from Midway Airport will pass the OPC on Garfield Boulevard 
and the Du Sable Museum of African American History across 
Washington Park to the University of Chicago campus. Initial 
design studies for this and the 51st Street site were undertaken 
in association with Lotta Larsson on exchange from Chalmers 
University of Technology, Göteborg, Sweden.

Urban design framework
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Aerial perspective north to Obama Presidential Center

Street section west along Garfield Boulevard

Perspective west with Obama Presidential Center on left

OPC

OPC

OPC

OPC

OPC

OPC

Mixed Use

Mixed Use
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Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
51st Street, Washington Park
Michele Apricia + Ju Xizhe + Li Han + Wan Li + Wang Mengya

The vision is to create a building embedded in the landscape, 
honouring the spatial flow of the Olmsted park, while also 
relating across the ‘Half Mile’ 51st Street to Provident Hospital 
and next door to Walter H Dyett High School in the park. Sited 
at the north-west corner of Washington Park, the Obama 
Presidential Center preserves the significant arboretum facing 
Martin Luther King Drive and connects with 51st Street 
Station on the Green Line. Curving pathways in the Olmsted 
manner are woven around the largely underground complex 
of the OPC, the building is thus designed as an architectonic 
landscape evoking the ‘Urbs in Horto’ (‘City in a Garden’) 
tradition of Chicago and extending the world-renowned 
sustainable development initiatives of the city. At the same 
time, a pavilion emerges along 51st street to provide an urban 
presence, as well as light wells to define the pathways within 

Washington Park, conceptually shown in Miesian form to 
relate to the Miesian expression of the 1972 Dyett High 
School. Mixed-use commercial infill is developed along 51st 
Street from the CTA station to activate the area and provide a 
significant economic boost to the neighborhood. A prominent 
health and wellness center is proposed for the Provident 
Hospital on 51st Street across from the Obama Presidential 
Center as a living testament to the President’s health initiatives. 

Ellsworth Drive, reduced in scale, is redirected to cross Martin 
Luther King Drive and cut through the long blocks in this part 
of Washington Park. This is a key move to create the site for 
the OPC and regenerate its urban setting by increasing the 
porosity of the grid in and around the ‘L’ station. 

Urban design framework
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Aerial perspective southeast to Obama Presidential Center

Street section east on 51st Street with Obama Presidential Center in middle

Perspective west along 51st Street with Obama Presidential Center on left

OPC
OPC
OPC
OPC
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Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
63rd Street, Woodlawn
Charles Boumoussa + Cui Weitong + Samuel Osakwe + Yalin Sun

The vision is to embed the Obama Presidential Center in the 
center of the Woodlawn community just east of the Cottage 
Grove terminus of the Green Line. The outreach component 
of the OPC is conceptualized as a street of shop fronts, with 
the library and museum positioned directly on the street in a 
landmark tower to the east. The shop fronts will reintroduce 
and reinforce the street edges to encourage greater street 
activity, allow for passive surveillance on the principle of 
‘eyes on the street’ and bring back the traditional character 
of the commercial strip along this once-renowned east-west 
Mile Street. The shop front character of the streets will foster 
a diverse and vibrant community. The library and museum 
components of the OPC will be developed as a ‘beacon’ - a 
distinctive tower that rises above the proposed lower scale 

street of shopfronts with views north over the University 
of Chicago campus to the skyline of The Loop, east to Lake 
Michigan and south over the neighborhoods of the far 
South Side where President Obama began his public life as a 
community organizer. The library and museum components 
of the tower will be integrated with a vertical farm, reinforcing 
contemporary concepts of sustainable development and new 
approaches to urban activism that assist communities in need. 
New arcade and street connections from the ‘L’ Station will 
revitalize the retail core of Woodlawn. Infill housing on the side 
streets will be reminiscent of traditional terrace housing in the 
area, reinforcing the life and character of the neighborhood.

Urban design framework
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Aerial perspective southeast to Obama Presidential Center

Street section east on 63rd Street with Obama Presidential Center in middle

Perspective west to Obama Presidential Center on 63rd Street
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Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
Cottage Grove Avenue, Woodlawn
Charles Boumoussa + Cui Weitong + Samuel Osakwe + Yalin Sun

The vision of the project is to conserve and adaptively reuse 
the significant surviving building of central Woodlawn, the 
Washington Park Bank Building on the corner of 63rd Street 
and Cottage Grove Avenue. The 1920s building, brought back 
from its semi-derelict state, will be the signature element 
of the Obama Presidential Center in this landmark location. 
A new medium-scale development, mirroring the historic 
bank building, will be constructed to the south. An atrium 
with interior landscape elements linking the two buildings 
will provide a clear and visible entry point off Cottage Grove 
Avenue. A public plaza to the west of the OPC, activated by 
school bus and coach tour drop off, will be lined by shops with 
through-site links, generating pedestrian movement within and 
around the block. The OPC will extend south on Cottage Grove 

Avenue with its outreach components located in active shop 
fronts. Mixed-use development will be encouraged along 63rd 
Street as well as Cottage Grove Avenue to re-create the iconic 
Chicago street space under the steel structure of the ‘L’ as a 
lively retail strip. New arcade and street connections from the 
Cottage Grove ‘L’ Station will revitalize the once thriving retail 
core of Woodlawn. The overall development will include infill 
housing within the grid structure of adjoining urban blocks. 
Initial design studies for the Cottage Grove Avenue site – and 
the 63rd Street site – were undertaken in association with 
MUDD22 student Kim Hyojung from Korea.

Urban design framework
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Aerial perspective north to Obama Presidential Center

Street section north on Cottage Grove with Obama Presidential Center to left

Perspective west on 63rd Street
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Obama Presidential Center, Chicago

Stephanie Griffiths + Lu Mengyu + Christian Vitulli + Zheng Yawen 

The vision is to create the Obama Presidential Center as the 
centerpiece of a civic center in the City Beautiful tradition 
facing Jackson Park on the east, together with an embrace west 
across the Illinois Central tracks to the Woodlawn community. 
The scheme will be achieved through a land swap with the 
YMCA complex currently located on Stony Island Avenue 
and 63rd Street. The ’Y’ will be rebuilt bigger and better than 
before across sports fields to the west, and the OPC will front 
a formal landscaped plaza as a grand meeting place and 
visual transition to the naturalistic landscape of Jackson Park. 
The OPC and its outreach elements will activate 63rd Street 
in this gateway location and relate to the long-established 
educational centers of excellence – Hyde Park Academy 
High School and Mount Carmel High School – to the north 

and south. In a complex grouped around a canopied 63rd 
Street station on the Metra South Shore line, the OPC will 
give presence to a new and expanded YMCA together with 
the nearby Apostolic Church of God, renowned for its long 
involvement in Woodlawn community activism. A hotel will 
be located on 63rd Street at the Metra station with views 
over Jackson Park to Lake Michigan. Its height will align 
with nearby residential towers. To the west and south of the 
OPC, infill housing will be built in similar style to the existing 
housing stock. The aim is to prevent the OPC from becoming 
an island-like destination; instead, it will be woven into the 
community to connect residents with visitors in an 
inspirational way.

Urban design framework

63rd Street, Jackson Park
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Aerial perspective north to Obama Presidential Center

Street section west with Obama Presidential Center on left

Perspective west along 63rd Street

this is parking
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OPC Outreach

Educational
Educational
Educational
Educational
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Master of Urban Development      Design 2015-2016 89



Obama Presidential Center, Chicago

Stephanie Griffiths + Lu Mengyu + Christian Vitulli + Zheng Yawen 

The vision is to locate the Obama Presidential Center on 
the central axis of the Midway Plaisance as an architectonic 
work of landscape architecture and infrastructure crossing 
the elevated Illinois Central tracks, integrated with the 59th 
Street Metra station. The OPC will reinterpret the original 
Olmsted & Vaux geometry of circular pools in this location 
in a dynamic linear extrusion around circular plazas, with an 
elevated walkway carried on to connect with Jackson Park and 
the Museum of Science & Industry. The museum and library 
components of the OPC will be located on the east fronting 
Jackson Park as a complement to the MSI. The outreach 
components of the OPC will be located on the west linking 
the Woodlawn community and the University of Chicago. A 
new technical college and creative hub will be built around the 
existing community gardens and farmer’s market on South 

Dorchester Avenue. The activation of South Dorchester Avenue, 
which will include infill housing, is aimed at strengthening 
the relationship between the community and the university. 
Across the Illinois Central tracks, a hotel will be built on 
Stony Island Avenue of similar height to nearby residential 
towers, with views over Jackson Park to Lake Michigan. As a 
unique combination of architecture, landscape architecture 
and engineering, the OPC sweeping over the blockage of 
the elevated railroad tracks on The Midway will convert a 
missed opportunity of the past into a subtle but spectacular 
commitment to Chicago’s future. Initial design studies for the 
Midway Plaisance site – and the 63rd Street site – were 
undertaken in association with MPlan student Megaharto 
Harpandi from Indonesia.

Urban design framework

Midway Plaisance, Jackson Park
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Aerial perspective northwest to Obama Presidential Center

Street section west along Stony Island Avenue with Obama Presidential Center on the right

Perspective west on 60th Street with Obama Presidential Center on right
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Olmsted & Vaux design for the railroad crossing on The Midway, 1871 
 
Source: Chicago Park District 

  

Olmsted & Vaux design for the railroad 
crossing on The Midway, 1871

Source: Chicago Park District

In this scenario, the ‘Blanik Knight’ Masaryk 
Memorial will be relocated to a more suitable 
location near the Harris School of Public Policy 
on The Midway, in tune with the philosophy 
and political ideals of Czech statesman Tomáš 
Garrigue Masaryk (1850-1937), who was 
associated with the University of Chicago in the 
first decades of the 20th century.
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(If) site selected (Then) design outcome

Washington Park,
Garfield Boulevard

Washington Park,
51st Street

Woodlawn,
63rd Street

Woodlawn,
Cottage Grove 

Jackson Park,
63rd Street

Jackson Park,
Midway Plaisance

The proposal draws the landscape quality of Washington Park into the site without a need to develop in the park while reinforcing the street edge and in particular 
the high-profile corner of Garfield Boulevard and Martin Luther King Drive. The design would maximise integration with the Green Line ‘L’ station on the site, while 
respecting the adjoining Edmund Burke Elementary School and building on the innovation of the nearby Washington Park Arts Incubator. The site has the potential 
to benefit from an east-west light rail running from Englewood to Hyde Park, which would connect the OPC with the Du Sable Museum of African-American 
History and the University of Chicago.

The proposal is conceived as an architectonic landscape folded into the contours of Washington Park, sited as an attractor to activate streets between the 51st Street 
‘L’ station on the Green Line and the highly-valued institutions of Provident Hospital and Walter H. Dyett High School. As a largely underground facility, the OPC 
would be built in the park without taking away the quality of the park. The relocation of Ellsworth Drive from the corner of the 51st Street and Martin Luther King 
Drive would calm traffic and re-establish the integrity of the park as green space in the Olmsted tradition. The entrance structure on 51st Street, notionally shown as 
a Miesian pavilion, would be both understated and distinctively 'Chicagoan' in relation to the Miesian forms and site planning of Walter H. Dyett High School.

The proposal locates the OPC outreach activities in a row of shop fronts on vacant city-owned land on the major east-west ‘mile street’ of 63rd Street in central 
Woodlawn near the Cottage Grove ‘L’ Station terminus of the Green Line, with the library, museum and archive located in an adjoining beacon-like tower 
incorporating a vertical farm - a landmark presence in relation to the University of Chicago, the distant towers of The Loop and the surrounding neighborhoods of 
the South Side.

The proposal locates the OPC on the corner of 63rd Street and the major north-south ‘mile street’ of Cottage Grove Avenue in central Woodlawn, immediately 
adjoining the Cottage Grove ‘L’ Station. The OPC would gain distinction through preservation and adaptive reuse of the semi-derelict 1920s commercial building 
on this corner, the former Washington Park National Bank – a remnant of the once thriving commercial core of Woodlawn. Active storefronts on 63rd Street under 
the steel structure of the ‘L’ would help re-establish the character and identity of Woodlawn. The main entrance to the OPC on Cottage Grove Avenue would be 
a dramatic atrium, linking the 1920s neo-classical bank building with a companion building, newly-built of similar scale around a light-filled space with interior 
landscape elements and through-site connections.

The proposal, through a land swap arrangement with the adjoining YMCA building would achieve a development on Stony Island Avenue that relates back to the 
Woodlawn community while directly facing Jackson Park in the monumental tradition of Burnham’s Chicago. The OPC and its outreach elements would activate 
63rd Street in this gateway location, relate to the long-established educational centers of excellence – Hyde Park Academy High School and Mount Carmel High 
School – and in a complex grouped around a distinctive 63rd street station on the Metra South Shore line, would give presence to a new and expanded YMCA 
together with the high-profile Apostolic Church of God, renowned for its long involvement in Woodlawn community activism.

The proposal locates the OPC on the central axis of the Midway Plaisance as an architectonic work of landscape architecture and infrastructure crossing the 
elevated tracks built by the Illinois Central Railroad, integrated with the 59th Street station of the Metra South Shore line. The OPC would reinterpret the original 
Olmsted & Vaux geometry of circular pools in this location in a dynamic linear extrusion around circular plazas, with an elevated walkway carried on to connect 
with Jackson Park and the Museum of Science & Industry. The museum, library and archive components of the OPC would be located on the east as a complement 
to the MSI fronting Jackson Park. The outreach components would be located on the west linking the Woodlawn community with the University of Chicago. The 
Masaryk Memorial would be relocated to a more meaningful location on the Midway near the Harris School of Public Policy. 

Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
Summary and Evaluation for Selecting Preferred Site

The study does not recommend a preferred site for the Obama 
Presidential Center from the six transit-oriented locations 
investigated on the South Side of Chicago. Instead, as a 
guide to decision-making by the Obama Foundation and the 
people of Chicago, the study seeks to make explicit the values 
which would be expressed in the selection of each site. All six 
sites were proposed on the basis that they would be highly-
accessible – within five minutes’ walk from a transit station – 

urban, regenerative and visionary, subject to the over-arching 
principle framed by Jane Jacobs that good streets make 
good cities. 

This value assessment is structured as follows: 1) if, the 
site is selected, 2) then, it would deliver particular design 
opportunities, 3) because, of the embedded values represented 
by the decision.
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The decision to site the OPC in the Washington Park community at the corner of Martin Luther King Drive and Garfield Boulevard would combine the values of neighborliness and community 
empowerment, through direct physical engagement with the streets and blocks of the suburb; strong Chicago identity, through an iconic presence on Martin Luther King Drive and the South 
Side boulevard system; due process in development, through infill on urban land and activation of streets without alienation of public parklands and the loss of valued landscape elements, such 
as the Washington Park arboretum with its collection of ancient trees; and a high level of accessibility, efficiency and resilience, through integrated transit connections north-south and 
east-west.

(Because) desired value outcome is as follows 

The decision to site the OPC as a largely underground facility in the north-west corner of Washington Park would combine the values of distinctive identity, through unconventional design 
and provocative but sensitive placement in the park; respect for Chicago’s Olmsted tradition, through making the OPC subservient to landscape while building in the park, a naturalistic element 
interwoven with curved pathways creating high-use desire lines in and around the constituent parts of the OPC; effectiveness in neighborhood activation, through siting the OPC and associated 
outreach elements as a series of attractors within a network of community institutions noted for their strong historical associations, their role in contemporary democratic protest, their central 
contribution to community identity, and in the case of Provident Hospital – founded in 1891, the first African-American owned and operated hospital in the United States – association with 
President Obama’s noted legacy of Obamacare.

The decision to build the OPC as a creative fusion of old and new around the adaptive re-use of a 1920s commercial building on the corner 63rd Street and Cottage Grove Avenue, Woodlawn 
would combine the values of integrity and civility, through re-making the commercial core of Woodlawn in a way which would build on its traditions; transparency and accountability through 
investment in a long-blighted urban hub; neighborliness and community empowerment, through the re-establishment of store fronts and the activation of the commercial streets of Woodlawn; 
and strong Chicago identity, through physical location of the OPC in a restored historic bank building next to the elevated steel structure of the ‘L’.

The decision to build the OPC as the centerpiece of a civic center in the City Beautiful tradition on Stony Island Avenue between the Woodlawn community and Jackson Park Design would 
combine the values of cohesion in diversity, through the balanced integration of a national institution and community facilities in a framed ensemble; boldness and adaptability, through the 
tough decision to demolish the YMCA in order to create the avenue frontage site for the OPC, rebuilding the ‘Y’ bigger and better than before across sports fields to the west; neighborliness and 
community empowerment, through street activation and the dramatic featuring of community assets; innovation and added value, through creative synergies with Hyde Park Academy High 
School and Mt Carmel High School; and strong Chicago identity, through evocation of the World’s Columbian Exposition monumentality that graced Jackson Park in 1893.

The decision to build the OPC on the Midway Plaisance over the elevated railroad tracks at 59th and 60th Streets would combine the values of boldness and adaptability, through creative 
remaking of the utilitarian blockage of the axial sweep of the Midway by the elevated railroad tracks; integrity, civility and cohesion, through a facility which would symbolically and practically 
seek to heal the long and at times bitter division between the Woodlawn community and the University of Chicago; and innovation and distinctive design, through a unique combination of 
architecture, landscape architecture and engineering which would convert a missed opportunity of the past into a subtle but spectacular commitment to Chicago’s future.

The decision to site the OPC on 63rd Street, Woodlawn would combine the values of transparency and accountability with respect to community uplift, through investment in a long-blighted 
urban district involving infill of vacant city-owned land; neighborliness and community empowerment, through the re-establishment of store fronts and the activation of streets; distinct 
identity and innovation, through a landmark tower integrated with urban agriculture in demonstration of the Obamas’ commitment to health and well-being worldwide and as an inspiration to 
the community gardening movement in the South Side neighborhoods.
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The six alternative locations for the OPC proposed in this study, shown as 400m radius TOD zones in Washington Park and Woodlawn

Obama Presidential Center, Chicago
City Wide Initiatives  

The Obama Presidential Center on the South Side of Chicago 
will be the first truly urban Presidential Library, very different 
from its predecessors in its outreach activities both global and 
local. At a global scale, the OPC will be part of the Global City 
power of Chicago. At a local scale, the OPC has the potential to 
drive significant change in the socio-economic profile and built 
form of the South Side. 

The MUDD21 Studio found, however, that the official sites 
selected by the Obama Foundation in the Olmsted parks are 
too isolated to draw economic activity into much needed areas 
of Washington Park and Woodlawn. In our view, the OPC will 
only become a catalyst for change in these neighborhoods 
through creative and committed Transit Oriented Development. 

Given the current level of disinvestment and dysfunction in the 
neighborhoods despite support from powerful entities such as 
the Macarthur Foundation, the New Communities Program, 
the Preservation of Affordable Housing and the Housing 
Assistance Program; community activist groups such as The 
Woodlawn Organization; and incentive mechanisms such as 
Tax Increment Financing and Low Income Housing Tax Credits, 
the base conditions are basic indeed. In response, the TOD 
strategy has to be simple and direct. This means the Obama 
Presidential Center has to be located within a five minute walk 
from a transit station. Only with intense pedestrian activity 
within that 400m zone will socio-economic uplift be initiated 
and sustained in any meaningful way. 

The six alternative sites proposed in this study show the 
potential of such a TOD strategy centred on transit stations in 
Washington Park and Woodlawn with the Obama Presidential 
Center as anchor and attractor in each instance. As stated in 
our evaluation table (previous page), choosing among the six 

sites is a question of values. At the same time, it is clear from 
the aerial photo above that selection of one site out of the 
six will leave vast tracts of the South Side bereft of economic 
stimulus and hope. To effect substantive change in this part of 
Chicago, the OPC must be part of a bigger plan.
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City Wide Initiatives:

A big plan for the South Side of Chicago is necessary to achieve 
effective transformation of its social and economic conditions. 
Here the Obama Presidential Center has the potential to be 
one of many initiatives. Due to its global profile, the OPC 
could be the most important of these and hence a catalyst at a 
structural level to bring together existing and proposed projects 
in a 21st century CITY VISION. 

The MUDD21 Studio has identified ten projects, which together 
could transform the South Side:

(1) O’Hare-Midway-South Side CTA Belt Line - a transit 
connection along existing rail corridors that would link 
the South Side with O'Hare Aiport and its burgeoning 
employment opportunities. 

(2) Metra South Shore Line CTA Conversion – an upgrade 
of existing rail services operating as a regional commuter 
service to rapid transit mode with quick links to and from 
The Loop.

(3) Michael Reese Hospital Redevelopment – much-needed 
re-investment in this site on the edge of Chicago’s oldest 
African American community in Bronzeville.

(4) Black Metropolis National Heritage Area – currently under 
review for dedication by the U.S. Congress as an essential 
affirmation of Black Culture in American life.

(5) Obama Presidential Center – the centrepiece of the 
initiative, a game-changer for Chicago and the South Side.

(6) Midway-Englewood-Washington Park-Hyde Park Light 
Rail – an east-west connector extending from Englewood 
to the successful 53rd Street Revitalization Area in Hyde 
Park through Washington Park past the Du Sable Museum 
of African American History to the University of Chicago 
Medical Center and the University of Chicago Campus.

(7) Chicago Lakeside Development – spectacular 
redevelopment of the former U.S. Steel South Works steel 
mill on the shore of Lake Michigan proposed as a best 
practice demonstration of sustainable development by 
SOM in 2014.

(8) CTA Red Line Extension – proposed by the CTA in 2014 
to extend the Red Line from 95th Street to 130th Street, 
increasing accessibility for the far South Side community.

(9) Calumet Water Enterprise Trade Zone – proposed by 
Martin Felsen from IIT to revitalize industrial lands near 
the Illinois/Indiana state line using recycled water from the 
Calumet Water Reclamation Plant.

(10) Pullman National Monument – the model industrial town 
designed by Solon S. Beman in the 1880s, proclaimed a U.S. 
National Monument by President Obama in 2015.

The combination of new employment opportunities, new 
levels of public transit accessibility across the metro region, 
new development projects and new institutions of global 
significance could transform Chicago, the segregated city, into 
an inspirational city of the 21st century.

Ten Moves for 21st Century Chicago

“Make no little plans” 
– Daniel H. Burnham, 1907

(1) O’Hare-Midway-South Side CTA 
Belt Line 

(2) Metra South Shore Line CTA 
Conversion 

(3) Michael Reese Hospital 
Redevelopment 

(4) Black Metropolis National 
Heritage Area 

(5) Obama Presidential Center 
(6) Midway-Englewood-

Washington Park-Hyde Park 
Light Rail 

(7) Chicago Lakeside Development
(8) CTA Red Line Extension
(9) Calumet Water Enterprise 
 Trade Zone 
(10) Pullman National Monument

Source (top):  Skidmore, Owings and Merrill (SOM), 
http://www.som.com/projects/chicago_lakeside_
master_plan

Source (middle): Chicago Transit Authority (CTA), 
http://www.transitchicago.com/redeis/ 

Source (bottom): Metropolitan Water Reclamation 
District of Greater Chicago (MWRD), http://www.
debrashore.org/annualreport2014.html
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International Studio, 2015-2016

New Neighbourhoods for
Prenzlauer Berg

Berlin is in the midst of rapid population growth – caused 
partially by attraction to the lifestyle and creativity promised 
by the city and partially by the immigration influx of the 
refugee crisis in Europe. This population growth is combining 
with investment patterns to cause a housing shortage in the 
city centre. In order to maintain its identity as an affordable 
creative city, Berlin is working towards policy solutions and 
looking for complimentary urban design solutions.

Berlin has experienced large fluctuations in population many 
times throughout its history. In the mid-nineteenth century, 
Berlin’s population exploded as the city became an industrial 
power. New laws and a new city plans were developed to 
cope with this expansion – one such implementation was 
James Hobrecht’s 1862 city expansion plan. The focus of the 
international studio was to evaluate the 1862 expansion 
plan, identify its applicability to Berlin’s need for increased 
density today and design a solution for mass affordable 
housing on a site in northeast Berlin.

Prior to travelling to Berlin, two teams in Sydney in the 
Semester 2 Studio 1 class convened by Professor James 
Weirick, analysed the development potential within the 
Hobrecht Plan’s ring structure. One team responded to 
the city’s ‘Green Moabit’ initiative and investigated the 
transitional neighbourhood in Moabit West around the 
famous AEG Turbine Hall designed by Peter Behrens in 1909 
and still in its original use as part of the Siemens Gas Turbine 
Plant. Heavy industry, however, is leaving this part of Berlin, 
creating spaces for start ups and creative industries, together 
with new residential developments. The team proposed to 
build a Hobrecht square, planned in 1862 but never realised, 
as the centre of a revitalised mixed use neighbourhood. The 
second team found that the neighbourhood of Wedding, in 
Berlin Mitte, although identified as a ‘Transformation Area 

for 2030’ by the Senate Department for Urban Development 
& the Environment was already home to a large migrant 
population and lacked the ability to provide more housing 
without diluting the cultural richness of this urban quarter.  
Instead, a site beyond Hobrecht’s outermost ring road was 
selected for an extension of Hobrecht’s urban forms across 
a formless tract of motorways and big box retail centres 
under the flight path of Tegel Airport at Kurt-Schumacher-
Platz. This area is scheduled for redevelopment when Tegel 
Airport is closed on completion of the long-delayed Berlin 
Brandenberg Airport.  

The Studio 1 teams were joined by their senior classmates 
on the ground in Berlin, and project teams were assembled 
in conjunction with students from our host university, the 
Technische Universität (TU) Berlin. On an assigned site 
in Prenzlauer Berg centred on the late modernist Ernst 
Thälmann Estate built by the former German Democratic 
Republic in the early 1980s, students evaluated the historic 
and current context and proposed a culturally appropriate 
housing solution to stimulate significant growth on the site 
and in the surrounding neighbourhoods. The urban design 
frameworks created in Berlin were critically reflected upon 
and revised once back in Sydney. 

The studio continued engagement with the CITY VISIONS 
thematic windows, exploring these grand narratives in 
relation to one hundred years of development in and 
around the Ernst Thälmann Estate. This eclectic site within 
Hobrecht’s 19th century grid encouraged engagement with 
“The Big Plan” and the “Strategic Plan”, together with “New 
Models for Dense Urban Living” and “Renewal of Working 
Class Neighbourhoods.”

Convenor: Dr Scott Hawken, with Professor Karl Fischer 
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“Der Kiez” and 
the Urban 
Masterplan
Felix Bentlin and 
Scott Hawken

Felix Bentlin Dr. Scott Hawken

Global cities such as San Francisco, Sydney, New York and 
London are finding themselves in the grip of housing crises as 
their very success drives up real-estate prices and affordable 
housing evaporates. Sydney trails Hong Kong in number 
one spot as the most unaffordable city in the world for both 
renting and buying a house. This is not simply a factor of 
global markets but a combination of regressive policies that 
favour the construction of the wrong type of housing and the 
wrong housing markets. The result is an exclusive cityscape 
where affordable housing is pushed to the periphery of 
Sydney’s large urban footprint. 

In contrast Berlin is a model city for dealing with such 
housing problems even though it has not yet resolved its 
current formidable housing shortage. Once an outlier on 
the periphery of global networks, Berlin now finds itself 
as a desirable global location for investment. It is an island 
of opportunity in Europe’s desperate economic landscape 
and beckons as a liveable and welcoming place for both 
young creatives, vulnerable migrants and waves of refugees. 
What is clear to outsiders is that Berlin’s incisive historical 
consciousness and history of resilience, offer clear-eyed and 
fair strategies on how to deal with such pressures. Berlin is 
therefore the perfect laboratory for studying the technical 
design challenges of building mass housing, the social 
challenge of creating neighbourhoods, the financial challenge 
of making them affordable, and the political challenge of 
facilitating both diversity and cohesiveness. 

In November 2015 mass housing, housing affordability and 
neighbourhood design were topics for a shared exercise 
between students from the MUDD program at UNSW 
and students of the TU Berlin Urban Design Studio. Titled 
“Housing for the Masses: Old Ideas, New Forms of Housing” 
the joint studio focused on the development opportunities 
latent within the desirable nineteenth century ring of 
development around the historical centre, known as the “The 
Wilhelmine Ring”. This belt of development, characterised 
by radial streets and ring roads, irregular grids and squares 
together with Berlin’s first modern system of water supply, 
sewage and drainage, was planned by City Engineer and 
Building Director James Hobrecht (1825-1902) as one of 
the notable 19th century expansion plans from the same era 
as the Vienna Ringstrasse and Ildefons Cerdà’s Barcelona 
Eixample. 

When the plan was approved in 1862 a somewhat 
unintended consequence was that significant areas were 
filled out with dense tenements in an explosion of greed 
and speculation. Large parts of the ring became a landscape 
of exploitation, overcrowding and squalor that marred the 
reputation of its planner, Hobrecht. Today, however, with 
lower occupancy rates, the belt is amongst the most desirable 
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“…the ring became a 
landscape of exploitation, 
overcrowding and squalor 

that marred the reputation 
of its planner, Hobrecht. 

Today, however, with lower 
occupancy rates, the belt 

is amongst the most 
desirable urban areas of 
contemporary Berlin…”

urban areas of contemporary Berlin, made up of rapidly 
gentrifying districts such as Kreuzberg, Neukölln, Wedding, 
Gesundbrunnen, Prenzlauer Berg, Friedrichshain, Schöneberg 
and Moabit and more bourgeois suburbs such as, Tiergarten, 
and Charlottenburg. This ring is one of the most creative 
parts of Berlin and also among the best serviced making it 
the ideal location for newcomers of all types. 

The Hobrecht expansion plan for Berlin stimulated city 
growth in a capitalist sense but also created distinctive urban 
patterns, forms and spaces. Fourteen section plans composed 
by Hobrecht introduced different typologies to the public 
realm: including boulevards, promenades, neighbourhood 
squares, among other types. They are structural elements of 
the expansion framework and formed the dominant image 
of Berlin as a modern city on par with London and Paris – 
two cities that inspired Hobrecht. In the Hobrecht Plan the 
combination of Parisian style radial and ring streets, and an 
even distribution of squares, following the pattern of London, 
make up the spatial frame. A detailed examination of such 
structures provides clues to the growth and evolution of 19th 
century Berlin. The historical dimensions of the expansion 
plan as well as its transformations over time are the focus of a 
recently launched research project by TU Berlin.

Analyses show Hobrecht’s Squares follow different spatial 
patterns determined by social and topographic features. In 
the northern and eastern reaches of the Hobrecht plan, they 
tend to be in the middle of large workers’ districts, untouched 
by big radial avenues and peripheral roads. In the south-
west, by contrast, several are situated on the big chaussées 
associated with the palaces in Charlottenburg and Potsdam, 
whilst others are located on tangential roads and more 
typical boulevards.

The public squares also define the dimensions of 
neighbourhoods. Through their repetition, they calibrate 
the scale of the masterplan and have evolved as adaptable 
elements of a growing city. These squares or “plätze” tend 
to act as nuclei of what we might call a neighbourhood, 
and what the Berliners call a “kiez”. While the term kiez 
has strong Berlin social and cultural connotations, a kiez 
is conceptually close to the squares of the London estates 
– designed essentially as a device for increasing property 
values in their immediate environment. As such they differ 
from the 1929 neighbourhood concept as formalized and 
distilled into a set of spatial and social principles by Clarence 
Perry. Regardless of these political and economic origins, 
today these spaces are considered to be fundamental in 
providing integrated neighbourhood services, sustainable 
growth strategies, distinct identity and resilience to 
demographic and social changes.

The tension between the close, neighbourly quality of the 
existing kiez, and the dislocation and spatial trauma provoked 
in the past by World War II destruction, Cold War isolation 
and division, mid-20th century motorway construction and 
modernist housing estates; and in recent years by forces 
of global migration and real-estate investment, requires 
today’s designers to re-appraise the masterplan as a tool 
for providing mass housing. What is the urban designer’s 
toolkit in facing these challenges? Working with the spatial 
paradigms of the 19th and 20th century the urban designer 
must design the process of engagement with such historical 
types and devise ways for the political economy to generate 
greater density, affordability, liveability and inclusive urban 
experiences within existing urban patterns.

Dr Scott Hawken convened the UNSW MUDD21 Berlin 
Studio; Felix Bentlin co-tutored in the joint UNSW-TU 
Berlin studio, he is a Research Assistant in the Fachgebiet 
Städtebau und Siedlungswesen, Institut für Stadt- und 
Regionalplanung (ISR), TU Berlin.
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Like no other capital city in Western Europe, Berlin has been 
exposed to ups and downs in growth expectations leading 
to radical turns in strategic decisions of urban planning and 
urban design since 1989 in parallel with persisting cultural 
controversies. To understand the current scene of urbanism in 
Berlin as a basis for meaningful interventions we have to see 
what has been happening in these fields since the 1980s. 
Following the fall of the wall in 1989, Berlin quickly became 
an exceptionally vibrant cultural metropolis in Europe. On 
the one hand, the reunified city was discovered as a Sleeping 
Beauty and as an object for investment by global financial 
interests. In fact, this happened twice – first in the office 
sector in Berlin’s centre and then, after the Global Financial 
Crisis, in the housing sector. Initially, these investment 
activities were focused on the redevelopment of Potsdamer 
Platz and the area around the famous boulevard “Unter 
den Linden” and along Friedrichstrasse in former socialist 
East Berlin. This area quickly became an arena for real 
estate speculation driven by globalized capital in search for 
investment options that seemed to be missing elsewhere. The 
area had been one of the most important commercial centres 
of Berlin before World War II and seemed to be an attractive 
point of entry for developers now that this part of the city 
was accessible for them. 

But overall, the prices for land and property, as well as rents, 
remained surprisingly low for another decade, and so did the 
cost of living. This was a basis for a clustering of artistically 
creative workers, for the growth of an alternative cultural 
scene, and for what we might call a classic bohemian and 
arts culture, measurable also in the burgeoning of urban 
cultural tourism and related service industries. In addition, 
the absence of fees at universities – just as in most other 
places in Germany –helped foster a lively student scene. 
Until today, the city thrives on the urbanisation economies 
of artistic innovation, but Berlin’s economy is still relatively 
weak. The growth of jobs at a level as might have been 
expected by Richard Florida’s arguments in Cities and the 
Creative Class (2004) has not happened. This is highlighted 
by the description chosen by Berlin’s mayor in 2004 as 
“poor but sexy”. 

Berlin was called a “renters’ city” (“Mieterstadt”), because 
it had a higher percentage of rented housing than any other 
German city; and German cities have a higher proportion of 
rented housing than most cities in Europe anyway. While 
this is still the case, a strong current towards privatisation 
of housing began in 1989. This development laid the 
foundation for today’s huge housing shortage that had found 
little recognition at the official political level until the arrival 
of the wave of refugee from the Middle East and Africa in 
2015. Today, this is certainly Berlin’s greatest challenge. But 
there is a range of other challenges that have been present 

Berlin since 
the Fall of the 
Wall
Karl Fischer

Professor Karl Fischer
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since re-unification. Among these is the reduction in planning 
and administrative staff which has contributed to a number of 
major “planning disasters” including the failure of completing 
the new airport in Brandenburg – a cause of 
tremendous embarrassment.  

In the 1980s the most significant cultural controversy had 
found its culmination in Berlin’s International Building 
Exhibition (IBA) of 1987 and its underlying major concepts of 
“Careful Urban Renewal” directed at the sensitive repair and 
regeneration of neighbourhoods and “Critical Reconstruction” 
applied where the destruction had left no buildings that could 
be repaired. There, new construction followed the structural 
principles of what had been in place before. These concepts 
were cornerstones in the transformation of the city of post-
war modernism, transcending features such as functional 
segregation, tower and slab developments as well as top-
down and automobile-centred planning. The new principles 
found wide reception in the international urban design scene.

These principles continued to be applied after the fall of the 
wall, when one of the most urgent tasks consisted in restoring 
the run-down East Berlin tenement housing districts. 
The debate on how the two parts of the city should be 
developed and joined together was shaped by an associated 
cultural controversy centred on the alternatives of “the 
European City” versus the notion of the “US-American City” 
characterised by high-rise developments. This eventually 
culminated in the urban design concept of the “Planwerk 
Innenstadt Berlin” (1996). This was a framework for the 
urban design of the inner city, which essentially aimed for 
the critical reconstruction of the urban layout as it had been 
prior to World War I, with perimeter block buildings of up to 
22 m cornice height and a reduction of the space devoted to 
automobile traffic.

The years up to the mid-1990s were characterized by 
a climate of euphoria. Re-established as the capital of 
Germany in this strategic location between the old East 
and West blocs, Berlin was expected to re-gain its pre-war 
significance. Optimistic projections assumed big corporations 
would relocate their headquarters from Frankfurt, Hamburg, 
Munich and Düsseldorf; so would the media industry as well 
as a majority of new, innovative and economically productive 
industries. There were voices warning that this was wishful 
thinking, considering the de-centralised locational pattern of 
corporations in the Federal Republic. But the planners were 
adamant predicting a population increase from 3.4 Million in 
1989 to 5 Million by 2010.

So construction went ahead on several big urban projects, 
akin to New Towns, that were built on the periphery of the 
city. In contrast to the suburban and high-rise estates of the 

post-war decades, the “Water Cities” of Rummelsburg and 
Spandau, as well as Karow and the new urbanist exemplar of 
Kirchsteigfeld near Potsdam were mixed-use, compact urban 
developments representative of the new typology of “New 
Urban Quarters” (“Neue Stadtquartiere”). Berlin’s population 
growth, however, did not materialise as predicted, and so the 
built results of the master-planned projects did not live up 
to expectations. By 2015, the population of Berlin had only 
increased to 3.5 million.

The decades after the fall of the wall were thus influenced 
by a series of high expectations followed by disillusionment 
and stagnation. Initially, rents were only slowly rising, but 
gentrification was accelerating after the millennium and 
sky-rocketed in the aftermath of the global financial crisis, 
which re-directed the attention of global capital to Berlin’s 
real estate market, this time in the housing sector. Thus, a 
majority of recent housing projects have been geared towards 
the interests of global investors focused on up-market 
segments, as exemplified by the Europa City project currently 
under construction just north of Berlin’s new Central Station. 
While built with an eye towards sustainability in physical 
design, only 43 of its 2,850 apartments are in the 
affordable category.

Social housing had virtually been discontinued in the 1990s, 
and the contractual obligations to keep rents low in certain 
sectors of the social housing market were about to run out 
completely. These factors contributed to rising pressure. 
Housing shortages and social polarisation were thus already 
becoming dramatic, when a completely new situation 
emerged in 2015 with the arrival of a big wave of 80,000 
refugees from Syria and other countries. Suddenly population 
projections had to be dramatically up-scaled; the dramatic 
nature of the housing crisis could no longer be overlooked.

The urgency of providing housing for the refugees means 
that the processes of planning and implementation have 
to be speeded up in a way as never before. This poses 
significant practical problems and the of risk political 
conflict. Where and how to strike the balance between fast 
tracking with reduced control, thereby jeopardising social 
and ecological principles, and speeding up the bureaucratic 
processes in a responsible way is currently a 
contentious matter.

This is the situation which the joint studio undertaken by 
the MUDD studio and TU Berlin Institut Städtebau und 
Regionalplanung took as a starting point, aiming to develop 
strategies and forms for an inclusive city with a focus on 
affordable housing for a broad spectrum of the population.
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Kreuzberg 
and the 
International 
Building 
Exhibition 
1987 
Jim Hudson 

Jim Hudson

West Berlin 1979: for almost two decades stranded in East 
Germany as an ‘island’ of the West, with little hope it seemed 
of the city, or the nation, ever being reunited. As part of 
the ‘capital of the Cold War’, both divided halves of the city 
had already seen exemplar urban renewal projects – the 
Hansaviertel in the West, and Stalinallee (now Karl-Marx-
Allee) in the East.

But if parts of West Berlin had played host to some of the 
most utopian design of the time, elsewhere – the south-
eastern district of Kreuzberg – was a living example of some 
of the worst and most cynical urban development. The 
area had long been in decline, with its largely 19th century 
housing blocks falling apart, and a large and poor immigrant 
population. At the same time, however, cheap rents and 
other factors (such as residents of West Berlin being able 
to avoid the military draft) fuelled Kreuzberg as a centre 
of political and social counter-culture, an area for artists, 
musicians and radical thinking, that importantly also included 
experimentation with squats and new ways of 
communal living.

The 1970s had seen redevelopment the centre of the district 
with the Neues Kreuzberger Zentrum– a series of large-
scale modernist housing blocks designed in anticipation of 
a major freeway which would have destroyed great swathes 
of the 19th century city grain, a destructive ‘urban renewal’ 
scheme typical of western cities at the time. But in the end 
the freeway never happened, and Kreuzberg was left with 
the vast development that had no integration with the urban 
grain around it, and became a ‘sink estate’ for the area’s 
poorer immigrant (predominantly Turkish) population.

In the 1980s, however, Kreuzberg became a major scene 
of Berlin’s remarkable post-modern International Building 
Exhibition known as the IBA, the ‘1987 Internationale 
BauAustellung’ (see synopsis of IBA, p. 103).

A huge number of varied projects were carried out as part 
of the IBA program, some of which added new structures, 
and some of which simply improved what was already there, 
but often with the involvement of the existing residents. 
Projects studied on the MUDD21 walking tour through this 
part of Berlin included a re-adoption of the old Berlin system 
of blocks around courtyards, such as the work by Hinrich 
and Inken Baller on Fraenkelufer. This brought innovative 
apartment design and landscaping into the core of the block, 
which in the past had been engulfed by small-scale factories 
and industrial sheds. 

Next door, a renovation scheme saw the refurbishment of 
a nineteenth century housing block that had been partly 
demolished. Saved through direct action, the remnant fabric 
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“The persistence of radical 
alternatives to untrammelled 
market forces remains one of 
the most powerful currents of 

Berlin’s urban culture”

was stabilised and transformed with an intricate series of 
connected community roof spaces and glazed facades. Today, 
several apartments are part of the student housing scheme of 
Berlin’s Technical University.

Other schemes included new schools (infilling the courtyards 
of housing blocks in new ways), new parks, landscaping and 
community projects. Some of these, which can’t be seen 
from the street as pieces of ‘architecture’ were important 
nonetheless – and sometimes marked a radical shift in 
thinking by allowing residents groups to rebuild their own 
buildings to fit with their own, often communitarian needs.

The IBA program has an ironic legacy – the Berlin Wall fell 
before many of the projects were completed, and Kreuzberg 
suddenly found itself reconnected and at the centre of the 
city. In trying to save a district of the city that was seen as a 
failure, the IBA program in effect did much to revive an area 
that is increasingly the most sought-after place to live in 
Berlin, leading to a new influx of much wealthier migrants 
and a rapid process of gentrification.

The positive legacies of the 1987 IBA for today’s Berlin 
include the return of perimeter block housing after the mid-
20th century experiment with modernist towers and slabs; 
and radical means of building procurement through direct 
action, now codified in the small but significant 
cohousing movement.

Cohousing in Berlin embraces a range of alternative housing 
models and approaches. These include traditional and new 
style cooperatives, community-driven housing, former squats 
with acquired legal rights, self-build multi-housing, and 
architect-led creative alternatives. Many of these models 
overlap and are still a niche phenomenon but are usually 
“self-organised building groups” or “Baugruppen”. These 
groups organise finance, acquire sites and become developers 
but the fundamental impulse tends to be strong community 
ideals and the making of homes imbued with use-value, not 
investment properties positioned in the market for exchange-
value. The persistence of radical alternatives to untrammelled 
market forces remains one of the most powerful currents of 
Berlin’s urban culture.

Jim Hudson is a London based writer on architecture and 
urbanism, author of the long-running blog ‘Architecture 
in Berlin’.

1987 Berlin International Building Exhibition (IBA)

The 1987 Berlin IBA pursued two strategies directed by two 
organisational branches. In the mixed-use neighbourhoods 
of the eastern part of Kreuzberg, one branch introduced 
the principles of ‘careful urban renewal’, for which its head, 
Hardt-Waltherr Hämer (1922-2012), had already laid the 
foundations in the 1970s. Careful urban renewal meant 
renovation instead of demolition; it strove to avoid the 
displacement of residents and to retain the traditional fine-
grain functional mix of housing and workshops in the area, 
the so-called ‘Kreuzberg Mix’. This strategy concerned with 
the regeneration of the old historic building stock was called 
‘IBA Altbau’. It could not work, however, in the western part 
of Kreuzberg, which had been much more severely damaged 
in the war. All that was left there was the grid of the baroque 
city extension, within which modernist agglomerations 
of large-scale housing projects had been built. This area 
provided a particular challenge. Here, the ‘IBA Neubau’ 
branch concentrated on experimenting with new forms of 
architecture and urban design without losing the connection 
with the past. Its director, the architect Josef-Paul Kleihues 
(1933-2004), had immersed himself in research on Berlin’s 
urban history for a number of years in preparation for this 
new task. He invented the method of ‘critical reconstruction’. 
This concept meant that, while employing new architecture, 
urban design was to follow the structural principles of what 
had been in place before wartime destruction. In the absence 
of pre-war buildings, the strategy therefore aimed for an 
orientation towards the historic pattern of streets and public 
spaces, parcels, building lines and heights, urban density, 
social mix as well as a mix of actors and architects. The 
term ‘critical’ meant keeping a critical distance to simply 
replicating the destroyed buildings. After the fall of the wall, 
this approach formed the basis of the 1996 ‘Planwerk Berlin’ 
strategy introduced and implemented by Berlin’s building 
director of the post-Wall era, Hans Stimmann.
   - Professor Karl Fischer
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin

 Xu Jingwen + Zhang Suxin + Zhang Yichao 

A project site was selected in the neighbourhood of Moabit. 
Founded in 1818 and located on the outer ring of the 1862 
Hobrecht Plan, Moabit experiences poor living conditions 
caused by industrial pollution, low education levels and 
abandoned buildings. Historically it was an industrial suburb, 
which creates a need for redevelopment, as Berlin’s economy 
has shifted to a creative and corporate culture. The site also 
contained fragmented green spaces that have potential for 
integration and the proposed urban design framework rebuilds 
a city square in the area originally outlined in the Hobrecht 
Plan. This, in combination with the new waterfront park, forms 
a new corridor and central hub for movement throughout the 
neighbourhood. The waterfront park also creates waterfront 
pedestrian walkways, revitalising the area and providing an 
area of respite in the midst of fast-paced city life. 

The site is located between two rail stations on the S-Bahn, 
a heavily trafficked train circling Berlin. Therefore, this 
provides an opportunity for implementation of a new S-Bahn 
station to provide residents with better access to jobs and 
education. Industrial buildings are adaptively reused to create 
better job opportunities for the area, and allotment gardens 
are provided to create a sense of community and produce 
locally-grown food for residents. A bicycle bridge further 
helps to easily connect a low-income population to amenities 
and opportunities in central Berlin. It connects the north and 
south banks of the River Spree, which runs through Berlin’s 
centre and forms the spine of much of Berlin’s commercial 
development.

Urban design framework

Urban Renewal in Moabit-West

MUDD 21 - City Visions II
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Blocks border of Hobrecht Plan (1862)

Aerial perspective looking northwest Aerial perspective looking southeast

Proposed buidling site Placement of various land uses Location of proposed station Pedestrian links to major facilities
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin

Kuang Wenjie + Miao Nijin + Ren Zihan + Sie Thung Lau 

A project site was selected in the neighbourhood of Wedding. 
Wedding is a multiethnic neighbourhood experiencing 
challenges in maintaining affordable housing and spaces for 
creative industries in a gentrifying climate. Currently, 30% 
of the population is Turkish, and cultural awareness and 
identity are important in the area. Its easy accessibility to the 
city centre and adjacency to the Tegel airport site makes it a 
highly desirable neighbourhood. The airport will be closed 
in five years and redeveloped into a mixed-use community 
including residences, a science research park, and industrial/
commercial area. Its projected residential population is 5,500 
and employment will be 15,000. The redevelopment impacts 
will put further pressure on Wedding to absorb an
increased population. 

Wedding is expected to face high traffic volumes in the 
future - both vehicular and pedestrian. As a solution, the urban 
design framework creates perimeter buildings to create an 
active street wall, while towers on the edges allow light to pass 
through. Walkable pathways provide easy access to interior 
courtyards and exterior public green spaces. The blocks will be 
subdivided in order to attract a mix of private and public land 
owners, thus creating building variety and social diversity in 
the neighbourhood. The project will provide 1000 apartments 
in addition to increased job opportunities for residents. To 
preserve Berlin’s identity as a low-rise city with ample open 
space, the project creates green belts and parks between 
buildings and at central intersections. The urban design 
framework will allow Wedding to create affordable housing 
and a mixed community before the airport redevelopment 
gentrifies the area. Therefore, it is a forward-thinking solution 
that prioritises the citizens of Berlin above the profitability 
of development. 

Urban design framework

Hobrecht Plan Extension, Wedding | TXL

MUDD 21 - City Visions II
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Aerial perspective of development

Existing site overlayed on Hobrecht Plan building blocks

Zoning Road and rail network

Mixed Use

Residential
Commercial

Community
Retail concentration

Water
Green space

Shared way

U-Bahn

Main road

Proposed air movement through permeable building blocks
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Mass Housing, Affordability, Hobrecht

Berlin’s population has experienced frequent rises and falls 
over time. The 1862 Hobrecht Plan was produced during a 
period of industrialisation and fast urbanisation; at the start 
of the 19th century, Berlin had a population of 170,000 and 
1.8 million at the end of the century. One of the main goals of 
the plan was to regulate city expansion. Although it had mixed 
results, its legacy is enormous, and there is a lot to be learnt 
from the processes of its design, implementation 
and transformation. 

In 2006, Berlin was named a ‘City of Design’ by UNESCO 
for its flourishing creative culture – and the city seeks to 
maintain this. Berlin’s development is embedded in a range 
of participatory processes, and in order to stem the tide of 
galloping gentrification, there is a strong focus on social mix, 

social cohesion, and affordable housing in neighbourhoods. 
The city’s policies further advocate for these goals. Berlin 
targets 25-33% affordable housing in all new projects (Lütke 
Daldrup 2015), has non-profit land ownership models (for 
instance, “Baugruppen” involve groups of citizens buying 
plots of land as well as building together to keep costs down 
and form strong communities), caps rent increases over a 
three-year period, and requires citizens to seek approval for 
holiday homes or home conversions. The subsidised housing 
stock had been in decline until recently, and Berlin has plans 
in place to double it by 2025. Berlin’s detailed and thoughtful 
planning process was set up to create well-designed socially 
mixed solutions to housing needs; however, this also means 
it struggles to keep up with the construction speed to meet 
housing demand.

Gentrification has been expanding and 
is a force to consider in our project site 
in Prenzlauer Berg.

Berlin’s highly participatory urban 
planning culture and rising rents have 
led to much community activism and 
protests to keep rents affordable.
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1914

1949 1961 1989

1920 1933 1945 1970
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1871

Hobrecht 
plan launched

German Empire Weimar Republic Federal Republic and German Democratic Republic
Cold War Period

Federal Republic

City divided into 
East and West

 Berlin Wall 
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Berlin Wall 
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Reunification 
of Germany
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In 2015, population growth had exceeded the highest forecast. It is expected to increase by 400,000 (since 
2011), not including refugees and 600,000 including refugees.

Current Population Forecast 2015
in relation to population projection 2011-2030

Source: Lütke Daldrup 2015

Source: http://cdn4.spiegel.de/images/image-
258053-panoV9-xrbs-258053.jpg

National
Socialist 
Period

2007

Global Financial 
Crisis/accelerating 
housing crisis

1989 2016

1853
Building Ordinance

1987

IBA
‘87

Capital of Federal RepublicEast Berlin Capital of GDR
Hobrecht Era

Capital of German Empire

Inter-war Modernism    Post-War Modernist Period               Post-Modern Period Post-Wall Era

1957

IBA
‘57

MUDD 21 - City Visions II

108



Social Housing

Social housing production has been in decline since land privatisation, and the trend is expected to continue.

Policies prioritising affordability Social cohesion

To combat social segregation, the city of 
Berlin has initiatives/programs that seek to 
involve citizens in the improvement of their 
neighbourhood, empower them to 
participate in development and create 
small improvement projects.

The Hobrecht Plan was produced during a period of industrialisation and fast urbanisation. At 
the start of the 19th century, Berlin had a population of 170,000 and at the end had 1.8 million. 
Key task was to regulate city expansion and was mostly implemented by private stakeholders. 
Only detailed the street area and boundary lines for housing construction; resulted in the rise of 
private speculation and thus, highly dense blocks. Regulations were focused on fire access to the 
building, which determined dimensions of the courtyards.

Mod/Inst RL
WoBindG
BelBindG

Mod/Inst RL-Forecast
WoBindG-Forecast
BelBindG-Forcast

To ensure housing affordability, Berlin has 
several policies on affordability including:
• Rent Index System which regulates 

rental prices
• Rent control: 192M euros per year 

(for 2016 & 2017) will be contributed 
(Lütke Daldrup 2015)

• Rent increases are limited to 15% in 
three years  

• Minimum 25% social housing             
is required 

• 2012 creation of the Alliance for Social 
Housing Policy and Affordable Rent

• Berlin plans to increase social housing 
stock through 2025

The Rent Index System which highlights 
high, medium, and low market rental areas 
throughout Berlin. It is used to set limits to 
ensure rental prices do not exceed 
comparable prices by more than 10%. 

Source: Wohnungsmarktbericht IBB 2015

Source: http://www.stadtentwicklung.berlin.de/wohnen/
mietspiegel/de/wohnlagenkarte.shtml

Source: Neighbourhood Management in Berlin

Source: Geist-Kürvers 1984, in Bodenschatz 2013

Types of subsidised housing in Berlin
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Initial 11 Design Schemes

Prenzlauer Berg is a suburb located to the northeast of 
Berlin’s city centre in the district of Pankow. Project teams 
were assigned a site with an amazingly complex set of 
variables to consider when redeveloping. At the physical 
level, these variables include ample open spaces, quickly 
changing topography, segmentation by rail tracks, Deutsche 
Demokratische Republik (DDR/GDR) era residential tower 
blocks, district government offices, a public school, a swimming 
pool, a large industrial centre, abandoned rail tracks and 
heritage protected buildings. One of the most notable 
features on site is an immense statue of Ernst Thälmann; a 
Communist Party leader-turned-martyr.  Surrounding the 
site, there is a mix of Hobrecht era courtyard buildings and 
early 20th century typologies. As rental prices have been 
slowly increasing in Prenzlauer Berg, the project site provides 
a unique opportunity for affordable housing. The site is well 
connected to public transport as it is within walking distance 
of S-Bahn stations (Greifswalder & Prenzlauer Allee), light rail 
and bus stops.   

Given the complexities on site and Berlin’s need for mass 
affordable housing, students were tasked to create design 
proposals for the site that considered the 1862 Hobrecht 
Plan for Berlin’s expansion but also created a new vision 
for its development. Students spent long hours designing 
in TU-Berlin’s studio space to create eleven schemes for 
redevelopment, each with a different perspective on housing 
typologies, neighbourhood identity, and walkable routes.  
Berlin’s concept of a “kiez”, a small neighbourhood with a 
close-knit self-realised identity, featured strongly in student 
design strategies.  Once back in Sydney, students refined the 
schemes further into six designs.

Urban Nucleus
This scheme aims to revitalise the existing Prenzlauer Berg 

neighbourhood through a self-contained community, a self-
sustaining ecology and a self-sufficient economy that will 

benefit potential inhabitants. There is an emphasis upon the 
connectivity of green spaces as a catalyst for social interaction. 

Living in Green Oasis
The scheme intended to integrate green technology into the 

building systems and park connections. It encourages solar 
panel use amongst the new development and integrated water 
sustainable urban design is promoted in order to create a new 

urban habitat.

Boardway
This scheme focused on connecting the urban blocks to 

the hustling main streets while retaining the existing site 
characteristics. Additionally, introducing new programs, such as 

an artistic centre, will create community resources that appeal 
to a variety of prospective inhabitants. 

Health Kiez
The scheme intended to create a healthy neighbourhood 

through the provision of public health infrastructure and green 
connectivity. The heritage buildings are to be adaptively reused 

for health and medical uses. 

We were privileged to work with the graduate students in City Planning and Urban Design 
from TU Berlin in the groups which produced these eleven schemes. For their discussions, 
deep knowledge, creative input and friendship we thank: Emile Al-Daccache, Lisa Blum, 
Andrés Cruz Aguiar, Tabea Enderle, Felix Franke, Fanny Harder, Lukas Hellwig, Meno 
Hoffman, Lena Horst, Melana Jäckels, Sarah Manz, Laura Mark, Hannah Münzer, Irina 
Pelmegow, Lucas Rauch, Yan Tanevski, Lena Schilling, Johannes Schulz, Mareen Schulz, Shin 
Heewan, Sandra Stahnke, Paul Vieweg, Wang Rui and Gloria Watzinger.
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Green Density
The scheme aims to use elements of the Hobrecht Block, DDR 

Era residential towers and surrounding early 20th Century 
modernist blocks to create newer building typology. The scheme 

will focus on creating uses around the open spaces to promote 
flexible and diverse uses. Affordable housing will be achieved 

through vertical mixing in selected buildings throughout the site. 

Liveable Axes
The scheme emphasises the relationship between different 
types of infrastructure, encouraging mixed-uses by mixing 

building functions horizontally and vertically. The scheme also 
proposes a number of zones that cater for a mix of public and 

residential functions.

Neighbourhood Connect
The scheme intends to increase connectivity between 

neighbourhood blocks through the relationship between 
semi-private space (courtyard) to public spaces. This is done in 
order to helps increase the types of social interactions that can 

occur as well as create a stronger sense of neighbourhood.

Newcomers
This scheme focuses on the spatial elements of community, 

neighbourhood and city space. An important strategy is to 
promote different communities to share and interact through 

the neighbourhood squares. These squares are provided in 
central locations in order to full utilise the main thoroughfares of 

pedestrian movement.

Share It
The scheme references Hobrecht’s original intention of the 
provision of a mixed housing typology, accessible facilities 

and open space by inventing new development models. The 
development models are characterized by modern typologies 

and the provision of special community shared spaces. 

Anton Saefkow Kiez
This scheme intends to provide large amounts of public space 

with a wide range of meeting points and functions. It will 
be provided through a wide pedestrian promenade that is 

connected to parks in order to bring a dynamic flow of energy 
through the site as well as sense of community and creativity.

Thälmann Kiez
The scheme provides perimeter block building typologies that 

are characterised by a 40% provision of affordable housing and 
60% dedication of space for social infrastructure. Most blocks 

will be two to three storeys, with a roof level that is a shared 
space for building occupants.
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Critical Evaluation of 11 Schemes

The process of refining the 11 schemes involved critical 
reflection on what makes a good urban design framework, and 
how to critique and learn from each other’s work. The class 
drew on expert feedback from two sets of jury panels, one from 
a Berlin panel focusing on the initial 11 designs and the other 
from a Sydney panel focusing on the overall experience and 
education of the class from the international studio.
 
Based on the feedback, the class discussed common themes 
that needed improvement and developed a set of criteria that 
reflected what the class learned and valued as urban designers. 
The resulting criteria consisted of the following: affordability, 
liveability, sustainability, vibrant open space, neighbourhood 
qualities, and implementation strategy. Using these criteria, 

each of the 11 designs was evaluated by the class to decide 
which 6 schemes had the most potential for further concept 
development. Projects were assessed on evaluation sheets, and 
six schemes were chosen which performed best against the 
class’s devised criteria.
 
Before further work was done, the class had to reflect on why 
these schemes scored better than the others and looked for 
patterns in the evaluation scores. Discussions resulted in a 
deeper understanding of the strengths and weaknesses of each 
design. This helped the class in clearly identifying the direction 
to evolve the schemes for the next iteration. The class was then 
divided into groups to work on the six schemes. 

Four Key Themes

Relating policy to the design - This 
helps to ground the design into reality. 
Policies pertaining to heritage (as the 
site is a heritage special character 
area) and provisions of open space, 
affordable housing and building 
controls are important considerations.

Space between the buildings and 
open space typologies - The designs 
in general placed great value on the 
open space, promoting strategies that 
activated them. Details on the typology 
of buildings and the relationship to 
resulting typology of the open spaces 
need to be thoughtfully considered.

Applicable affordable housing 
and social housing strategies - 
Consideration of different cultures was 
highlighted and how this would impact 
resident lifestyles. The project needs 
innovative management practices for 
social and affordable housing that are 
unique to Berlin to help maintain a 
social mix.

The brief, the client, financing and 
understanding our thoughts on 
the brief - It helps to determine the 
context in which the designs operate 
and understand our own responses 
to the brief.  It can help determine 
the quality of design response. 
Additionally, financial analyses 
are important especially when 
considering the implementation and 
feasibility of affordable 
housing schemes.
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Health Kiez

Green Density

Anton Saefkow Kiez

Thalmänn Kiez

Neighborhood Connect

Urban Nucleus

Living in Green Oasis

Liveable Axes

Newcomers

Share It

Affordability  Liveability  Sustainability
Quality of Open Space Neighborhood  Implementation

Evaluation Criteria

Results

Each of the schemes was evaluated based 
on the criteria and then individually scored 
from 1 to 4, with 4 as the highest. The scores 
for each category were then averaged and 
totaled. The 6 schemes that had the highest 
total score were chosen. These are Health 
Kiez, Green Density, Urban Nucleus, Living 
in the Green Oasis, Liveable Axes, 
and Newcomers.

Affordability   Liveability   Sustainability
Vibrant Open Space  Neighbourhood Implementation

Density  The number of inhabitants per unit area
Typology  Use of new building types or adaptation of existing building types
Cost  Cost effective reuse of existing buildings, use of policies to manage costs
Mix Function  More than one function; adds vitality through creative mixed use of spaces
Emergency Housing Low cost accomodation for people in need
Long/Short Term Housing Temporary housing for refugees and immigrants; meets quality standards

Infrastructure  Basic physical and organisational structure and facilities
Social Space  Provide spaces for social activities that lead to neighbourhood interaction 
Accessibility  Network of roads, pedestrians, transit that helps ability to access site
Environment  Considers people’s surroundings and conditions of living
Housing Quality Design of lighting conditions, streets and facilities for quality and safety
Human Scale  Size and articulation of physical elements to the scale of human comfort 

Low Energy Consumption  Includes passive design solutions and water management systems  
Flexibility  Provides possibility to adapt spaces for changing needs
Building Configuration Building forms take sun path and wind patterns into consideration
Climate Consideration Open spaces and building facades consider sun angles and seasonal temperatures 

Identity  Gives residents better sense of ownership and belonging to the area
Cultural Consideration Sensitive to different values and lifestyles of people
Historical Consideration Considers influence of history on heritage buildings, open spaces and built form

Density  Spatial allocation of population contributed to local community and city needs
Sharing Space  Creates significant green spaces to be shared by the city
Transport Mode Provides multiple well-integrated public, private and non-vehicular transit options 

Speed  Number of years to implement project
Economic Robustness Ability to remain valid under different assumptions, parameters and conditions
Funding   Identification of investment costs and funding sources
Phasing  Clear rationale for implementation stages 

Affordability

Housing with a mix of density, 
flexible to meet needs of different 
income groups to ensure housing is 
accessible to the average citizen

Liveability

Enhances the quality of the site 
resulting in improved quality of life; 
access to sunlight, air, public 
transportation, recreation, jobs and 
other services

Sustainability

Promotes energy efficiency 
through building forms and 
orientation, savings in electricity, 
water, materials and lessens impacts 
on the environment

Neighbourhood

Builds on the identity of the place, 
uses cultural or historical references, 
or specific uses or activities as 
identifiers to nurture community 
belongingness

Vibrant Open Space

A functional mix supports interaction 
with surrounding urban community; 
considers living spaces and open 
spaces in relation to the city

Implementation

Identified stakeholders, phases and 
funding; identified user groups to 
enable planning; allows community 
participation in decision making

Neighbourhood Connect

Evaluation Criteria

Components of Criteria
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Health Kiez
Wang Mengqiong + Zhang Yichao

The Health Kiez revolves around healthy living in the city, 
healthy lifestyles and specialised health care by bringing 
together the necessary physical, social and support 
infrastructures for residents and the city. The concept is based 
on a Green Loop that provides supporting urban infrastructure 
for both physical and psychological health, offering extensive 
green spaces for recreation and relaxation, walking and cycling, 
sports and exercise. This loop will connect multi-generational 
residential development and the future expansion of the 
hospital to become a health and research centre on a city scale, 
specialising in care for the elderly and chronically ill children. 
As a link to parks and sports complexes within the site, the 
Green Loop encourages physical health by making a healthy 
lifestyle more accessible, while also forming a social space for 

encounters and communication; fostering a sense of belonging 
as an element of psychological health.

On the perimeter, residential blocks are inspired by the 
urban fabric on Anton-Saefkow Street. These are four to six 
storeys and feature large open courtyards. A range of housing 
choices is provided through apartments that are aimed for 
inhabitants of all ages and incomes, from students to couples 
to families and seniors. Some apartments will be allocated 
for affordable housing through cross-subsidies and simple 
construction methods. Temporary housing units for refugees 
will be provided on the parking lots on the Ella-Kay-Street and 
Lilli-Henoch Street. These will be built from recycled shipping 
containers, aimed to be sustainable and affordable.

Urban design framework

Landscape typology

Green surfaces
Private spaces: green and open
Surfaces: green and open
Cultural institutions
Kindergarten
Sport field
Technical infrastructure
Administration
Playground
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Building typologies

Aerial perspective of proposed development

Health Campus ExpansionFröbelplatz The Green Loop Multi-generational living

Health Campus Plaza

Building Block

- 6 storeys with no 

courtyard or terrace space

- 11.6 sqm for students

156.9 EUR/month

- 28 sqm for senior

66.12 EUR/month

Courtyard Building

- 5 storeys with court-

yard, private garden with 

roof garden

- 64.3 sqm for affordable 

366.51 EUR/month

- 116.3 sqm for family

670 EUR/month

Building Block

- 6 storeys with roof gardens, 

recreation and solar panels

- 116.3 sqm for family

670 EUR/month

- 169.25 sqm for senior

945 EUR/month Health campus

The Green Loop

Berlin City 3D data (on pp.114-125) by: Senate Administration for Urban Development (Senatsverwaltung für Stadtentwicklung), the Senate Administration for Economics, Technology and 
Research (Senatsverwaltung für Wirtschaft, Technologie und Forschung), and Berlin Partner for Business and Technology.
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Green Density
Li Liling + Navdeep Shergill + Wang Yifan + Zhang Suxin 

Urban design framework

Existing modernist typology Existing GDR towersNew modernist typology New tower typology

   Proposed building uses within the development

Residential
Commercial
Government office
Mixed use
Educational, civic, 
community facilities 
and infrastructure

The concept underpinning this design is to reference existing 
building typologies and further activate open spaces on the 
site. The large open spaces and Deutsche Demokratische 
Republik (DDR) era residential tower blocks create a unique 
character on the site. Surrounding the site there is a mix of 
Hobrecht style courtyard buildings and early 20th century 
typologies. Therefore, it is important to create a concept that 
meets the current need for affordable housing while being 
contextually appropriate for the historical considerations 
of the site.  

The two main strategies are expansion and densification. 
Expansion relates to the connection of the two sections of the 
site through a pedestrian bridge across Greifswalderstraße. 
Furthermore, building orientation and access points are 
designed so that the site has better integration to the 

surrounding neighbourhood. Expansion also focuses on 
implementing non-vehicular infrastructure in open spaces and 
sustainable development options. 

Densification involves newer building typologies having a 
similar relationship to open space on the site as the current 
context. Buildings are set back from the street edge indicative 
of the modernist style of some of the surroundings such as 
Carl Legien estate. This is in keeping with the site where this 
setback provides a more passive environment for residential 
living and reinforces the island concept; as the buildings are 
situated within open space rather than fronting onto street 
edges. The demand for affordable housing options is to be met 
through the provision of vertical mixing in selected sites as well 
as alternative ownership models such as Baugruppe 
and Genossenschaft.
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   Section south along Greifswalder Straße

   Section east towards the existing and new modernist typologies

Perspective of new building typologies and street life

25m0

s

Affordable Housing

Market Housing

Green Roof

Modern Building
with Green Roof

Solar Power Street LightHistorical Building

Modern Building
with Green Roof

Perspective of new Danziger Platz
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Urban Nucleus
Filbert Benedictus + Jyothsna Dhileepan + Kimleye Ng + Fahim Razali

As the project site is underutilised and its surrounding 
neighbourhoods are dense and active, the site has the potential 
to act as an Urban Nucleus to accommodate the increasing 
numbers of Berlin inhabitants. It focuses on community, 
economic, and ecological components that together will 
transform the site into an urban centre. Housing blocks 
will frame the site to emphasise the sense of a physically 
cohesive neighbourhood. Due to the high demand for 
affordable housing, building blocks will follow the surrounding 
building typology permitting higher density and reflecting 
characteristics associated with the historical Hobrecht Plan. A 
commercial core will generate economic activity and provide 
jobs for residents. In some of the housing blocks, a mix of 
affordable housing and town houses will be provided to allow 

for cross-funding and subsidising of affordable housing. 
Between the commercial and residential areas, a series of bike 
and pedestrian connections allow a high volume of people to 
access the different functions of the site. As a sustainability 
strategy, the site will use water management systems to 
recycle and treat water on site for daily use. 

The adaptive reuse and revitalisation of heritage spaces will 
enhance the already-valued historic fabric of the site. New 
neighbourhood blocks will include flexible housing options. 
The neighbourhood will create spaces for social interaction, 
with courtyard spaces and parks as part of a network of 
walkable open spaces.

Urban design framework

Design analysis

Community component

Ecology component

Economy component

Rail road
Pedestrian connection
Public domain and parks
Urban heritage adaptive re-use
Public housing
Connection to neighbouring site
Public infrastructure
Commercial core
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Community component

Ecology component

Economy component

Aerial perspective showing the implementation of Urban Nucleus 

Mass housing courtyard scale in relation to Town House and Green Boulevard
Mass Housing with Courtyard Town HouseGreen BoulevardTown House

Shape and frame
New housing blocks will frame the 

existing neighbourhood.

Create housing diversity
Providing flexible housing units for 
diverse socio-economic 
backgrounds.

Renewable energy 
source
Including green roof design 
with solar panels to harvest 
surface water run-off that 
can be re-used.

Centralised commercial 
core
Proposing a commercial core at 
the centre of the site to generate 
a more active commercial 
corridor and provide job 
opportunities to potential 
inhabitants.

Ernst Thälmann Park 
Landscape design will create spaces for social 
interaction. 

Enhance urban heritage
Adaptively reuse and revitalise 
heritage spaces with the new 
Wegweiser Art Gallery and 
elderly homes.

Revitalisation of existing government complex Revitalisation of Ernst-Thälmann Park
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Living in Green Oasis
Miao Nijin + Ren Yanfei + Wang Qi + Xu Jingwen

The central backbone of the project is a new street network 
that connects the existing pedestrian bridge to the east and 
west portions of the site; new buildings along this bridge will 
contain a commercial and neighbourhood function. In the 
north-south direction, the street will be developed to contain 
commercial functions and a marketplace to promote movement 
along a commercial corridor that links to the train station.  
The west side of the site emphasises public and community-
oriented functions, while the eastern site emphasises 
residential neighbourhoods. Each block will contain a 
“landmark building,” which will provide community space in 
the ground floor to support resident needs. To the south, a 
green promenade connects major green areas on site.  

To reduce construction costs of affordable housing, container 
housing is supplied which has an expandable function to 
accommodate future resident needs. Buildings will limit private 
space and promote shared spaces, especially for laundry, 
storage, and kitchen uses – all located on the ground floor.  The 
parcels will be developed by non-profit developers, namely 
Baugruppe (construction group), Miethäuser Syndikat (rental 
housing syndicate) and Wohnungsbaugenossenschaft (housing 
cooperatives).

Urban design framework

Water recycling system

Geothermal heat 

Geothermal heating system

Sustainable technology proposals
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Distribution of common spaces

Proposed new train station

Fitness centre and community centre

Existing train station

Commercial street

Cultural square

Leisure and entertainment

Planetarium

The retail pedestrian walkway

The green pedestrian link connecting two neighbourhoods

Target: low income
ca. 380 units (avg. 30m2)
Simple design to allow for low-cost 
construction.

Target: middle/low income
ca. 324 units (avg. 81m2)
Provides short-term affordable 
housing. Housing units are 
expandable to accomodate 
changing household sizes.

Target: high/middle income
ca. 170 units (avg. 81m2)
Increases density of site and provides 
public/community space on ground floor.
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Liveable Axes
Kuang Wenjie + Ren Zihan + Wang Zishuo + Zhu Shimin

The Liveable Axes concept creates a horizontal and vertical 
dense mix of functions to provide seamless transitions between 
living, working, leisure time and every-day needs. The project 
creates a new urban centre, diverse housing options, and green 
links with recreation spots and places of interest inside and 
outside the neighbourhood. The unused land adjacent to the 
railway line offers the possibility to connect two train stations 
and add a new boulevard to better connect the site (in addition 
to a bridge at the northern end). Landmarks will be created 
that will denote the entrances of the commercial and 
retail spaces.   

The provision of courtyards will be mixed in size: some 
reference the blocks of the early Hobrecht era and some 
reference larger ‘reform blocks’ and the courtyard blocks of 
the 1920s. The green space on site is currently fractured and 

idle; the Liveable Axes will therefore provide high-quality 
open spaces, meaning well-kept open space with programmed 
functions for various target groups. This also improves the 
safety on site. Building heights of the new buildings must be 
no greater than six storeys to maintain the character of the 
neighbourhood. Land uses are zoned to allocate percentages 
of public, mixed and residential functions, and rental prices 
increase vertically to allow for a mixed population to live on 
site. Building typologies are unified and cohesive, to help foster 
a community spirit and sense of identity. Finally, the project 
defines outlines for buildings and corridors to guide movement, 
but does not mandate the shape or style 
of the buildings.

Urban design framework

Conceptual diagram connected area

Public Transport

Proposed major Axes

small Axes

Connected area

Public transport

Proposed major axes

Small axes
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Mixed-used space

Housing affordability and typology

Section showing the mixed functions of the development

Demography & typology

Section of the public open space

Aerial perspective of development

Section of the neighbourhood

Typologies Target groups

Type A
U-Shaped building
6 storeys
12 units/storey

Type B
Perimeter block
“Blockrandbebauung”
5 storeys
14 units/storey

Type C
Continuous rows of houses
6 storeys
6 units/storey
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Newcomers
Ashley Bakelmun + Huang Hanlin + Sie Thung Lau + Wang Yuyang

The target group for this project are newcomers to Berlin: 
immigrants, families, students and young professionals. The 
number of newcomers will vary across time with rises and 
falls in immigration and industry trends in Berlin, so a variety 
of apartment sizes and space types have been provided.  
Additionally, land area has been allocated for refugee housing 
including Modular Accommodation (MUF = Modulare 
Unterkünfte für Flüchtlinge), as Berlin is lacking spaces to 
shelter incoming migrants. A hierarchy of spaces is provided: (1) 
Community Space – Provided within building blocks; shared by 
the residents of the surrounding buildings, (2) Neighbourhood 
Space – for the different communities to share and interact, 
three neighbourhood squares are provided in central locations, 
but not in the main flow of pedestrian travel, (3) City Space –  
These areas are open, exposed to traffic, and form connections 
to the surroundings. 

The Neighbourhoods will be developed by multiple developers, 
whereas each Community should be done by one developer.  
The residential buildings are intentionally provided in a variety 
of configurations to create various feelings of intimacy in each 
community space. Some are more permeable to surrounding 
communities and some are closed courtyard buildings. Housing 
will be 50% affordable, made possible with an emphasis on 
inexpensive construction methods and shared spaces. Each 
community takes responsibility to define the functions of their 
shared ground-floor uses:  examples are care centres, indoor 
playgrounds, co-working spaces and small community centres.

Urban design framework

Space hierarchy: city space is the most public; community space is the 
most private.

City space

Neighbourhood space

Community space
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City space

Neighbourhood space

Community space

Aerial perspective of development

Within perimeter blocks, design guidelines set 
requirements for developers. The aerial view 
shows a possible realisation of these guidelines.

Newcomers target groups: 
Immigrants, Young professionals, Students, Young families

Young professionals:
Berlin has the highest number of new 
businesses started per 10,000 residents 
(2013)

Source: Senate Department of Economics, Technology & 
Research

Young families:
Berlin ranks second in the world for 'best 
living conditions for youth'

Source: Senate Department for Education, Youth and 
Science

Students:
Berlin has the highest net migration of 
students by state in 2012/2013 
winter semester

Source: Federal Statistics Office

Immigrants:
Population Growth in Berlin (1991-2013) 
has increased dramatically since 1990s and 
is steadily increasing.

Source: Berlin-Brandenburg Statistics Office and Senate 
Department of Economics, Technology & Research

Image Sources:

1. http://www.germany.info/contenblob/3242962/Galeriebild_gross/1497772/rezvani_p1.jpg

2. http://www.fu-berlin.de/studium/international/studium_fu/auslandssemester/erasmus_in/bild_student-
en_campus/studenten_campus_739.jpg?width=930

3. http://www.youth-time.eu/images/articles/7.jpg

4. http://media.gettyimages.com/photos/women-push-bicycles-carrying-young-children-on-july-17-2012-
in-berlin-picture-id148466070

At least 50% open space
At least 20% of open 
space is vegetated

Preserve pedestrian connection routes
Build to the lot line
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Prenzlauer Berg, Berlin
Performance Evaluation of 6 Schemes

The 1862 Hobrecht Plan, overlaid over the Prenzlauer Berg site

By evaluating Hobrecht's road structure and planned squares, 
the studio was able to better understand the drivers of urban 
form that have helped shape Berlin today. While it was a 
challenge to combine historic planning elements with visionary 
proposals to address Berlin's housing crisis, students were 
driven by the great opportunity presented in Berlin. The city 
is unique in its policy-backed emphasis on creative culture, 
affordability, and social mix. It is thus starting to serve as a 
case study for cities around the world in how to maintain 
liveability in a world where rising inequality is making urban 
environments increasingly less accessible to the middle and 
lower class. The six design schemes presented on the previous 
pages each address the challenge in a unique way.  

The currently neglected Ernst Thälmann square 

Two possible realisations of the six proposed urban design frameworks, at Ernst Thälmann square
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Since each of the six groups created an urban design 
framework on the same site, it created an opportunity to 
develop metrics to compare designs and generate critical 
discussion. Therefore, the 6 schemes were evaluated at 
the conclusion of the project. Measurable criteria were 
determined for the same assessment categories that students 
developed when initially refining the design schemes from 11 
to 6 schemes.  The only category not measured is “vibrant 
open spaces” due to its subjectivity.  Five categories and their 
associated metrics are outlined in the chart above.

The number of housing units differed significantly based on 
the floor space area provided, building heights and widths, 
the target market, and anticipated demand for the residential 
units.  Some projects maintained the character of the site, 
providing low-density interventions and open spaces, which 
resulted in lower housing provisions. Others prioritised mass 
housing but had to find more creative approaches to maintain 
open spaces for social interaction. The complex site and its 
desirable location in Prenzlauer Berg’s changing demography 
allowed for a range of design responses, and each scheme 
thoughtfully addresses Berlin’s need for mass housing and 
affordable housing. 

4666 units
  26%

  19 : 55 : 26 78% 20 54 months
 3 phases

2893 units
  66%

25 : 25 : 50 50% 70  86 months
4 phases

6840 units
  35% 2 : 15 : 83 90% 8 48 months

2 phases

2220 units
  32%

25 : 40 : 35 70% 13 36 months
3 phases

3800 units
  45%

13 : 27 : 60 60% 24  78 months
4 phases

4770 units
  50%

38 : 15 : 47 90% 67  90 months 
5 phases

HEALTH KIEZ

GREEN DENSITY

URBAN NUCLEUS

LIVING IN GREEN OASIS

NEWCOMERS

LIVEABLE AXES

No. of Flats Provided
Percentage of Affordable Housing

Percentage of Private, 
Semi-public, and Public space

Percentage of 
permeable surfaces

No. of community spaces
provided on site

Length of development 
Phases
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Student Experience
Chicago

The MUDD21 Chicago Studio had the privilege of working 
in the office of our hosts, the Global City Design Practice, 
Skidmore Owings & Merrill. Under the direction of Urban 
Planning & Design Partner Philip Enquist, we were able to 
draw upon the formidable resources of SOM in our study of 
the Obama Presidential Center as a catalyst for change in the 
South Side neighborhoods of Chicago. Senior Urban Designer 
Dawveed Scully gave us exceptional assistance, introducing 
us to the South Side community. Our outreach involved 
participation in the worship services of the South Side African-
American churches - the Life Center Church of God in Christ, 
Washington Park and the Apostolic Church of God, Woodlawn 
- together with the progressive, integrated congregation 
of First Presbyterian Church, activists in the Woodlawn 
community for more than 60 years.

We were able to work as interns in the SOM office on Level 
10, 224 South Michigan Avenue with our own desks and 
computers. Students were spread through the office in groups 
to work closely with SOM staff. Before travelling to Chicago, 
three teams in Urban Design Studio 1 in Semester 2 had 
researched OPC issues and generated ideas for alternative 
locations on the South Side. These studies were presented to 
our SOM hosts at the beginning of the workshop as a ‘return 
brief’ to gain direction for our on-site investigations. During 
the design development phase, we benefited from continuing 
discussions with our hosts. The final jury presentation was held 
in the auditorium of the Chicago Architecture Foundation as an 
event of the Chicago Architecture Biennial, together with the 
MUPS presentation of their study for the Chicago Regional 
Transportation Authority.

The Obama Presidential Center and urban regeneration were 
the core issues of our collaborative workshop. We experienced 
the gap between the inspirational aims of the OPC and the 
realities of the South Side in the first tour of our study area 
led by Dawveed Scully. On this we were joined by UNSW 
MUPS students and Professor Sue Holliday who also joined 
our walking tour of ‘Chicago: Skyscraper City’ in The Loop 
and Prairie House Tour to the western suburbs of Chicago, the 
latter led by Emeritus Professor Paul Kruty from the University 
of Illinois. We began to understand the amazing urban form 
and building types of this great city. With assistance from 
Andrew Balster and his ARCHEWORKS team, we also had the 
opportunity to live within The Loop, further experiencing the 
culture of Chicago.

The MUDD21 Chicago Studio was an innovative, enriching 
experience. We accomplished an advanced study tour in the 
distinctive urban culture of Chicago and experienced first-hand 
the professional discipline of SOM. Our interactions with SOM 
and Chicago friends over the urban potential of the Obama 
Presidential Center helped broaden our perspectives as future 
urban designers.
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Berlin

The MUDD21 Berlin Studio undertook a range of exciting 
activities and research methods in order to generate proposals 
for a complex site in Prenzlauer Berg within the 1862 
Hobrecht Plan. We were given the opportunity to work with 
distinguished professors, academic staff and students from 
TU Berlin in a rich and fascinating program organised by our 
host Professor Dr.-Ing. Angela Million. We were delighted to 
have friend of the MUDD Program Kevin Hoffman participate 
in a MUDD International Studio for the first time as design 
advisor and critic. Above all, we benefited from the knowledge 
and commitment of Professor Karl Fischer, who led us on 
three days of field trips, exploring sites all over Berlin, giving 
us invaluable insight into the city. Along the way, we were met 
by experts who explained the unique character of Berlin in its 
economic, social and cultural spheres. 

The fieldtrips introduced us to the courtyard buildings 
associated with the Hobrecht Plan as well as housing 
typologies of the inter-war and post-war decades in East and 
West Berlin, through to housing types of today’s city. 

Our base was an open plan studio on the TU Berlin campus 
in Charlottenburg, Berlin-West that provided working space 
for a combined class of 46 UNSW and TU Berlin students. 
Throughout our program of study we received lectures on 
topics relevant to our Prenzlauer Berg challenge. Interim and 
final reviews gave us feedback that helped resolve our schemes 
in greater detail. 

The Hobrecht Plan was a central topic: how the plan was 
produced; how it was implemented; how it was changed; its 
social, economic and political consequences; what can be learnt 
from its underlying principles. These questions stimulated 
lively discussion, building on the research project of our hosts 
in a way which helped us understand today’s Berlin and assess 
whether we could apply Hobrecht’s concept of a city for a mass 
society to the modern reality of the city, where housing prices 
are increasing and mass migration has seen the demand for 
affordable housing rise. 

The Berlin Studio was fascinating. We were able to experience 
new approaches to planning and urban design, and respond 
critically to a unique site – a site, heroic in its way with strong 
references to the communal ethos of the former East Berlin; a 
site isolated due to its history with challenges in matching the 
‘kiez’ qualities of its surrounding neighbourhoods; a site ideally 
suited for consolidation and densification to help meet the 
housing needs of today. Working with the TU Berlin students 
and staff was a most valuable experience that none of us will 
forget. We left Berlin strengthened and inspired as urban 
designers due to this special experience. 

Student Experience
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Sydney Studio, 2015

Eight Studies in Urban Form

The MUDD21 introductory studio commenced with generic 
design studies investigating paradigms and typologies of 
urban design to develop a vocabulary of urban space and 
form. This was followed by a project looking back at the 
design work undertaken in selected International Studios 
over the previous 20 years of the MUDD Program, which 
presented an opportunity to apply concepts of urban 
design to a project site. A major component of the design 
methodology was a critique of the previous MUDD projects 
on sites in Hanoi, Hong Kong, Beijing, Buenos Aires, Dubai, 
New York, Barcelona and Venice. Students examined past 
projects in relation to developments that had taken place 
on each site. When urban design frameworks are proposed, 
this is often done with assumptions on how the market 
will progress and an anticipation of a city’s future needs. In 
examining past work, students had the opportunity to assess 
whether the projects had correctly anticipated urban changes.  

Moving forward, students then proposed a new urban 
design framework for the site. In some cases, site areas 
were adjusted based on developments that had occurred 
within the intervening years.  In proposing a new framework, 
students were presented with the same challenge their peers 
had been: how do you assess the driving forces and most 
important needs of a city - and create a list of objectives 
for a future development?  In analysing multi-disciplinary 
site factors and major issues, students were able to propose 
projects that benefitted from the lessons and examples of 
past work and created visionary solutions for the future. 

Convenor: Professor James Weirick
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Hanoi
Main Station Renewal
Ren Yanfei + Wang Mengqiong + Wang Yan

Hanoi, located on the west bank of the Red River, is the capital 
of Vietnam and the country’s second largest city. In the 
Đ  ng Đa district west of the French Quarter, a lack of effective 
drainage makes flooding a considerable issue. Increasing 
informal settlements are causing over-crowding. Many of 
the residential areas consist of Hanoi’s tube-houses with an 
unsatisfying living environment. Public space per person is less 
than 4sqm. The narrow streets struggle to handle the large 
volume of motorbike and pedestrian traffic. The north-south 
train line of the country, dating from the colonial era, bisects 
the inner city site culturally and physically. The MUDD02 
Studio in 1996-1997 proposed complete urban renewal of the 
area but in 2015, with the main line re-routed around the city, 
we proposed a new development on the rail yards with only 
selective interventions in the tube-house matrix to the west.

This project aims to integrate Đ  ng Đa and the French Quarter 
across the former divide of the rail infrastructure, improving 
connectivity and regenerating the community. A new network 
of open space will include a civic square, pedestrian streets, 
a central park and a new public edge to Giam and Linh 
Quang Lakes. The historic rail station will remain due to its 
significance. It will serve the underground metro system 
currently in construction. Its rail yards and adjoining industrial 
sites will be redeveloped with commercial buildings, modern 
high-density apartments and neo-tube houses. In the dense 
district to the west, the existing street culture will be preserved 
by removing few buildings and adding slivers of sidewalk space 
for street activity.  

Urban design framework

East-west section through tube houses

Figure ground map of urban block 

Proposed green spaces and networks

Lakes

Temple of Literature
Old-Tube house

High school

Neo-Tube house
Park

Hotels
Pagoda
Commercial buildings
National Railway Station
Square
Apartments

French Quarter
Park

Aerial perspective of proposed uses within the existing urban context
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Hong Kong
West Kowloon Urban Development
Michele Apricia + Filbert Benedictus + Navdeep Shergill

The West Kowloon peninsula is located in the active and lively 
district of Yau Tsim Mong, which has a population density of 
44,045 persons p/sqm (Census 2011), the highest in Hong 
Kong. In 2000-2001, the MUDD06 Studio proposed a series 
of creative interventions in the grid structure of the Yau Ma 
Tei neighbourhood in the centre of Yau Tsim Mong with links 
to the waterfront. In the intervening years, however, massive 
developments around this special part of Kowloon, such as the 
International Commerce Centre, the terminal complex of the 
China to Hong Kong Express rail link currently in construction 
and the West Kowloon Cultural District have created a series 
of urban “islands” separated by massive infrastructure. 
Our scheme aims to link the urban “islands” via light rail, 
pedestrian routes and urban streets to re-establish the life and 
character of West Kowloon.

Implementation of the project is considered economically 
viable as the site is underdeveloped, but surrounded by 
density. Three new precincts will be created along a central 
axis integrated with Union Square, the two harbour fronts 
and the old existing fabric of Yau Tsim Mong. Building types 
will be based on modern interpretations of the Tong Lau shop 
house and contemporary podium and tower forms found 
throughout Yau Tsim Mong. The location has prime views and 
high accessibility, integrated with Hong Kong’s transit systems 
together with the new high speed rail connection to China. 
The project will add a commercial spine to the area, private 
and subsidised housing, a bus terminal, a light rail loop and 
pedestrian bridges to provide greater connectivity. 

Above/below ground axonometric Phasing plan

Phase 1

Phase 2

Phase 3

Urban design framework

Figure ground map of urban district

North-south section through the project site looking east
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Beijing
Summer Palace Precinct
Li Liling + Wang Qi + Wang Yuyang

China’s capital, Beijing with more than 3,000 years of history 
has highly significant heritage sites and cultural landscapes. 
The scheme revisits the MUDD11 project undertaken in 2005-
2006 with the Graduate School of Landscape Architecture, 
Peking University hosted by Professor Yu Kongjian. The site, 
immediately to the north of the New Summer Palace, contains 
a diverse mix of influential institutions and special places: 
Dayou village (older than the Summer Palace, located on 
northern edge of the World Heritage site) and Saozi village 
in the centre, the Central School of the Communist Party to 
the west, the University of International Relations and faculty 
housing of Peking University to the east. Since the MUDD11 
study, Beijing’s Subway Line 4 has been completed with two 
stations serving the area, and luxury low-rise housing has been 
built on the approach to the east gate of the New Summer 

Palace. A solution is still needed, however, to address poor 
living conditions in the ‘village in the city‘ conditions of Dayou 
Village and Saozi Village.  

The project proposes new low-rise, high-density development 
and new approaches to water management (aimed at 
recharging groundwater and re-connecting the lake systems 
of the adjoining Imperial Gardens). The project will demolish 
temporary/illegal extensions in villages, upgrade/rebuild 
older buildings, recreate the internal green courtyards for 
each home, and upgrade basic infrastructure. New mixed-
use (residential/commercial) courtyard developments will be 
built to provide Dayou village with the necessary funding for 
its upgrade. Chinese courtyard housing and Hutong design 
principles will be applied throughout the scheme to improve 
the quality of housing, and the CCCP campus will be extended 
to allow for a new riverside open space.

Urban design framework

Proposed water system 

Chinese courtyard and Hutong typologies Aerial perspective of proposed development in the urban context

Figure ground map of urban district
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Dubai
Educational Medical District
Ju Xizhe + Wang Zishuo + Zhu Shimin

The project revisits a study undertaken by the MUDD12 
class at the invitation the Dubai Department of Health & 
Medical Services in 2006-2007, which included an urban 
development scheme for the extensive land holdings of 
Rashid Hospital, a 454-bed general medical/surgical hospital 
overlooking the special green space of Dubai Creek Park.  
Development proposals for the site have not proceeded but it is 
now served by two stations on the Dubai Metro, completed in 
2009, and is surrounded by mixed-use developments, private 
clubs, development sites and Healthcare City, a large complex 
that aims to provide the highest quality medical care in the 
world. The scheme proposes to develop the Rashid Hospital 
site as a world-class educational medical complex to compete 
with Healthcare City. The design prioritises walkability, 
shading and natural ventilation to provide a therapeutic 

environment in a desert climate. Building heights will cast 
shade on public gathering spaces, and buildings will be within 
a 5-minute walking distance of public transportation.  

Three cores, connected by a walkable corridor, form the 
scheme: a medical core to the north, cultural commercial core 
to the south and an educational core in between. The project 
will revitalise the area economically and introduce climate-
responsive, neo-traditional urban forms to a “placeless” stretch 
of city. The medical core will include commercial and retail 
uses. Pleasant outdoor spaces will support patient recovery. 
An internal transportation system, with links to the Metro 
stations, will allow efficient movement throughout the complex 
under extreme weather conditions. Since Dubai is a rapidly 
densifying city, the development aligns with the Dubai 2020 
Master Plan and Dubai 2020 Expo.

MUDD21 EDUCATIONAL MEDICAL DISTRICT
DUBAI  N24° 57’ 
Ju Xizhe, Wang Zishuo, Zhu Shimin
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Rashid Hospital is a 454-bed general 
medical/surgical hospital located at a 

key location in Dubai. It is adjacent to 
Dubai Creek and the creek park, and is 

the second oldest hospital in Dubai. The 
Rashid Hospital consists of the hospital 
area and the vacant land to the south. 
It is a complicated urban environment 

which is surrounded by political 
departments, media centre, recreation 

area, schools, churches, park, metro, 
residential buildings, empty land, 

medical schools and the social clubs of 
different nationals.

Based on research, there is huge 
potential to bring back a traditional 
Dubai form to the site. The inward 

design, mass form and adaptation to 
environment of traditional architecture 

and urban form generate great 
opportunities for medical treatment as 

well as patient recovery and sustainable 
living. The site is also adjacent to the 

proposed healthcare free economic 
zone - Healthcare City, which aims 
to provide, promote and facilitate 

academic healthcare, education, 
research and community service of the 

highest quality to the world. 

Client:
Dubai Health Authority

Vision:
The design of the Rashid Hospital Site aims to bring 

a WORLD CLASS EDUCATIONAL MEDICAL DISTRICT 
as the key motivation for the site’s development. 

Through a timeframe, this medical complex will 
become second to none, not only at health care hub, 

but also a general specialist medical treatment 
in the world.

Principles:
World Class Hospital Standard

- Education and Research
- Therapeutic Environment

- Integrated Care
- Staff Culture

- Business and Community Links
 Building Orientated at 75 to 80 degrees 

Maximum Shades and natural ventilation for 
therapeutic environment in desert condition

5 minutes walkability to public transportation
Courtyard height is at least three times higher than 
adjacent walking path for more than 6 hours shade   

Create a new imageability for the old town
Infrastructure and Technology

Public space is four times in width than the height of 
adjacent buildings

Exstablish three major cores across the site  
Culture and Commercial area as the 

driver for circulation 
Connect to external development as proposed

Reclaim and re-link open spaces
Strengthen site by creating landscape nodes to 

adjacent neighborhoods
Improve current hospital’s capability on 

medical treatment
Ensure the opportunity for economic development

Master of Urban Development & Design  2015-2016A U S T R A L I A

Proposal 1- This proposed scheme 
provided a dual core option for the 
precinct, and it was the recommended 
option by MUDD 2006 - 2007. Although 
the scheme aims to create both a living 
environment and an imageability, the 
massive budget and maintenance cost 
of the development became a serious 
constraint.

Proposal 2- This solution is dependent 
on existing street pattern, but the 
problem is its massive and dynamic 
building types. In this design, each 
block has its unique typology which 
leads to a lack of coherence.

Photos demonstrate the 
adjacent urban conditions of 
Rashid Hospital site. 

Proposal 3 - This option focuses 
on the major medical core plus 
residential development. The problem 
is that the scheme was lack of the 
considerations on building scale. 

massive buildings regardless of 
different building function.

Dubai experienced 
a transformation in 
last 200 years from 

mega city today. Its 
urban form is affected 
by its coastal condition 
and desert climate. 
Sheikh Zayed Road 
as the city’s main 
corridor is the spine of 
all the mega project 
developments.

The waterfront of 
Dubai Creek is the 
major recreation area 
of the old town. The 
old town keeps the 
traditional Dubai 
form with narrow 
streets, solid walls and 
the courtyards with 
barjeels (Windcatcher).

The structure of Rashid 
Hospital is revealed. 
Although it is a local 
hospital, its form and 
structure is generic, 
and can be seen in 
anywhere in the world. 

Proposal 4 - This design aims to 
provide a new imageability to the old 
town and the waterfront of Dubai. It 
proposed several iconic buildings such 
as conference centre, Dubai Eye and 
National Gallery, but it ignored the 
density and basic needs of the hospital.

Location

Nearby Area & Population Population Structure

Temperature Geomorphology

Hospital Beds & Population Ratio

Public Transport

Green Space

Adjacent Business Centres

Urban Region

Urban District

Urban Block

Existing green space 

Proposed green spaceProposed transport

Existing transportExisting node

Proposed nodeProposed land use

Existing land use

MUDD 2006- 2007 Proposals
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Urban design framework

Aerial perspective of proposed project

Neo-traditional courtyard approach

Figure ground map of urban district
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View to 
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Cool Sea 
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Retail + 
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New York City
Lower East Side Renewal
Ashley Bakelmun + Stephanie Griffiths + Christian Vitulli

The project site on the Lower East Side of Manhattan has been 
vacant since the 1960s when a swathe of tenement housing 
was demolished and 1,800 low-income families removed 
in an urban renewal scheme that was never completed. The 
towers that were built interrupted the historic grid and resulted 
in lack of connectivity. In a culturally rich but low-income 
area, there is a need for better integration of the community 
fabric, better job opportunities, and increased pedestrian 
movement throughout the site. The scheme revisits the study 
undertaken in 2011-2012 by the MUDD17 class hosted by 
Professor Michael Sorkin of City College, New York. Since then, 
the City of New York has released plans for a controversial 
redevelopment project, Essex Crossing, which does not 
integrate well with the existing neighbourhood or reference 
historic buildings on the site. 

The scheme proposes small-scale interventions at street level 
to allow the artistic and entrepreneurial culture in Lower East 
Side to thrive. On the Delancey Street approach to Washington 
Bridge, two traffic lanes will be removed, sidewalks widened, 
under-bridge retail space constructed and an under-bridge 
park. Using transfer of development rights, the renewal site 
will accommodate 4 pencil towers, each approximately 160 
metres tall. To preserve community culture, the scheme will 
include a community centre, day care, library, and school. 
50% affordable housing will maintain social mix. The site will 
be parcelized and development scaled to mediate between the 
small buildings and tenement housing to the north and the 
bulky 1960s towers to the south. The eastern portion of the 
site will be rezoned for creative industries to allow art lofts to 
exist at lower rental prices. 

Urban design framework

Figure ground map of urban district Site section north-south from Delancey Street to Grand Street

Proposed building use

Proposed green space

Proposed pedestrian network

Mixed use buildings
Institutional amd service buildings

Public green space
Rooftop green space

Existing pedestrian route
Proposed pedestrian route
Proposed public spaces

MUDD 21 - City Visions II

136



Barcelona
Poblenou District
Li Lingyi + Kimleye Ng + Sun Yalin

The project revisits the waterfront site studied by the MUDD 
18 class in the 2012-2013 Barcelona Studio hosted by Miguel 
Roldán of the Barcelona Architectural Centre. Since then, 
the Italian shipping line Grimaldi has secured a long-term 
concession on the Muella Costa in the centre of the site for roll 
on/roll operations, which has prompted the revised thinking 
of this scheme. The site must continue to support complex, 
high-traffic port functions, mixed with tourist movement, while 
also being part of the city. There is a need to integrate the 
World Trade Centre on Port Vell with the rest of the city fabric. 
Additionally, industrial pollution and security concerns must 
be addressed. The scheme proposes urban regeneration and 
a better functioning port, meeting future needs for housing, 
industries and transport. 

The project will create a more compact and efficient layout 
for port uses, strengthen seaport linkage to the airport, 
strengthen connectivity to the city, and extend the urban fabric 
of Barcelona to the waterfront. A new train station will serve 
as an intermodal transportation hub with ferry and cruise 
terminals relocated accordingly. A post-industrial innovation 
park will act as a buffer between the residential and industrial 
uses. The project includes a water purification park to address 
contamination issues from previous industrial uses. Redesigned 
waterfront edges and new plazas will bring the city to the 
water. A megastructure cruise terminal is proposed as a 
secure enclosure for easier and more efficient management 
of passenger flows. Residential towers will form a backdrop to 
the new terminal, at the same time establishing a scale that 
mediates between the World Trade Centre and the currently 
isolated, all-too-prominent W Hotel tower. 

Barcelona Figure 
Ground Study

Group: Kim,Anna & Edward

Urban District

1:20,000 @ A3

0.10 0.3 0.7 1.2 km

Urban design framework Aerial perspective of development

Perspective of proposed waterfront 

Figure ground map of urban district

Site section east-west looking south

Perspective of proposed commercial core Perspective of proposed innovation park
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Buenos Aires
Barracas Urban Regeneration
Jyothsna Dhileepan + Samuel Osakwe + Fahim Razali

Since the MUDD12 Buenos Aires Studio in 2006-2007 
hosted by the Facultad de Arquitectura, Diseño y Urbanismo, 
Universidad de Buenos Aires (FADU-UBA), the site under 
investigation, centred on two semi-abandoned rail yards in 
the southern industrial suburb of Barracas, remains in the 
same state. This scheme proposes to regenerate the industrial 
seam of Barracas as a viable urban neighbourhood, one that 
promotes economic development and social integration. The 
scheme seeks to address the high noise and air pollution from 
industrial activities and the challenge of expanding informal 
settlements on unused railway land. Stimulation of local 
economic activity will be the key to revitalisation. 

The project closes the existing passenger station on the 
site (Estacion Buenos Aires) and incorporates its function in 

Constitution Station. A new train station and a bus terminal 
will serve as an important transit hub for southern Buenos 
Aires. Art studios and learning centres are provided at the 
higher levels of the train station to provide educational and 
small-scale economic opportunities. A marketplace acts as a 
connector to the slum community, linked by a pedestrian mall 
to the proposed entry point of Barracas with space for the sale 
of local products. A sports hub to the north is linked to the 
terminal precinct. The spaces of the existing medical campus 
will be strengthened with new parks and plazas. Precincts 
will be developed in grids within radial avenues in relation 
to traditional BA urbanism, in part to promote walkability 
and create strong vistas. Perimeter-block housing schemes, 
adapted from traditional BA typologies, will have their own 
private courtyards that become interactive community spaces.

Urban design framework

Northeast-southwest section through the proposed axis looking southeast

Figure ground map of urban district

Design principles

Perspective  of proposed market Perspective of proposed plaza Perspective of proposed plaza

Existing major node
Existing nodes
Proposed major node

Proposed minor node
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Venice
Porto Marghera Gateway
Huang Hanlin + Wang Mengya + Wang Yifan

Marghera is the district of the Comune di Venezia located 
on the Italian mainland. The project revisits the MUDD19 
Studio undertaken in 2013-2014 with the Università IUAV di 
Venezia hosted by Professor Enrico Fontanari which proposed 
relocation of the cruise ship terminal in the historic city of 
Venice to the post-industrial waterfront of Marghera. The 
scale of the site in Marghera is vast. In dealing with all of 
it, the previous projects seemed to lack a “Venetian soul”. 
This scheme, inspired by Italian neo-rationalism, proposed 
instead a narrow armature of urbanism in the midst of the 
post-industrial landscape. Extending from the new cruise ship 
terminal to a relocated Marghera rail station on the line to 
Venice, the scheme will provide inexpensive accommodation 
for tourists, homes for residents, and efficient connections 
between the mainland and the historic city across the lagoon. 

Light Rail from Marco Polo Airport to the cruise terminal in 
Marghera via the relocated rail station will be provided. The 
many canals within Marghera will also offer fast and direct 
connections by water bus and speed boat to the historic city.

Neo-Rationalist built forms will be the predominant typology 
of the scheme. Pujiang New Town in Shanghai designed by 
Vittorio Gregotti influenced the project design. Retail activities 
will be sited near the terminal, with small-scale shops along 
the main street to serve the needs of residents as well as 
cruise ship passengers. Direct road access will be provided 
between the warehouses, logistic hubs and the terminal. By 
2035, this site will be the gateway to the historical city from 
the mainland, attracting visitors, creating an active living 
environment and job opportunities for the community.

Urban design framwork Perspective of proposed residential building 

Perspective of proposed light rail

Figure ground map of urban district Site section northwest-southeast looking at light rail station
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Students (From Left to Right)
1. Michele Apricia (Indonesia); 2. Ashley Bakelmun (United States of America); 3. Filbert Benedictus (Indonesia); 
8. Huang Hanlin - Harley (China); 9. Ju Xizhe - Oliver (China); 10. Kuang Wenjie - Calvin (China); 11. Sie Thung Lau (Brunei), 
16. Kimleye Una Ng (Philippines); 17. Samuel Chekwube Osakwe (Nigeria); 18. Lu Wengyu - Viola (China); 19. Ren Yanfei (China); 
24. Wan Li (China); 25. Wang Mengqiong - Joey (China); 26. Wang Mengya - Sabrina (China); 27. Wang Qi - Alice (China)
32. Zhang Suxin - Jasmine (China); 33. Zhang Yichao - Amy (China); 34. Zheng Yawen - Winda (China); 

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 

13. 14. 15. 16. 17. 18. 

25. 26. 27. 28. 29 30. 

MUDD21
Class
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4. Cui Weitong - Will (China); 5. Jyothsna Dhileepan (India); 6. Michael Gheorghiu (Australia); 7. Stephanie Griffiths (Australia); 
12. Li Han (China); 13. Li Liling - Lily (China); 14. Abdul Fahim Bin Razali - Eam (Malaysia); 15. Miao Nijin - Bae (China); 
20. Ren Zihan - Clare (China); 21. Navdeep Shergill (Australia); 22. Sun Yalin - Anna (China); 23. Christian Vitulli (Kenya);
28. Wang Yifan - Connie (China); 29. Wang Yuyang - Yang (China); 30. Wang Zishou (China); 31. Yu Jingwen - Julie (China);
35. Zhu Shimin - Mick (China)

7. 8. 9. 10. 11. 12. 

19. 20. 21. 22. 23. 24. 

31. 32. 33. 34. 35. 
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2015-2016 Student Profiles

I have been fascinated with architecture 
since I was just a little girl. My father is 
an architect, so in my childhood I had the 
opportunity to go to many architectural 
projects. Exploring them is one of my 
fondest childhood memories. Saying 
architecture is in my blood might be an 
exaggeration, but that is how I feel.

In 2014, I was ecstatic when I finally 
graduated with my Bachelor of 
Architecture degree from Tarumanagara 
University in Jakarta, Indonesia – one of 
the best architecture schools in in my 
country. After four years of architecture 
school, I developed an understanding of 
design and cities. Through my studies I 
also developed an interest in travelling 
and studying different parts of other 
cities and countries.

Deciding to undertake a graduate 
program has been a way for me 
to challenge myself as well as an 
opportunity for me to experience 
different parts of the world. That was 
why I chose to undertake the MUDD 
Program at UNSW with its renowned 
International Studio.

The MUDD Program has been an 
intense experience that has helped 
change some of my paradigms 
about design and how I view urban 
development. Learning in this new 
environment helped prepare me for 
the professional world by working with 
people from different backgrounds and 
with different personalities.

I had the opportunity to travel to Chicago 
and work at Skidmore, Owings & 
Merrill, one of the biggest architecture 
and urban design firms in the world. 
To be able to observe the process of 
designing an urban project and the work 
ethic in that great design office was a 
truly inspiring experience in my life. The 
MUDD Program International Studio is 
definitely a highlight of my 
study experience.

I came into this program with the 
intention of equipping myself with 
new skills that will help me tackle the 
professional world, especially in the 
rapidly growing environment of my 
home city, Jakarta. Now, as a graduate 
from the MUDD Program, I feel 
prepared to give a helpful hand in the 
development of cities.

                                 MUDD21
                        Michele Apricia  

Jakarta, INDONESIA
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My keen interest in living spaces led me 
to pursue an education in architecture 
from the BMS College of Engineering 
in Bangalore, India. It was during the 
fast paced learning experience of 
the undergraduate program that my 
curiosity led me to explore different 
avenues related to architectural design. 
An interest in urban design began during 
my participation in the prestigious 
annual design convention conducted 
by the National Association of Student 
Architects (NASA India).

In 2014, I was fortunate to be accepted 
into an apprenticeship program with 
KSM Architecture, one of the leading 
architecture firms in India, based out 
of Chennai. Upon completion of the 
program, I was accepted into the firm 
where I grew as a professional and 
learned a great deal from KSM’s fervent 
commitment to climatically relevant 
and intelligent design. The challenging 
yet highly gratifying experience 
of working with the Corporation of 
Chennai and the worldwide Institute 
for Transportation & Development 
Policy (ITDP) through KSM, to redesign 
selected roads and footpaths and 
revitalise the spaces below arterial fly 
overs across the city only strengthened 
my decision to undertake formal studies 
in Urban Design. The experience was 
unlike any other and truly helped me 
understand the multitude of challenges 
involved in designing for density in a 
rapidly growing metropolitan city. The 
transformation of my interests from 
living spaces to living cities led me to 
enrol in the MUDD Program at UNSW.

The MUDD Program in all its intensity 
has been extremely rewarding and 
provides valued insights into the theory 
and analysis that form the foundation 
of urban design which is tested through 
our explorations in the design studio. 
The combination of core subjects and 
of electives is essential in creating a 
cohesive understanding of the many 
practical issues that impact cities today 
and the pragmatic real-word solutions 
to mitigate them. Being part of the 

research extension of the program has 
been an amazing opportunity to embark 
in a fully immersive and focused study 
on an area of urban design of one’s own 
choosing under the guidance of vastly 
experienced and encouraging mentors.

The 2015 International Design Studio 
provided us with an opportunity to 
truly engage with the city of Berlin 
and critically analyse the city and its 
evolution while drawing from its history. 
It was challenging to design within the 
European context along with fellow 
European students from the Technical 
University of Berlin; however, it was 
essential to the holistic moulding of an 
urban designer to learn and live in the 
city while doing so. 

The atmosphere of the MUDD 
Program makes this a global learning 
experience. The exchange of knowledge 
through fellow students with different 
educational disciplines, culture and 
thought processes not only transforms 
one’s approach to design, but transcends 
from the classroom into valuable 
experiences in life through friendship. 
Most importantly the course has taught 
me to analyse and accept constant 
evolution much like living cities do and 
has been invaluable to my growth on a 
personal and professional level.

                                 MUDD21
Jyothsna Dhileepan

  Chennai, INDIA
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Urban Design Research 
Projects

Ashley Bakelmun - “The urban renewal of Columbia Heights, 
Washington DC: Urban design and its impact on inequality”

Cui Weitong - “Conflict between green infrastructure and 
urban space in a flood-prone historic district in Chongqing”

Jyothsna Dhileepan - “A Western Sydney Aerotropolis: 
maximising the potential of Badgerys Creek”

Huang Hanlin - “Researching the viability of Transit Oriented 
Development in low-density outer suburbs such as Bella 
Vista with Bus Rapid Transit systems”

Ren Yanfei - “Case Study: Parramatta Civic Square as the 
second Martin Place in Sydney”

Xu Jingwen - “Challenge of providing long-stay commuter car 
parks at Transit Oriented Development sites on the suburban 
rail system of Sydney”

Wang Mengya - “Using green roof strategy to modify 
microclimate in Central Sydney”

Wang Mengqiong - “The relationship between public art and 
public space in central Sydney”

Wang Yifan - “Study of the urban village phenomenon in 
Lanzhou, Gansu Province, China”

Zhang Suxin - “Conflict between place-making and heritage 
values in the State Heritage-listed Miller’s Point Conservation 
Area in the face of privatisation of the public housing stock 
and development of Barangaroo”

Research Topics

In 2013-2014 with the support of the Faculty we planned 
a 4-semester Master of Urban Development & Design 
(Extension) Program to create a research-focussed extra 
semester of study integrated with our long-established 
3-semester 72 UOC coursework structure. The new 96 UOC 
degree was introduced in 2015 comprising a 6UOC Research 
Seminar undertaken in association with the Faculty’s Ph.D 
and Research Masters students in the first semester of 
study (leading to the development of a research proposal), 
two 6 UOC electives and a capstone 12 UOC Urban Design 
Research Project in the form of a 15-20,000 word 
mini-thesis in the fourth and final semester of study.

Zhou Lingxiao (Aaron) from the MUDD20 class is the 
first student to complete the MUDD (Extension) Program. 
The abstract of his Urban Design Research Project on 
underground space in Central Sydney is published on the 
following page. Ten students from the MUDD21 class will 
undertake their Urban Design Research Projects in 2016.
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Underground space has been a significant part of pedestrian 
movement systems in cities since underground railways 
such as the Paris Métro and London Tube began to be 
constructed within dense urban concentrations in the latter 
part of the 19th century. In the 20th century, as underground 
pedestrian systems expanded and improved, more functions 
were integrated into subterranean space, most notably retail 
arcades and civil defence structures, leading to the creation 
of complex underground cities. In the process of analysing 
the physical form of underground pedestrian systems, 
transition points or nodes within different types of networks 
have been identified as important elements which contribute 
to a better underground urban environment through their 
role in wayfinding, the management of pedestrian flows 
and the creation of identity. This research proposes a 
system of classification of nodes in underground pedestrian 
systems and evaluates the strengths and weaknesses 
of each type of node. A study area in Central Sydney is 
selected for underground spatial analysis and evaluation 
based on historical records, the City of Sydney Floor Space 
& Employment Survey data and site investigations. The 
layout of the underground pedestrian system constructed 
in the study area since the 1920s has been mapped using 
Geographic Information System software and categorised 
into different types. Design principles for nodes in 
underground pedestrian systems are proposed based on the 
analysis and evaluation of the underground space in 
the study area.

A classification and 
evaluation of nodes 
in the underground 
pedestrian system of 
Central Sydney

Zhou Lingxiao

Zhou Lingxiao (Aaron) Underground Pedestrian System in Central Sydney, Town Hall to Market Street 
(green – circulation space; red – retail space)
GIS source data: Sydney City Council 2012, FES2012
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AFGHANISTAN:
Mohammad Nadir Omar (2005-2006)

AUSTRALIA:
Jorge Alvarez (2005-2006), Tracey Bentick 
(2004-2005), Genevieve Blanchett (2012-2013), 
Adrian Bonanni (2005-2006), Emma Booth 
(2010-2011), Jillian Bywater (2007-2008), Gilead 
Chen (2005- 2006), Irene Hiu Wah Chan (2004-
2005), Anthony Charlesworth (2008-2009), 
Laurence Cheung (2008-2009), Jacqueline 
Connor (2007-2008), Jaclyn Cowan (2011-2012), 
Carlo Di Giulio (2009-2010), Glenda Marie Dunn 
(1999-2000), Greg Dyson (1999-2000), Mathew 
Egan (2010-2011), Duncan Fraser (2005-2006), 
Sylvia Georges (1999-2000), Michael Gheorghiu 
(2014-2016), Shaheer Gobran (2005-2006), 
Stephanie Griffiths (2015-2016), Marika Hahn 
(2005-2006), Amanda Higgins (2006-
2007), Joseph Heng (2012-2013), David Hunter 
(2011-2012), Scott Jackson (2014-2015), Nick 
Jonmundsson (2010-2011), Leonard Kelly (1996-
1997), Kuo Felix Chein-Peng (2000-2001), Vincent 
Shie Yue Lam (2000-2001), Marc Yves Lane 
(2009-2010), Connie Yin Yee Lau (2013-2014), 
Cindy Sin Yee Lee (2008-2009), Evelyn Kin Wah 
Lee (2009-2010), Lei Pei (2004-2005), Louis 
Louis (1998-1999), Amelia Lynch (2004-2005), 
Samir Mahmoud (2004-2005), Carla Mamaril 
(2006-2007), Bethany Mann (2014-2015), Peter 
Mann (1998-1999), Celeste Martin (2012-2013), 
Peter McManus (2009-2010), Sabina Miller 
(2012-2013), Clement Miu (2005-2006), Richard 
Mullane (2006-2007), Andrew Napier (2001-
2002), Sally Ng (1996-1997), Carmel O’Connor 
(2006-2007), Salma Osman (2012-2013) 
,Trevor Patton (1996-1997), Caroline Pembroke 
(2013-2014), Glen Rabbitt (1996-1997), Mark 
Raymundo (2007-2008), Brett Roantree (2008-
2009), William Robertson (2011-2012), Venetin 
Aghostin-Sangar (2012-2013), Lorraine Sarayeldin 
(2003-2004), Brigitta Schyns (2014-2015), Eden 
Shepherd (1999-2000), Navdeep Shergill (2015-
2016), Ryan Smith (2012-2013), Felicia Sugiaman 
(2013-2014), Jason Taylor (2007-2008), Ludwig 
Tewksbury (2001-2002), Vanessa Trowell (2006-
2007), Kirrily Vincer (2007-2008), Stephen 
White (2001-2002), David Wolski (2012- 2013), 
Ada Wong (2005-2006), Peter Woodley (2005-
2006), Howard Yu (2002-2003), Bonnie Kin Yi 
Yue (2011-2012), Jess Yue (2007-2008), Karen 
Wang (2007-2008), Zhu Weijun (2006-2007)

BANGLADESH:
Anis Uddin (2000-2001), Mohammad Omar Sharif 
(2009-2010), Sazia Afrin Monika (2014-2015)

BHUTAN:
Latha Chhetri (2004-2005), Karma Dorji (2003-
2004), Tshering Dorji (2011-2012), Chhado Drukpa 
(2008-2009), Sailesh Humagai (2006-2007), 
Tashi Penjor (2008-2009), Karma Wangchuck 
(2000-2001), Tashi Wangmo (2003-2004)

BRAZIL:
Ana Cristina Lage (2000-2001)

BRUNEI:
Sie Thung Lau (2015-2016)

CAMBODIA:
Sok Toeur Sim (2012-2013)

CANADA:
Anthony Ferri (2009-2010), Sean Galloway 
(2000-2001),Wan Gilbert Pui Ban (1999-2000), 
Su-Jan Yeo (2004-2005)

CHINA:
An Jing (2008-2009), Bai Fan (2009-2010), Bi 
Lei (2007-2008), Bu Jinbo (2009-2010), Cai 
Zhenbo (2008-2009), Chang Lulu (2011-2012), 
Chen Dong (2013-2014), Chen Weilun (2001-
2002), Chen Li Wen (2006-2007), Chen Xiaofeng 
(2004-2005), Chen Haifeng (1999-2000), Chen 
He Ying (2007-2008), Chen Jing (2010-2011), 
Chen Ping (2010-2011), Chen Wei (2009-2010), 
Chen Wei (2011-2012), Chen Xi (2010-2011), Chen 
Yanxi (2013-2014), Chen Yuhao (2013-
2014), Cheng Pengfei (2004-2005), Chu Ting 
Ting (2002-2003), Cui Weitong (2015-2016), 
Cui Zhen (2012-2013), Dai Wen (2012-2013), Du 
Yifeng (2014-2015), Duan Yan (2010-2011), Fan 
Yeyun (2014-2015), Feng Xiao (2007-2008), Fu 
Yuan Yuan (2002-2003), Fu Xin (2011-2012), Gao 
Dengkeqin (2014-2015), Gao Fei (2007-2008), 
Gao Jie (2011-2012), Ge Qiaoying (2010-2011), 
Gong Li (2006-2007), Gu Bing (2006-2007), 
Gu Jinglin (2014-2015), Gu Yan (2003-2004), 
Guo Beiyi (2012-2013), Guo Shijie (2012-2013), 
He Jun (2008-2009), Hu Min (2002-2003), Hu 
Yunze (2014-2015), Hu Xin (2003-2004), Huang 
Hanlin (2015-2016), Huang Luohua (2008-
2009), Huang Po-Chun (1999-2000), Huang 
Wen-Ying (2006-2007), Ji Ziyu (2012-2013), Jia 
Liyang (2008-2009), Jia Qiuyu (2014-2015), Jiao 
Tong (2011-2012), Jiang Fan (2013-2014), Jiang 
Xiao (2010-2011), Kuang Wenjie (2015-2016), Ju 
Xizhe (2015-2016), Lai Disi (2008-2009), Lei 
Gangrong (2005-2006), Lei Gao (2005-2006), 
Li Chengwei (2011-2012), Li Ding Qing (2008-
2009), Li Han (2015-2016), Li Jian (2001-2002), 
Li Jing (2011-2012), Li Li (2011-2012), Li Liling 
(2015-2016), Li Shengye (2014-2015), Li Tang 
(2014-2015), Li Weiwang (2003-2004), Li 
Weiwei (2011-2012), Li Xiang (2010-2011), Li Yi 
(2008-2009), Li Yue (2006-2007), Liang Jin 
(2006-2007), Lin Zhijie (2006-2007), Ling 
Yun (2008-2009), Liu Fan (2007-2008), Liu 
Jian (2006-2007), Liu Liya (2011-2012), Liu 
Shuyi (2003-2004), Liu Ting (2006-2007), Liu 
Xiaofeng (2014-2015), Liu Xiaomeng (2012-2013),  
Liu Zhouqin (2011-2012), Long Jun (2012-2013), 
Lu Feier (2014-2015), Lu Mengyu (2015-2016), 
Lu Xijun (2011-2012), Luo Hao (2014-2015), Ma 
Jiting (2009-2010), Ma Qiao (2008-2009), Ma 
Xiayang (2004-2005), Ma Xinzheng (2011-2012),   
Ni Yun (2003-2004), Qi Zhifang (2010-2011), Qiu 
Xiaojing (2004-2005), Ren Jingya (2010-2011),

Ren Yanfei (2015-2016), Ren Zihan (2015-
2016), Sang Xiaojing (2004-2005), Shen Licen 
(2010-2011), Shen Jun (2011-2012), Sun Bing 
(2009-2010), Sun Xiao (2013-2014), Sun Yalin 
(2015-2016), Su Zhi (2003-2004), Tang Hao 
(2008-2009), Tao Yueshan (2010-2011), Wan 
Guyi (2012-2013), Wan Li (2015-2016), Wang Bo 
(2002-2003), Wang Chao (2002-2003), Wang 
Chenyu (2013-2014), Wang Geng (2008-2009), 
Wang Jian (2011-2012), Wang Mengqiong (2015-
2016), Wang Mengya (2010-2011), Wang Mengya 
(2015-2016), Wang Qi (2015-2016), Wang Sheng 
(2006-2007), Wang Shu (2007-2008), Wang 
Xiaobo (2012-2013), Wang Xinbo (2012-2013), 
Wang Yan (2004-2005), Wang Yifan (2015-
2016), Wang Yuyang (2015-2016), Wang Yayun 
(2014-2015), Wang Yilin (2014-2015), Wang 
Zhichao (2014-2015), Wang Zishou (2015-2016), 
Wu Han Qing (2005-2006), Wu Hao (2010-2011), 
Wu Qi (2008-2009), Wu Shiyao (2014-2015)
Wu Yifei (2003-2004), Wu Yue (2004-2005), 
Wu Zhi Yong (2005-2006), Xiao Ruyu (2013-
2014), Xie Hong (2002-2003), Xie Xiaopan 
(2003-2004), Xie Qin Yi (2006-2007), Xie Yan 
(2004-2005), Xing Xin (2014-2015), Xing Yan 
(2001-2002), Xu Hanbing (2005-2006), Xu Jiaoni 
(2011-2012), Xu Jingwen (2015-2016), Xu Ke Fei 
(2001-2002), Xu Pian Pian (2006-2007), Xu 
Shan Shan (2009-2010), Xu Yi (2013-2014), Xu 
Ying (2010-2011), Xu Zhiyuan (2007-2008), Yan 
Jia (2004-2005), Yang Fan (2010-2011), Yang Ke 
(2001-2002), Yang Lei (2002-2003), Ye Chen 
(2007-2008), Yin Yin (2002-2003), Yu Haiwen 
(2013-2014), Yu Lechuan (2003-2004), Yu Rong 
(1996-1997), Yu Xiang (2007-2008), Yu Yehang 
(2010-2011), Yu Zhizhe (2001-2002), Yuan Zeng 
Cheng (2012-2013), Yuan Zhe (2001-2002), Zhai 
Xiaoling (2008-2009), Zhang Chun (2002-
2003), Zhang Detong (2003-2004), Zhang Meng 
(2011-2012), Zhang Minjie (2010-2011), Zhang 
Suxin (2015-2016), Zhang Wei (2010-2011), Zhang 
Yanan (2011-2012), Zhang Yichao (2015-2016), 
Zhang Xian (2008-2009), Zhang Xiao Chen 
(2010-2011), Zhang Xin (2009-2010), Zhao Ruyun 
(2009-2010), Zhao Jiuzhou (2009-2010), Zheng 
Yawen (2015-2016), Zheng Yufei (2011-2012), 
Zeng Xin (2004-2005), Zhen Bo (2004-2005), 
Zhou Boying (2011-2012), Zhou Lingxiao (2014-
2015), Zhou Ruizhe (2012-2013), Zhou Yimin 
(2006-2007), Zhu Chao (2010-2011), Zhu Wen 
(2011-2012) Zhu Chao (2010-2011), Zhu Shumin 
(2015-2016), Zhu Wen (2011-2012)

COLOMBIA:
Carlos Frias (1997-1998)

ERITREA:
Gabriel Tzeggai (1996-1997)

FRANCE:
Pascal Bobillier (2005-2006)

GERMANY:
Vera Graefin Von Schwerin (2004-
2005)
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HONG KONG:
Chiu Chi Yeung (2005-2006), Louis Hok Man 
Lee (2002-2003),Lee Mo Yi (2004-2005), Sum 
Wing Sze (1999-2000), Phyllis Wong (2003-
2004), Yu Lap Kei (1998-1999)

INDIA:
Srikanth Adigopula (1999-2000), Jahnavi Ashar 
(2007-2008), Nidhi Bhargava (2005-2006), 
Guru Prasanna Channa Basappa (2006-2007), 
Amitabha Choudhury (1998-1999), Devaki 
Darshan Bubbar (1995-1996), Jyothsna Dhileepan 
(2015-2016), Niladri Dutt (1997-1998), Shalinee 
Dutt (2005-2006), Jude Fernando (2000-2001), 
Deepak George (2003-2004), Vidhya Gopala 
Pillai Ramesh (2014-2015), Lesley Thomas Jacob 
(2001-2002), Rituka Kapur (2013-2014), Neha 
Lala (2009-2010), Vikram Mathew Ninan (2000-
2001), Jagdeep Oberoi (2001-2002), Ashutosh 
Vadnere (2004-2005), Kashyap Rangan (1999-
2000), Munir Vahanvati (2004-2005)

INDONESIA:
Maria Adriani (2006-2007), Michele Apricia 
(2015-2016), Ari Arwin Aldrianzah (2000-2001), 
Esa Anugerah (2007-2008), Evy R Anwar (1998-
1999), Ira Astriani (2000-2001), Agus Surjawan 
Batara (1997-1998), Filbert Benedictus (2015-
2016), Diah Piyaloka Citaresmi (2002-2003), 
Mario Daenuwy (2004-2005), Agem Dendihardo 
(2004-2005), Ary Ediyanto (2005-2006), Novi 
Rozana Gantaman (1997-1998), Felicia Gunawan 
(2011-2012), Aloysius Iwan Handono (1996-
1997), Yennie Hartawan (2001-2002), Irene Irma 
Hendranata (2002-2003), Buddy Indrasakti 
(1996-1997), Andri Irfandri (2000-2001), 
Busono Wibowo Isman (1997-1998), Firsta Ismet 
(1997-1998), Raynaldo Kurnioseputro (2012-
2013), Puri Advanty Indah Lestari (2005-2006), 
Handi Limandibrata (2002-2003), Yolanda 
Louhenapessy (1997-1998), Febriane Makalew 
(2004-2005), Lulu Muhammad (1996-1997), 
Akbar Nusantara (2005- 2006), Windiani Octavia 
(2000-2001), Tiyok Prasetyoadi (1997-1998), 
Yudhie Prastowo (2001-2002), Doni Priambodo 
(1999-2000), Laras Primasari (2014-2015), Fachri 
Dwi Rama (2006-2007), Ratih Renaningtyas 
(2013-2014), Dian Erliana Sari (2000-2001), 
Monik Setyaningsih (2001-2002), Sibarani Sofian 
(1998-1999), Realrich Sjarief (2009-2010), 
Purnama Hadi Sunarya (1996-1997), Achmad D 
Tardiyana (1998-1999), Gunarti Tanudjaja (1996-
1997), Wiranti Teddy (2006-2007), Nadia Shevila 
Thohari (2012-2013), Francisca Ira Tjahja (2000-
2001), Susanti Widiastuti (2002-2003), Dyah 
Titisari Widyastuti (2000-2001), Ichsanna-Samba 
R Widyastuti (1996-1997), Virendy Wijaya (2007-
2008), Annisa Yumaladini (2010-2011)

IRAN:
Lili Halimian Avval (2010-2011), Mahmoodreza 
Vahidi (2014-2015), Parisa Nikkhoo (2014-2015), 
Sahar Rahmanynejad (2010-2011)

IRELAND:
Sarah Rock (2001-2002)

JAPAN:
Tsuyoshi Otawa (1996-1997), Takeshi Suzuki 
(1999-2000)

KENYA:
Christian Vitulli (2015-2016)

MALAYSIA:
Abdul Fahim Bin Razali (2015-2016), Lee Ling 
(1997-1998), Leong Siew Leng (1999-2000), Ooi 
Li Jou (2009-2010), Krisada Sungkram (2009-
2010), Tan Boon Loke Johnson (2001-2002), Yong 
Chenhow (2004-2005)

MALDIVES:
Ibrahim Rafeeq (1997-1998)

MEXICO:
German Castillo (2009-2010), Rodrigo Ochoa 
Jurado (2006- 2007), Gerardo Ortiz (1998-1999)

NEW ZEALAND:
Paula Costello (2008-2009), Kuhu Gupta (2009-
2010), Michael Kemeys (2010-2011), Feng Hui 
(2006-2007), Liu Yu-Ning (2001-2002), Szeto 
Chi Wah (1998-1999), Imogen Williams (2007-
2008), Timothy Williams (2008-2009), Charles 
Wang (2010-2011)

NIGERIA:
Samuel Chekwube Osakwe (2015-2016)

PAKISTAN:
Amna Majeed (1995-1996), Waqas Jamil Afridi 
(2006-2007)

PHILLIPINES:
Herman Calangi (1999-2000), Roberto Evangelio 
(1998-1999), Kimleye Ng (2015-2016), Anthony 
Yan (2011-2012)

SINGAPORE:
Ahmad Kamal Abdul Ghani (2002-2003), Choo 
Hin Yin (1995-1996), Foo Kai Kiat (2005-2006), 
Lee Fook Ngan (1999-2000), Loh Chin Hui 
(2001-2002), Seah Ye Peng (2014-2015), Malvin 
Soh Keng Chuan (2002-2003), Wong Yen Nee 
(2009-2010)

SOUTH KOREA:
Jue Hee Nam (1997-1998), Jang In-Taek (1998-
1999), Jung Jinmo (2004-2005), Kim You Jung 
(2005-2006), Kwak Kye-Bong (1998-1999), Lee 
Yuntai (2002-2003), Park Eunju (2013-2014), 
Shin Woo-Hwa (1998-1999)

SRI LANKA:
Janaka Dharmasena (2002-2003), Shyamiga Silva 
(1996-1997), Nadira Yapa Mendis (2002-2003)

TAIWAN:
Chiu Kuo-Wei (2001-2002), Grace Hu (2005-
2006), Hao-Ting Chung (2011-2012), Kao Min 
Chun (2009-2010), Ko Chuan Hsin (1998-1999), 
Lin Yu-hsuan (2014-2015), Ni Ming-Te (2001-
2002), Tsai Chicheng (2000-2001), 

Tsai Hui-Chu (2009-2010), Stephanie Wang 
(2000-2001), Wu Ju Fang (2004-2005)

THAILAND:
Suphot Chaisilprungrueng (1999-2000), 
Nattakarn Chompootep (1999-2000), Piyachat 
Kangsdal (2003-2004), Pochara Kittisakdi 
(2000-2001), Rath Muengpaisan (2013-2014), 
Thanong Poonteerakul (2003-2004), Sompatsorn 
Bamrungsak (1996-1997), Sirat Wattanavijarn 
(2000-2001)

TURKEY:
Urun Demir (2003-2004), Duygu Ince (2005-
2006)

UKRAINE:
Oleksandra Babych (2001-2002)

UNITED KINGDOM:
Clare Billingham (2002-2003), David O’Brien 
(1995-1996)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:
Erik Adams (2010-2011), Ryan Andersen (2005-
2006), Ashley Bakelmun (2015-2016), Gabe 
Bayram (2002-2003), Nathaniel Bettini (2009-
2010), Kevin Brake (2002-2003), Nick Chapin 
(2001-2002), Pasqual Contreras (2009-2010), 
Alec Gelgota (2012-2013), Peter Hinteregger 
(1995-1996), Maggie Hoi (1998-1999), Russell 
Kosko (1998-1999), Shihomi Kuriyagawa (2011-
2012), Kathleen McDowell (2007-2008), Susan 
McLaughlin (2007-2008), Geoffrey Morrison-
Logan (1997-1998), James Shelton (2004-2005), 
Max Stember-Young (2011-2012), Erica Tinio 
(2009-2010), Reginald Wheeler III (2002-2003)

VENEZUELA:
Giancarlo Cerutti Di Ludovico (2003-2004)

VIETNAM:
Dao Chi Trong (1997-1998), Huynh Hung Kiet 
(2011-2012), Huynh Thi Mai Phuong (2013-2014), 
Khuc Thi Thuy Ngoc (2010-2011), Nguyen Hong 
Duong
(2012-2013), Nguyen Khanh Tung (2013-2014), 
Nguyen Truc Anh (2000-2001), Nguyen Thai Tran 
(2001-2002), Pham Thi Thu Huyen (2006-
2007), Phu Duc Tu (2000-2001), Tran Tuan Anh 
(1999-2000), Vo Anh (2007-2008)
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I enrolled in the 2007/8 MUDD 
program after having already completed 
undergraduate studies in Architecture. 
At the time I was looking to broaden 
my skill set in order to open up a wider 
range of opportunities in the built 
environment sector.

I chose MUDD after careful 
consideration of postgraduate courses. 
I felt that the MUDD program provided 
me with the flexibility I was looking 
for with its condensed course structure 
and international summer studio. In my 
case, this studio took place in Tokyo, 
Japan hosted by Professor Hidetoshi 
Ohno, and focused on urban precinct 
regeneration around the campus of the 
University of Tokyo Graduate School of 
Frontier Sciences at Kashiwanoha on 
the Tsukuba Science City express line. 
The studio experience was the highlight 
of the program and a key part of my 
professional development as it provided 
me with initial exposure to large-scale 
projects in an international context. 

Indeed, the MUDD program was crucial 
in both preparing and inspiring me 
to move further into an international 
planning career. Beyond post-graduate 
studies, I had the opportunity to work 
as an urban technical consultant with 
UN-HABITAT’s “Municipal Spatial 
Planning Support Programme” in 
Kosovo in the Balkans. In this fascinating 
role I was able to work in a challenging 
environment on a wide variety of 
projects ranging from public space 
urban design improvements, to disaster 
risk reduction capital investments, 
to city-level cultural heritage design 
guidelines. I also got to lead policy 
development through drafting the first 
strategic development plan for a recently 
established municipality and made 
policy recommendations to government 
on the post-conflict transitional 
planning system.

Later, I took up a position with 
the Australian Government as an 
infrastructure specialist with the 
Aid Program. I again was able to 
participate in a number of interesting 
and challenging urban programs, with 
highlights including working in the 
Philippines on the flagship $20 million 
disaster risk management ‘BRACE 
Program’ to provide safer social housing 
for informal communities living in 
Manila’s waterways; and managing 
a climate-resilient infrastructure 
project in the Pacific. In this role I 
also had the opportunity to promote 
sustainable urban development as a 
key infrastructure pillar within the Aid 
Program; and contribute to Australia’s 
Post-2015 Sustainable Development 
Goals negotiations on sustainable cities 
and human settlements.

Through these varied professional 
experiences to date I have developed 
a particular interest in climate change 
and urban resilience; issues which are 
becoming critical to urban development. 
I have recently joined the Cooperative 
Research Centre for Low Carbon Living, 
based at UNSW, where industry-led 
innovation and research in these areas is 
being fostered. I believe Australia has a 
unique opportunity to be at the forefront 
of best practice in the built environment; 
and can share these lessons globally. 
My MUDD qualifications have led 
me on an extremely interesting and 
rewarding career path to date, and I 
look forward to many more challenging 
opportunities in the future.

                                 MUDD13
                        Jillian Bywater

  Sydney, AUSTRALIA
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I started the MUDD program in 2005, 
as a graphic designer with an interest in 
placemaking. At the time, I was working 
in a multi-disciplinary urban design firm, 
which was invaluable in preparing me 
for the various facets of professional 
urban design practice. MUDD alumnus 
Carlos Frias, who was an Associate at the 
firm, was instrumental in my pursuit of a 
career in Urban Design and in choosing 
to undertake the UNSW 
MUDD program. 

For me, the major drawcards of the 
MUDD program were its focus on 
coursework and that it offered students 
the unique opportunity to undertake 
an International Design Studio. I was 
fortunate to be amongst the first 
MUDD students to venture beyond 
the Asia-Pacific region to the city of 
Buenos Aires, Argentina. The design 
studio, hosted by the Facultad de 
Arquitectura, Diseño y Urbanismo, 
Universidad de Buenos Aires (FADU-
UBA), focused on two underutilised 
railway yards and explored the themes 
of urban revitalisation, transit-oriented 
development, gentrification and social 
planning. The experience was immersive, 
intense, inspiring and at times panic-
driven – a real test of design tenacity 
which in many ways set me up for future 
professional practice.

The MUDD curriculum provides a solid 
theoretical and conceptual foundation 
upon which to build a career in urban 
design. It has a breadth and depth of 
subject matter that reflects the complex 
interplay of disciplines (including design, 
humanities, earth sciences, economics, 
engineering, law and politics) that urban 
designers deal with on a daily basis.

Apart from the academic foundations 
offered by the curriculum, another 
valuable takeaway has been my fellow 
MUDD peers, many of whom have 
become great friends and valuable 
industry contacts. The MUDD program 

offers a collaborative and inspiring 
community that I look forward to 
re-connecting with every year at the 
Annual Exhibition. 

Currently, I am an urban designer at LFA 
(Pacific) Pty Ltd, a multi-disciplinary 
architectural, urban design and 
planning firm responsible for significant 
masterplanning projects including 
Victoria Park in Zetland, the early stages 
of Green Square Town Centre and Shell 
Cove Boat Harbour Precinct. 

At LFA, I have been closely involved 
in numerous urban design projects 
include greenfield precinct planning 
for Sydney’s North West and South 
West Priority Growth Areas (Area 20/
Cudgegong Road, Schofields and East 
Leppington); structure planning for the 
Carter Street Urban Activation Precinct 
in Lidcombe; residential masterplanning 
for the former British American Tobacco 
site in Pagewood and Fishermans Bay 
near Newcastle; and urban design 
guidelines for numerous greenfield and 
urban revitalisation projects. I have also 
undertaken environmental assessments 
in support of State Significant hospital, 
residential and commercial development 
applications. Recent projects include the 
Parramatta North Urban Transformation 
project for UrbanGrowth NSW and the 
Rouse Hill Estate project for Sydney 
Living Museums. In Session 2 of 2015, 
I was pleased to have been invited to 
return to the MUDD program as a tutor 
in the Urban Landscape & Heritage 
Course convened by Dr Scott Hawken 
and Dr Anne Warr.

Urban design is a life-long passion that 
has provided me with a very challenging 
and satisfying career, which could 
not have been achieved without the 
theoretical, conceptual foundations and 
social network granted to me by the 
MUDD Program.

                                 MUDD12
                        Carla Mamaril

  Sydney, AUSTRALIA
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Alumni Updates

Malvin Soh  
(MUDD 2002-2003)
Senior Urban Designer
Nadi Design & Development
Winnipeg, Canada

Since 2015

Erica Tinio  
(MUDD 2009-2010)
Shadow Analyst
PreVision Design
San Francisco, USA

Marc Lane  
(MUDD 2009-2010)
Principal Urban Design 
Advisor
Transport for London
London, United Kingdom

Caroline Pembroke  
(MUDD 2013-2014)
Urban Designer
Whitechapel Vision Delivery 
Team, TfL & GLA
London, United Kingdom

Louis Louis  
(MUDD 1998-1999)
International Relations 
Advisor & Events Manage-
ment
Qatar Olympic Committee
Doha, Qatar

Seah Ye Peng  
(MUDD 2014-2015)
Senior Planner
Urban Redevelopment 
Authority
Singapore

Laras Primasari  
(MUDD 2014-2015)
Assistant Lecturer, SAPPK
Institut Teknologi Bandung
Bandung, Indonesia

Yuan Zhe  
(MUDD2001-2002)
Associate Director/Head of 
Masterplanning
Benoy
Hong Kong

Richard Mullane 
(MUDD 2006-2007)
Principal
HASSELL
Shanghai, China

Hao-Ting Chung  
(MUDD 2011-2012)
Landscape Architect
Shanghai Tongji Urban 
Planning & Design Institute
Shanghai, China

We congratulate our MUDD Alumni worldwide on 
promotions and new appointments in 2015, sourced 
from LinkedIn, recent contacts and Program records.
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Joy Liu  
(MUDD 2011-2012)
Strategic Planner
Moonee Valley City Council
Melbourne, Australia

Greg Dyson  
(MUDD 1999-2000)
Development Manager
UrbanGrowth NSW
Sydney, Australia

Kevin Brake  
(MUDD 2002-2003)
Technical Principal – Urban 
Renewal & Planning,SMEC
Sydney, Australia

Pascal Bobillier 
(MUDD 2005-2006)
General Manager, Develop-
ment
Coombes Property Group
Sydney, Australia

Marika Hahn  
(MUDD 2005-2006)
Senior Urban Designer
Allen Jack + Cottier
Sydney, Australia

Waqas Jamil Afridi  
(MUDD 2006-2007)
Architect
Marchese Partners 
Sydney, Australia

Jillian Bywater  
(MUDD 2007-2008)
Research Projects 
Coordinator
CRC for Low Carbon Living
Sydney, Australia

Lili Avval  
(MUDD 2010-2011)
Urban Designer
Architectus
Sydney, Australia

Tony Jiao 
 (MUDD 2011-2012)
Senior Valuer
CBRE
Sydney, Australia

Li Jing  (MUDD 2011-2012)
Urban Designer
CM+ Conybeare 
Morrison 
International
Sydney, Australia

Ryan Smith  
(MUDD 2012-2013)
Policy Officer
NSW Department of Premier 
& Cabinet
Sydney, Australia

Stella Zhou  
(MUDD 2012-2013)
Consultant – National Design
Urbis
Sydney, Australia

Wang Chenyu  
(MUDD 2013-2014)
Graduate Urban Designer
GM Urban Design & 
Architecture
Sydney, Australia

Lin Yu-Hsuan 
(MUDD 2014-2015)
Urban Designer
Urbis
Sydney, Australia

Vidhya Gopala Pillai Ramesh  
(MUDD 2014-2015)
Planner NSW Department of 
Planning & Environment
Sydney, Australia

Mahmoodreza Vahidi 
(MUDD 2014-2015)
Consultant Planner
Principle Planning & Urban 
Design
Sydney, Australia

Xing Xin  
(MUDD 2014-2015)
Urban Designer
A+ Design Group
Sydney, Australia

4

5

6

7

8

9
9

10

10



Acknowledgements

The MUDD21 staff and students would like to thank a long list of 
generous people for the time and effort they have provided in continuing 
to make this program an outstanding success. The list below includes 
many important intellectuals, administrators, designers and developers 
who have contributed to the program throughout the course of the past 
year in Sydney and overseas. 

For their contributions to UDES0001 James Weirick would like to 
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and providing helpful critiques and observations of our designs. 
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(UNSW & City of Sydney); Arlene Segal (Visiting Lecturer Faculty 
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final presentations. 
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Axis Ground-Plane Interface studio, Scott Hawken would like to thank 
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Harvey (Manager, Urban Design Unit – City of Sydney Council) and 
Claire Morgan (Public Art Unit – City of Sydney Council). Special thanks 
go to Sharon Wright (Senior Associate, Hassell) and Glyn Richards 
(Senior Development Manager, Lend Lease) for their practical, in-depth 
and knowledgeable guidance and critiques throughout the process 
of undertaking and completing our urban design frameworks and 
feasibility assessments. 

For joining the design jury and providing helpful critiques and 
observations we would like to thank Amy Bendall (Senior Urban 
Designer, City of Sydney Council); Donald McNeill (from the Institute 
for Culture and Society UWS); Glyn Richards (Senior Development 
Manager, Lend Lease); Sharon Wright (Senior Associate, Hassell) and 
Kevin Hoffman (retired Commissioner of the NSW Land & Environment 
Court). 

For the highly informative and interesting lectures on the political and 
economic contexts necessary for our understanding before undertaking 
the UDES0003 International Studios in Chicago and Berlin, we thank 
good friend of the MUDD Program, urban economist John Zerby. 

For our Chicago Experience we express our deep appreciation for 
our hosts in the Global City Design Practice, Skidmore Owings & 

Merrill. In particular, we would like to thank Philip Enquist (partner 
in charge of Urban Design & Planning at SOM), without whom the 
studio would not have been possible, as well as the Director of Urban 
Design & Planning Douglas Voigt, Urban Planner & Designer Michael 
Kavalar and Executive Assistant to Philip Enquist, Linda Soukup. We 
express our deep appreciation to Senior Urban Designer Dawveed 
Scully, who guided us on our memorable site inspection of the South 
Side, introduced us to community members and who made himself 
available to assist us when and wherever possible. We also thank the 
many helpful and welcoming staff at SOM who took interest in our 
study and gave their time to provide us with insights and comments; in 
particular we would like to thank, Jennifer Skowlund, John Law, Matthew 
Fitzsimmons and Justin Lim. For special lectures at SOM, we thank 
Benet Haller, Director, Urban Design & Planning, City of Chicago for 
his presentation on “The 10 Systems of Chicago” and Drew Wensley 
and his colleagues from Moriyama & Teshima Planners, Toronto for 
introducing us to their complex Wadi Hanifah landscape urbanism 
project in Riyadh, Saudia Arabia. For enthusiastic support from the 
South Side community and special welcome to the Worship Services 
of their respective churches, we thank the Rev. Dr. Byron T. Brazier 
from the Apostolic Church of God, Woodlawn; the Rev. Torrey Barrett, 
Assistant Pastor, Life Center Church of God in Christ, Washington Park; 
and Marilyn Krogh from the First Presbyterian Church, Woodlawn. For 
guiding us on an extraordinary tour of Prairie Houses in Chicago we 
thank Emeritus Professor Paul Kruty from the University of Illinois and 
the owners of the homes we visited, Kendra Zusag at Griffin’s Emery 
House, Elmhurst; Kevin Murphy & Karen Brammer at Wright’s Thomas 
House, Oak Park, and David Ogden at Drummond’s Own House, River 
Forest. We greatly appreciated sharing our tours and other Chicago 
experiences including the final presentations of our work with Professor 
Sue Holliday and the MUPS students, who undertook a parallel study in 
Chicago hosted by UNSW alumna, Leanne Redden, Executive Director 
of the Regional Transportation Authority. Our joint final presentation at 
the Chicago Architectural Foundation during the Chicago Architecture 
Biennial was facilitated by Gabe Lyon, Vice President of Education & 
Experiences. We express deep appreciation to Andrew Balster, Executive 
Director, ARCHEWORKS and his team, especially Jody Zimmer, 
who assisted us with all the necessary logistics making our Chicago 
experience all that more amazing. We deeply thank Peter John Cantrill 
(UNSW & City of Sydney) for guiding us in the design development of 
our schemes in Sydney, together with Emeritus Professor Jon Lang for 
his advice on decision processes, methods and evaluation. 

We would like to thank Brendan Randles (Senior Architect, Architectus); 
Arlene Segal (Visiting Lecturer Faculty of Built Environment) and 
Professor Karl Friedhelm Fischer (Visiting Professional Fellow, UNSW) 
for their participation in the design juries during the final presentation of 
the SOM-UNSW Collaborative Urban Design Studio in Sydney. 

For their contributions to UDES0003 Berlin Studio, Dr. Scott Hawken 
and Professor James Weirick would like to thank our hosts from 
the Fachbiet Städtebau und Siedlungswesen, Institut Stadt – und 
Regionalplanung at the Technische Universität (TU) Berlin. For 
insightful and highly useful lectures and support we express special 
thanks to Professor Dr.-Ing. Angela Million (Head of the Urban Design 
& Urban Development Chair of the Institute of Urban and Regional 
Planning, TU Berlin); Arun Jain (DAAD Guest Professor); Felix Bentlin 
MSc,,Dipl.-Ing. Laura Calbet i Elias, Dipl-Geogr. Andreas Brück MSc 
and Friedrich Lammert BSc (all Scientific Staff, TU Berlin). Also to be 
thanked for their valuable contributions during lectures on the walking 
fieldtrips to the studio are Professor Dr Harald Bodenschatz; Jim Hudson 
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(architectureinberlin blog); Ludger Kaemereit (Capital City Unit, Berlin 
Senate); Manfred Kühne (Head of Section Urban Design and Projects , 
Berlin Senate); Sigmar Gude (Topos Planning); Werner Jockeit (heritage 
consultant), Harald Marpe (Kiezbündnis Klausenerplatz); Dr. Benedikt 
Goebel (Planungsgruppe Mitte); Dagmar Weidemueller (Centre of 
Competence for Major Housing Estates); and for important advice in 
the background to Gerald Blomeyer (architect & communicator); Dr. 
Bernd Hunger (GdW); and Dipl.-Ing. Florian Hutterer (Scientific Staff, 
TU Berlin). We thank University of Kassel, Department of Urban 
Regeneration and Professor Dr. Uwe Altrock for providing us with the 
microphone and headphones for the walking tours of Berlin. A special 
thank you for Professor Karl Fischer (Visiting Professional Fellow, 
UNSW) for organising and running the in-depth fieldtrips to numerous 
locations in Berlin and the interesting lectures he provided. Additionally, 
thanks to Kevin Hoffman (retired Commissioner of the NSW Land & 
Environment Court), who throughout the studio gave valuable advice, 
information and critiques on the concept urban design framework. 

For sitting in on the final presentations in Berlin, we would like to thank 
towards Professor Dr.-Ing. Angela Million (Head of the Urban Design 
& Urban Development Chair of the Institute of Urban and Regional 
Planning, TU Berlin); Felix Bentlin MSc (Scientific Staff, TU Berlin); Kevin 
Hoffman (retired Commissioner of the NSW Land & Environment Court); 
Dr. Izabela Mironowicz and Derrick Martin (AESOP); and Professor Karl 
Fischer (Visiting Professional Fellow, UNSW) for their insightful critiques 
and comments on how the urban design frameworks can be developed 
further. 

Our gratitude is extended towards Professor Karl Fischer (Visiting 
Professional Fellow, UNSW) and Linden Crane (Jane Irwin Landscape 
Architecture) for joining the design juries during the final presentations 
of the urban design frameworks in Sydney.

Finally, for the Berlin studio we would like to thank the students from 
TU Berlin with whom we worked with for the group submissions. By 
being accommodating and helping us with the necessary translations in 
German as well as working effectively and enjoyably in a team setting 
with the UNSW students, a profound thank you is necessary. 

For UDES0004 Professor James Weirick would like to thank Professor 
Karl Fischer (Visiting Professional Fellow, UNSW) for his fascinating 
lecture on the evolution of the European city; Anne Warr (Director, 
Anne Warr Heritage Consulting) for her insightful lecture on the 
development of Shanghai and Barrie Shelton (Honorary Associate 
Professor, University of Sydney) for his detailed presentations on Hong 
Kong and the Japanese city. For his in-depth and expansive lectures on 
urban design and the role of the spatial political economy, a profound 
thank you to Emeritus Professor Alexander Cuthbert. For their valuable 
assistance and knowledgeable instruction throughout the weekly 
tutorials, we would like to thank Marika Hahn and Kathleen McDowell. 

Professor James Weirick would like to thank the following professionals 
and BE Colleagues for their Urban Development Design Case Study 
Presentations in UDES0006; Michael Heenan (CEO, Allen Jack + 
Cottier); Graham Jahn (Director, Planning, Development & Transport, City 
of Sydney); Emeritus Professor Jon Lang; Arlene Segal (Visiting Lecturer 
Faculty of the Built Environment); Darlene van der Breggan (Sydney 
Olympic Park Authority); Colin Stewart (Director, Stewart Architects); 
Michael Harrison (Director, Architectus); Oscar Stanish (Urban Designer, 
Architectus) and Philip Thalis (founding principal, Hill Thalis Architecture 
+ Urban Projects). 

For their contribution to UDES0008 Planning and Urban Development, 
Jeremy Dawkins would like to thank Kevin Alker (Corporate Advisor 
Hill PDA & Lecturer UNSW), Audrey Vila (Director of Implementation 
& Advisory Services, Estate Master) and Phillip Bartlett (P&J projects) 
for their engaging and knowledgeable lectures on the planning and 
development context in Sydney. 

For contributions towards UDES0009 Urban Landscape and Heritage, 
Dr. Scott Hawken would like to gratefully thank Anne Warr (Director, 
Anne Warr Heritage Consulting) for her lectures on urban heritage and 
her assistance during the tutorials. For her valuable assistance during 
the class tutorials, we would like to extend our gratitude towards Carla 
Mamaril for her assistance. Additionally, we would like to thank Bob 
Perry (Director, Scott Carver) for his great Agoradynamics lecture on 
people and public space and Arlene Segal (Visiting Lecturer Faculty of 
Built Environment) for her lecture on Chicago. 

For critical assistance during UDES0010 Communications in Urban 
Design, guest workshops and during the final deliverables of each of the 
studios and for being a delight to work with, a sincere thank you to Jodi 
Lawton for the countless hours of her professional and personal time 
that is dedicated to this program. 

Finally, an important thank you to Professor Alec Tzannes and Professor 
Helen Lochhead (our Faculty of Built Environment Deans, 2015-2016); 
Professor Alan Peters (Director of the Australian Graduate School 
of Urbanism); Professor Bruce Judd (Director Australian School of 
Architecture & Design); Monica McNamara, Julia Wibowo and their 
colleagues in the BE Student Centre; Graham Hannah and the BECU 
team; the Marketing & Communications team led by Marie Caccamo; 
Catherine Brown, Faculty Development Manager; and Julia Karlsen and 
her fellow Administrative Assistants in the Discipline Directors Unit for 
their dedicated support and goodwill towards the MUDD program.  

 

Master of Urban Development      Design 2015-2016 153



Exhibition

Chicago: Obama 
Presidential Center Berlin: Prenzlauer Berg

Mezzanine

Ground Level

The study aimed to explore the 
role and potential impact of the 
Obama Presidential Center on 
the South Side neighbourhoods 
of Chicago.

The Berlin International 
studio examined the 1862 
Hobrecht Plan of Berlin and 
how interventions into the 
modern urban fabric of Berlin 
could adapt the principles of the 
Hobrecht Plan.
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Bathurst Street Cross AxisWynyard Axis

Eight Studies in Urban Form

The Wynyard Axis Sydney studio 
investigated opportunities for 
improving the public domain and 
pedestrian connectivity in an east 
west axis from the Domain through 
Wynyard station to Barangaroo.

The studio explored development 
opportunities along the east-west 
corridor of Bathurst street and the 
north-south corridor of George Street 
which was focused on the role of 
existing and future public transport 
infrastructure in the Sydney CBD.

The Studies in Urban Form studio 
examined 8 previous urban design 
frameworks for selected cities from 
around the world. A critique of 
the urban design frameworks was 
undertaken and alternative designs 
were prepared for the respective 
study areas.
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