
 



 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 



 

 

 
 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

08 November 2017 
 
Design Review Panel 03 
Advice Summary 
 
Distribution: 
Alex Kibble (TKD) 
Georgia White (Savills) 
Cameron Lang (DET) 
Peter Mould (Panel) 
Paul Berkemeier (Panel) 
Peter McManus (DPE) 
Rod Stanton (DoE) 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

ALEXANDRIA PARK COMMUNITY SCHOOL 
DESIGN REVIEW 04 – 22 November, 2017  
320 Pitt St, Sydney (Department of Planning and Environment) 
 
CHAIR – Dillon Kombumerri 
PANEL MEMBERS – Paul Berkemeier, Peter Mould 
 
The following summary is a record of the advice provided to the proponent team 
for the above project. This is the forth design review session undertaken for this 
proposal.  
 
The Panel were satisfied TKD sufficiently addressed previous issues raised and 
now endorse the scheme as having the potential to achieve Design Excellence.  
 
It is reiterated that the Panel recommends ongoing review, as well as ongoing 
engagement of TKD as lead design architect, subsequent to lodgment to protect 
the design integrity of the proposal to ensure that the quality of the built 
outcome is commensurate with the significance of the site. 
 
 
Advice summary endorsed by the Chair:  

 
 
 
 
 

Dillon Kombumeri 
GANSW Principal Architect 
 
 
 
 
 
 

23 November 2017 
 
Design Review Panel 04 
Advice Summary 
 
Distribution: 
Alex Kibble (TKD) 
Anna Harris (TKD) 
Terry Denzil (Community) 
Rod Stanton (DoE) 
Georgia White (Savills) 
Alaine Ross (Urbis) 
Peter Mould (Panel) 
Paul Berkemeier (Panel) 
 



 

Generally, all items noted in the third DRP advice letter were addressed to 
varying extent and drawings were provided with a greater level of detail. This 
included significant and identifiable changes to the design in response to the 
Panel’s comments.  
 
Acknowledging the early stage of design development, key issues which must 
continue to be developed in order to achieve design excellence detailed as 
follows:  
 
Circulation and wayfinding. 
- Generally horizontal and vertical circulation is now more logical and legible, 

assisted by the increased use of colour. 
- The high school has a new foyer and entry however the pinch point at corner 

of playing field presents a challenge to resolve.  The Panel suggested 
refocusing the high school entry directly off the main gathering space where 
there is ground level covered protection readily available from overhanging 
accommodation above.  This will be beneficial by providing an external 
waiting space for after-hours use of the Hall.  

- The capacity of the three proposed stairs needs to be tested to determine if 
a further forth set of stairs would be required. 

- Connections and interfaces between external and internal spaces (especially 
rooftops) is now better defined. 

 
Architectural language.  
- The current proposed approach is now considered to be more expressive of 

the richness of the school’s community and cultural context. 
- The Panel supports the colour material palette proposed and encourages the 

design team to maximise involvement of local artists. 
- The Panel reiterates that further development and resolution of the 

proposed screen element is required to understand its likely form or 
performance as an integrated architectural element, and its environmental 
impacts. 

- The Panel believes there should be a greater resolution of environmental 
initiatives (sun shading, wind breaks, etc) and their impact on the 
architectural resolution of the building generally. 

 
Design of fence and gates including roof top fencing.  
- The Panel acknowledges the fencing strategy is clear and the design has 

improved.   
- The Panel notes that the façade screen, roof-top fencing and perimeter 

fencing are now integrated with building design elements.  
- Roof top shade elements were shown to demonstrate minimal visual impact 

for neighbours whilst maintaining visual privacy for school students. The 
Panel supports the folding of the screen element to help shading of the roof 
areas. 

  



 

 
Contextual response.  
- Current and potential future adjacent development, setbacks, heights and 

the proposed response to acoustics, overlooking etc. now demonstrate 
contextual response. 

 
Integration of structure and plan.  
- The Panel acknowledge provision of further detail as requested and support 

the proposed approach. 
 
Flooding impacts 
- The Panel acknowledges the provision of further detail and support the 

proposed integrated landscape / built edge response.  
 
Public art 
- The Panel supports the intent to integrate public art and note that a robust 

integrated public art strategy is required which includes commitment from 
DoE, program and budget. 

 
Landscape design 
- The Panel supports the detailed development of landscape concept overall, 

noting that issues raised above will require further development of the 
landscape strategy (integrated fencing, rooftop open space design). 
 

Traffic 
- The Panel notes the design team have investigated modal split of students 

arriving / departing the school, and reiterate that design opportunities 
should be proposed to increase non-car usage.  

- It was also noted that a precinct plan was shown identifying current and 
potential future bike and pedestrian routes to bus stops, rail etc.  

 
 
Further to this the Panel supports the proposed closure of Park Road to improve 
connection between the school and adjacent public park, and the potential to 
adjust the location of the playing fields to allow the school site to be less 
constrained. 
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