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Gehl Review;  
Chau Chak Wing Museum 
 

 

Gehl has reviewed the Chau Chak Wing Museum based on the following 

documents: 

 

- CCW Museum notes. (170215) 

- Comparative Area Schedule. (170210) 

- JPW-SK -0100 Option 11 Drawings  

- DRP Terms of Reference.  DE criteria 

- CCW Museum background notes 

- CCW Museum - BEC DRAFT 170214 

- CCW Museum – Design Studies 160803 

- CCW Museum – Design Excellence 30 Meeting Draft_02 

 

The Gehl review is made on the basis of the above material as well as the 

directions provided by the Gehl Public Realm Strategy for The University of 

Sydney.  

 

 

Kind regards, 

 

 
Henriette Vamberg 

Partner & Managing Director 
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General Comments. 
 

The site offers a wonderful opportunity for developing a cultural offer above 

average that can support this important place as the face of the University.  

 

This project will be a fantastic and transformational investment in this part of 

campus.  It will not only consolidate and expand an improved public cultural offer 

on-campus but also contribute to an improved public realm vision for the wider 

precinct.  The project will be a major first step towards a future campus 

landscape that addresses improvement opportunities as well as broader strategic 

ambitions of the University in this historic precinct. 

 

With the project site located in such a sensitive and heritage-significant context, 

the Design Excellence Criteria provide a robust framework to steer quality design 

outcomes.   

 

 

Specific Comments. 
 

Contextual Response: 

The advice from Heritage Council are noted and how this has defined the primary 

building site, envelope and landscape design response.  Gehl notes the efforts of 

the project in responding to these requirements, in particular, green landscape 

sensitivities and ensuring that a ‘light touch’ guides the project’s development.    

 

Future contextual opportunities for improvement have been identified and tabled 

that offer an improved public realm vision for the wider precinct.  Some of these 

ideas have been noted as already recognized as part of change management in 

the wider precinct and commend this.  Gehl re-iterate that these future 

investments will not only have positive benefits on the project upon completion but 

also to the public face of the University generally. 

 

 

Building Concept; Upper Levels 

The design response defines a floating rectangular box, that is elevated above a 

grounded podium. Gehl appreciates the contrast between open and closed 

volumes and the general design language of keeping the design response 

simplistic and elegant. Gehl note the Quad Lawn / University Place as the most 

visible part of the building with its frontage opening up to this important space 

with the design response elsewhere about minimizing impact and presence. 

 

As the design develops, the materiality will be important in achieving the right 

level of detailing of the facade that can ensure an interesting texture and warmth 

juxtaposed against glazed openings.  Whilst Gehl understand that balancing the 
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need for maximum wall space for exhibitions versus opening up the façade for 

natural light and greater views in & out is not an easy task, we recognize this as 

something to keep being mindful of during the design development.   

 

 

Building Concept: Podium 

The building concept is appealing in its response to elevate the main building 

volume above the terrain and to emphasize a clear connection of the landscape at 

the upper and lower levels.  

 

As with the upper levels, the balance between wall space and transparency at 

podium level is something to keep being mindful of as design develops, particular 

at ground-level eye-height.   The needs of the museum today may differ from its 

needs in the future and Gehl would support any construction detailing in the 

podium exterior that future-proofs the building’s adaptability and flexibility. 

 

The raised planter beds adjacent to main entry helps enclose the forecourt space 

but also has potential to limit views in & out at eye-level, particularly from the 

approach south to the entrance.  This is something to be mindful of as design 

detail further develops. 

 

 

Landscape Concept: 

The standpoint of the Heritage Council is noted and how it can present a future  

opportunity to develop the landscape in parallel with the future management 

directions of the CCW museum.  

 

Gehl note the limited external collection currently in possession by the museum.  

This does presents itself as another future opportunity, as the museum evolves 

and ‘settles’ in to its new premises.  The adjacent landscape space has much 

potential to become an extension of the museum through an expanded external 

collection space.  This can be a strategy to create a strong integration with the 

landscape spaces around the museum and explore improved access to this 

outdoor landscape through additional paths and invitations to sit, enjoy and study 

adjacent to the museum and so on.   

 

Gehl note some financial viability issues yet to be resolved for the museum café.  

A visual presence in the landscape somewhere adjacent to University Ave and 

museum to capture nearby footfall (26,000 people on Eastern Ave per semester 

day, 6000 per day on University Ave) through a cart, kiosk, pop-up could help this 

operation as well as contribute to strategic ambitions for more (and better) food 

and beverage offers on-campus. 
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