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INTRODUCTION

In December 2005, members of the Society for
Advancement of Non-coercive Education (SANE)
Community met and formed the Troy Building
Committee. This group consisted of Patrick Thrift,
Gregg Brown, Helen Hughes, Anne Marie Slater,
Leah Herman, and Sarah Mills. Our purpose was
to initiate and complete the pre-design work for a
new model school facility.
Achieving this purpose required a thorough
exploration and understanding of the needs and
desires of the entire SANE Community, which
includes Windsor House School. We set out to
identify and articulate its vision, design goals,
functional requirements, and space requirements.
With this in mind, the Troy Building Committee
met regularly from December 2005 through
March 2008. In this time, we also held four
separate events to allow for community input: a
brainstorming workshop for all ages, a teachersponsored design activity for students, a design
charette, and a gaming session.
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MISSION STATEMENT

To provide a respectful, collaborative, and
democratic setting for young people and their
families to learn and thrive without coercion.

EDUCATIONAL PHILOSOPHY
a) We believe that people learn best when
they are not afraid of physical harm or
humiliation. Adults will endeavour to use
profound respect at all times when
dealing with young people.
b) We believe that people who practise selfdetermination are pro-active and flexible.
Adults will not arbitrarily set a curriculum
for any student.
c) We believe that the ability to collaborate
is both a skill and a mind-set, and that
people who practise collaboration are
able to consider many views and are
likely to generate innovative ideas. The
staff will model the collaborative
approach in meetings, classrooms and
small group interactions.
d) We believe that to be a citizen in a
democratic society, one should practise
the skills as one grows up. Students will
learn the distinction between
collaboration and direct democracy, and
which of these will be the most effective
in any given situation.
e) We believe that a healthy community
needs to be inclusive and accepting of
many differences. We will conduct
regular outreach to diverse communities
of people of different ages, racial, ethnic,
or economic backgrounds, sexual
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orientation, and persons with disabilities.
f) We believe that in any group conflict is
not only inevitable but, more importantly,
useful in the development of problemsolving skills. We value philosophical
differences and will employ constructive
conflict resolution techniques and
processes in order to promote dialogue
and maintain profound respect in the
community.
g) We believe that people thrive in an
environment where they are known and
appreciated for who they are, and that
relationships are key. Time and physical
space will be kept available for
establishing and maintaining
relationships with students and their
families.
h) We believe that educational experiences
that promote real engagement have
more vitality in them and have deeper
effects. The school shall use simulation
games, field trips, opportunities for young
people to teach others, and hands-on
activities wherever possible.
i) We believe that there are many forms of
intelligence. Artists, architects,
musicians, naturalists, designers,
dancers, therapists, entrepreneurs, and
others who enrich the world in which we
live deserve support and recognition
equally with those who pursue the more
traditional academics.
j) We believe that there is a symbiotic
relationship among all things. We will
model a global sense of responsibility.
k) We believe that there is value in real
physical work. We will provide
opportunities through gardening,
cleaning, woodworking, technology
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projects and cooking.
l) We believe that there is value in serving
others. We will provide liaison with
Retirement Homes, Hospitals and other
institutions where young energy will be
appreciated.
m) We believe that when people spend
considerable time in a respectful, noncoercive, collaborative, democratic,
inclusive environment where relationship
is key and learning experiences are alive,
they will be constructive, creative and
effective in the world.

In brief, at a school modelling this philosophy,
students will:
•

spend moderate amounts of time intensively
learning the core academics with caring
mentors of their choosing.

•

live democracy and collaboration all day in
every way.

• spend the majority of their time pursuing
their passions.
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DESIGN GUIDELINES
The following Design Guidelines were developed to
translate the educational philosophy into guiding
principles for future planning and design.
The guidelines are in bold, with input from the
community Design Charette in italics.

1. The site should be centrally located in the
Lower Mainland, close to public transportation
and community amenities/services.
• This would provide the opportunity to own commercial
space for rental to provide on-going income.
• It might make sense to go into the country to have a
natural environment and lots of land to use.
• Maybe two places, urban and country
• Also green space

2. The facility should provide a distinct identity
and presence to the community, with a noninstitutional character that is both welcoming
and child-friendly.
• We could consider co-housing units as part of the plan
• Provide resources to people who are not part of
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Windsor House as in the Community School Model.

3. The site and surroundings must be safe for
children of all ages while providing
opportunities for creative outdoor play,
learning, and social activities.
• For people of all ages, abilities and disabilities.

4. The student population should be small
enough to allow everyone in the community to
know one another.
• 250 to 350 people in your community is thought to be
the number you can know and recognize (Germs, Guns
and Steel) - this would include students, parents,
teachers and volunteers

5. The facility should be designed with a multipurpose gathering space forming the "heart" of
the school, and is used for social interaction,
food consumption, community meetings,
performances, and celebrations.
• This space should be a circle or curves should be
central.
• This space could be used by a co-housing group as
well.

6. There should be a prominent centrally
located space for democratic governance to
take place in the school, and which is large
enough for the entire community to participate.
• This space should also be a circle - maybe concentric
rings of seating.

7. To nurture the various forms of human
intelligence, the facility should have a range of
spaces that will support and recognize the
breadth of activities children are interested in,
with considerable emphasis on social/political
awareness, the arts, athletics, and hands-on
science/technology, as well as "core"
academics.
• It should contain massive amounts of tiny rooms as
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well as a few large ones.

8. Diversity and flexibility in the type of spaces
is required, to accommodate different sizes of
groups and learning methods.
• Rooms might have flexible structure, with folding or
sliding doors that allow 2 small rooms to become 1 big
one.
• Moveable walls, furniture that reconfigures.
• Wireless building gives increased mobility
• Regular redecoration by students that reflects the
student community (murals on walls, art installations,
garden/greenhouse, etc.)
.

9. The facility should model global stewardship
and the symbiotic relationship between all
living things. The design should be "green" and
sustainable, to minimize the facility's
environmental footprint and maximize occupant
health and comfort.
• Skylights, solar panels, full spectrum lighting.
• Keep it smaller than the largest trees , mountains that
are around it so there is a feeling that nature still
dominates.
• Generator
• Environmental issues - reduce throwaway items such
as cups and plates.
• Sense of ‘hand-madeness’ to it - use material that is
something that the community can build (with
professional help).

10. To be respectful to persons with varying
abilities, the facility should be designed with
the principle of "seamless accessibility".
• Seamless accessibility means that the same design
works for everyone and there are no “handicapped”
places.

11. To support the importance and interconnectedness of community within the facility,
the circulation pattern should be clear and
centered on the heart of the school, and there
should be visual links and interconnections
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between different space functions.
• Heart of the school

12. To foster a sense of community at large, the
design should facilitate parent/volunteer
participation, community outreach and service,
support for the home-learning community, and
community use.
• Community Center model.

13. Space should be designated for
administrative needs, for educational planning
activities, and for promoting the organization's
general development.
14. The facility should be designed as a model
of innovation and imagination - in itself the
facility can and should be a learning tool such
that, while artfully expressing the philosophy
and needs of this community, it also informs
the community about the dynamic workings of
their environment.
• Use the physical environment to maximize learning
about design and to illustrate how things work.
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SPACE AND FUNCTIONAL REQUIREMENTS
The functional requirements for the model school
that are reflected in this section of the report were
derived from the idea generation workshop, and
from Committee discussions. Other functional
requirements contained in this report can be found
in Section 3, Design Guidelines, in the remarks
attached to the detailed Space Requirements, and
in the analysis of conceptual designs produced in
the "gaming" process.
Functional Program

Generally the functional requirements identified to
date address community-wide planning issues and
relationships. More work can be done in future to
flesh out specific requirements on a room-by-room
basis. This would require a more detailed
examination of the activities, resources, and
storage requirements anticipated for each
functional area.
Space Requirements

Methodology

With the premise of planning a model school with
the capacity for 200 students from kindergarten to
Grade 12, the Troy Building Committee developed
a detailed set of space requirements. In the
process, reference was made to the B.C. Ministry
of Education's (MEd) Area Standards. The decision
was made to generally align the Troy space
requirements with the space allocations used for
publicly funded schools in BC.

Ministry of Education
Standards

The MEd space requirements are broken down by
grade configuration (i.e. elementary, middle,
secondary) and capacity. As there are no MEd
Area Standards for a combination
elementary/secondary school, the most
comparable template for a K-12 school is a junior
middle school which is comprised of Grades 6 and
7 (elementary) and Grade 8 (secondary). Since an
elementary/secondary school has the same ratio of
elementary to secondary grades as a junior middle
school, the MEd's Area Standards for a 200
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capacity junior middle school became the reference
baseline for developing the space requirements for
the Troy model school.
The MEd Area Standards identify a range of space
categories (administration, gym activity, multipurpose, general storage etc) and set out
guidelines for the amount of space that should be
assigned to that category. Generally, the MEd
Standards do not prescribe how a particular
category of space is broken down into individual
rooms or activities, so there is considerable latitude
within the MEd's Area Standards to tailor space to
suit a unique school with unconventional pedagogy.
Detailed Space
Requirements

The details of the proposed space requirements
(see Appendix B) were developed with
consideration of the vision for the school including
its educational philosophy (see Section 3), input
received from parents/students/staff to date, and
the experience of Committee members in school
planning, operation and construction.
The detailed space requirements in Appendix B
indicate the proposed space requirements for the
model school in one column, and in a separate
column, the referenced space standards for a 200
capacity middle school. The proposed total gross
floor area of the new school is 2,820m2
(30,350SF).

Gaming Session

Subsequently, the space requirements for the
model school were transposed onto coloured card
stock for a "gaming session" held on January
25/07. Each coloured "gaming" piece represented a
part of the building. In the gaming session,
participants from the SANE community were
broken into groups and given the opportunity to
manipulate the coloured pieces on a table to create
rough configurations of an ideal school layout.

Budgeting

The space requirements will also be useful in
formulating a capital budget to create a new school,
whether it be new construction or
renovation/expansion of an existing facility.
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Operating costs, which are significantly affected by
the size of a building, can also be budgeted more
accurately with this information.
Facility Evaluation
Tool

Along with the functional requirements, the space
requirements can also form a basis for evaluating
the suitability of alternative sites and existing
facilities. Ultimately, when a professional design
team is engaged to help plan the new school, these
space requirements will be a useful starting point.
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PARTICIPATORY DESIGN WORKSHOPS

From the beginning, the process of exploring and
creating a vision for a new school facility has been
a collaborative community-wide effort. A broad
spectrum of members from SANE and Windsor
House School, students and adults alike, came
together on four separate occasions to talk, to
imagine, to explore, and to create a vision for a
new facility, one that truly reflects this community
and it's philosophy. Each event built upon the one
preceeding it, as ideas crystalized with increasing
clarity and purpose.

Community
Brainstorming
Session
November 30, 2005

A brainstorming session was the first of four
events to engage the community in conversation
about what would make up an ideal school. Out of
the many interesting ideas presented, the Troy
Committee was able to distill a list of specific
design guidelines (included in Section 3 of this
report) detailing ideals around location, design, and
function for a new facility.

Student Idea
Generation
December 2005

The collaborative nature of this project would not
have been complete without the input from the
students of Windsor House School, and they have
been active participants throughout. A teachersponsored classroom activity gave them the
opportunity to create designs for a new school,
some of which are included as images within this
report. The plans and ideas created by the
students gave this committee a strong sense of
their needs and desires, around which a new
facility could ultimately be planned.

Community Design
Charette
February 22, 2006

The third opportunity for community input was a
design charette, a chance for people to create
more specific visions of what would make up a new
school. Participants were asked, "How can a
building's design embody SANE's guiding
philosophy which includes respect, multi-age
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community, non-coercion, and collaboration ?".
With the Design Guidelines mentioned earlier
presented as prompts, many new ideas were
generated, in terms of what kind of space would
serve the needs of the entire community. These
included natural daylighting, “seamless”
accessibility, room sizes, a co-operative housing
component, and service to the surrounding
community.
Community Gaming
Workshop
January 25, 2007

Using the specific needs and desires of the school
community, and the BC Ministry of Education
space allocation guidelines, the Troy Committee
was able to determine the size of the various
components that would make up a new facility (see
Section 4 and Appendix B for additional
information).

Gaming Concepts

The next step was to identify key relationships
between various school activities and functions.
With this in mind, we held the fourth and final
community event, the Gaming Workshop, which
gave people the opportunity to create a school
configuration that satisfied the preferred spatial
relationships.
Gaming concepts were generated using pieces of
coloured card stock representing the different kinds
of spaces programmed for the school, and sized in
accordance with the space requirements that were
developed by the Troy Committee.
Workshop participants were divided into groups,
and equipped with a set of gaming pieces, each
group set about manipulating the pieces into a
spatial configuration that satisfied the group’s
sense of function and design. Once a concept was
developed as far as it could go, the layout was
traced on to a piece of vellum as a permanent
record of that concept. Then, time permitting, the
group had the opportunity to manipulate the pieces
again and develop another concept.
The gaming process generated a lot of discussion
in each group about what constituted the most
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important spatial relationships and organizing
principles for a model school.

The resulting concept plans, and the committee
review notes of each plan, are attached to this
section. There are seven concepts in total, labeled
from A to G.

Commonalities in the
Gaming Concept Plans

Within the seven concept plans produced, the Troy
Building Committee identified the following
common features:
1) The school radiates around a central hub that
features School Council and
multi-purpose space
2) Primary grades and Big Muscle Room (activity
space) are in close proximity to each other
3) School Council space is prominent (in four of the
seven plans) and close to main entrance
4) six of the seven plans are single storey layouts
with some spaces having higher ceilings
5) Public functions are close to main entrance
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6) Primary grade classes have direct access to
outside and/or a covered play area
7) Main entrance is prominent with adequate cover
8) Home Ec - type space with connection to a
servery in close proximity to central hub and multipurpose space
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Sketch by Nic Miskin, student, July, 2006
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1. PREDESIGN GOALS
At the beginning of the predesign process the Troy
Building Committee established the following goals
for the Committee’s work.
1. Mission statement
2. Educational philosophy
• goals and dreams
• definition of success
3. Programming
• planning horizon
• # students, mix, age range
• activities
• relationships
• functional requirements
• space needs
4. Design guidelines
5. Conceptual models

Page 19 of 36

TROY BUILDING COMMITTEE REPORT
Appendix A – Predesign Methodology

April 2008

2. DOCUMENTING THE EDUCATIONAL
PHILOSOPHY
1. Introduction
A school can only be as unique and exciting as the
educational philosophy that drives it. A challenge
for educators is to share their vision for the future of
education, and to lead the process of preparing
educational specifications that will guide the design
towards excellence.
The following was used by the Troy Building
Committee to stimulate discussion about the
educational philosophy and vision for this model
school, and the design strategies that might be
used to implement this philosophy.
2. Mission Statement
The cornerstone of the educational philosophy can
be a mission statement in which the main goal of
the facility is summarized in one or two sentences.
3. Philosophy
An educational philosophy and vision of the future
will inspire the rest of the design process. The
following could be considered:
.1 Relationship of School to the Outside World
.1 The relationship of the school to families
and the community; parent participation, lifelong learning, community links and sharing.
.2 Environmental objectives and priorities - the
importance attached to raising global and
environmental awareness, to using the
building as a teaching vehicle, to recycling,
energy conservation and “green” materials
(environmental stewardship).
.3 The value of visual and physical
connections to the outdoors, the importance
of transition spaces (i.e. covered outdoor
areas) and possibilities for outdoor education.
.4 The importance of acknowledging the
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various cultures that exist in the community.
.2 Image and Culture
.1 What is the desired character and identity
for the school, inside and outside?
.2 The type of school “culture” envisioned.
.3 Connecting the past, present and future.
.4 Governance model.
.3 Educational and Social Goals
.1 What is the future of education and society
and how do we want to prepare students for
that future?
.2 Range of student outcomes desired; how is
“student success” defined?
.3 Relative importance of cognitive, affective
and physical education objectives;
acknowledging and nurturing the various
forms of human intelligence.
.4 Thematic or project-based learning versus
subject-based curriculum; interdisciplinary and
applied knowledge.
.5 Coercive vs. non-coercive learning; intrinsic
vs. extrinsic motivation.
.6 Diversity vs. uniformity; philosophy of
inclusion and tolerance.
.7 The importance of student leadership and
initiative.
.8 Centres of excellence.
.4 Educational Methods
.1 The importance of student-centred
instruction versus teacher-centred instruction.
.2 The value of teaming and cooperative
learning by students.
.3 The importance of group versus
individualized learning programs.
.4 Teachers as “facilitators” versus teachers
as subject matter specialists and lecturers.
.5 Interdisciplinary teacher planning, grade
team teaching and subject team teaching as
alternatives to the departmental approach.
.6 Teacher training / preparation /
collaboration and assessment.
.7 Home rooms versus flexible room
assignment for teachers with support space
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for teacher prep.
.8 The relative importance of grading,
reporting and comparing students.
.9 Timetable flexibility, i.e. flexible block
schedules versus 55 minute periods, six per
day; extended day; year-round schooling.
.10 Grade level flexibility.
.5 Range of Programs / Services
.1 The role of information technology computers, interactive video, distance
learning.
.2 The possibilities for extra curricular
activities, special programs, daycare services,
etc.
.3 Provision of services to special needs
students and the physically disabled;
integration vs. segregation.
.4 The importance of the performing arts
facilities to the school and community;
possibilities for additional community funding.
.5 Resources and support for home-learners.
4. Design/Curriculum Strategies to Consider
.1 The overall circulation pattern for the
school and implications for convenience,
space efficiency, supervision, future
expansion.
.2 The role of Multi-purpose space to create a
social heart to the school and/or facilitate the
performing arts.
.3 The importance of providing space for
students to congregate and circulate
comfortably.
.4 Performing Arts - if desirable, how to create
that space.
.5 The benefits of clustering classrooms into
“pods,” “communities” or “houses” (school
within a school concept).
.6 The extent to which circulation space
should overlook or view into classrooms and
other areas; impact on school culture and
image.
.7 The preferences for organizing lockers locker bays or decentralized, single tier versus
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double tier, shared or individual usage.
.8 The value of linking and inter-connecting
classrooms.
.9 The desirability of having a diversity of
conference/learning spaces from small (i.e.
small study rooms) to large (large group
presentation rooms).
.10 The relationship between Performing Arts,
stage-craft related programs (ie. Fine Arts,
Tech. Ed.), and music programs.
.11 The desirability of multi-use rooms using
perimeter fixtures and cabinetry to free up the
centre of the room for multiple uses.
.12 The relationship between science, math,
technology and business.
.13 The departmentalization versus
decentralization of science, special education,
etc.
.14 The value of shared science prep rooms
and/or labs.
.15 The emphasis on “Technology” versus
“Industrial Education”; technical literacy
versus technical proficiency.
.16 The emphasis on life skills in Home
Economics in addition to cooking and sewing.
.17 The possibilities for “café” food service
using the training kitchen.
.18 The requirements for a Media Room for
centralized transmission of A/V
programming.
.19 The role of the library/media
centre/resource centre in the school and to
the community.
.20 The importance of providing outdoor
recreation space and expected requirements
for the planned student enrolment.
5. School Use Projections
.1 What are the school enrolment projections
by grade, years and courses?
.2 What are the present and projected
characteristics of the student body and
surrounding community?
.3 How much bussing can be expected?
.4 What are the parking requirements?
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6. Facility Management Issues
.1 What maintenance and operations issues
are most important?
.2 How can the conceptual planning best
address these issues?
.3 Should long-term cost savings be used to
help fund design strategies that have a higher
capital cost but a lower life cycle cost?
.4 If necessary, is it worth sacrificing some
specific building components in order to afford
the quality of finishes or systems that
significantly reduce the lifecycle cost for the
building?
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3. ENGAGING STAKEHOLDERS
The Troy Building Committee considered a variety
of methods for engaging the community in the
predesign process. Section 5 of the report
summarizes the main methods used to date.
Methods Considered:
• one-on-one meetings
• small group meetings
• surveys/questionnaires
• wish lists
• walking tours
• open houses (public information meetings)
• design workshops/charettes
• mapping workshops
• structured community focus group sessions
• project flyers, bulletins, newsletters
• public displays
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DETAILED SPACE REQUIREMENTS
The attached
spreadsheet
summarizes the space
requirements for this
200 student capacity
K to 12 model school.

In the process of developing the space
requirements for a new school, reference was
made to the B.C. Ministry of Education's (MEd)
Area Standards. The decision was made to
generally align the Troy space requirements with
the space allocations used for publicly funded
schools in BC.
The MEd space requirements are broken down by
grade configuration (i.e. elementary, middle,
secondary) and capacity.
There are no MEd Area Standards for a
combination elementary/secondary school. Since
an elementary/secondary school has the same
ratio of elementary to secondary grades as a junior
middle school, the MEd's Area Standards for a 200
capacity junior middle school became the reference
baseline for developing the space requirements for
the Troy model school.
The details of the proposed space requirements
were developed considering the vision for the
school including its educational philosophy (see
Section 3), input received from
parents/students/staff to date, and the experience
of Committee members in school planning,
operation and construction.
The spreadsheet attached indicates the proposed
space requirements for the model school in the left
column, and in the right column, the referenced
MEd space standards for a 200 capacity middle
school.
The proposed total gross floor area of the school is
2,820m2 (30,350SF).
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BRAINSTORMING FOR SPACES
The Windsor House community held a
brainstorming session to discuss what they would
like to see in a new school. Their ideas are
summarized below.
Inside the School
• welcoming entrance hall (greenhouse
entranceway)
• central gathering place, adjacent kitchen
• seamless handicap access
• central meeting place with seating arranged
in tiered rings
• multi-purpose room (large enough to
accommodate entire community)
• Big Muscle Room
• library
• art room
• music room, sound-proofed
• science room
• primary rooms: 2
• sewing and fabrics lab
• wood-working shop
• costume & props room with mirror
• quiet study area with resources (computers,
etc.)
• small conference rooms: 4
• gym with enclosable stage & green room
behind
• classrooms & teacher offices embedded in
classrooms, glassed-off
• secretary's office, looks over entrance
• administration: 3 small spaces
• copying machine & paper room
• laminator & kiln room, ventilated
Outside the School
• courtyard
• outdoor classroom
• huge rubber (recycled tires) dragons
• cob maze
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Design Features
• the lay-out will permit a gradual transition
from noisy to quiet space (i.e.. BMR and
library on opposite ends of school)
• small sitting enclaves embedded in hallway
• lots of open & closed cupboard storage
• whisper tunnel, musical stairs, sundial
Storage and Equipment Requirements
• rolling mini libraries for particular subjects
(i.e. history, nutrition, science, socials, etc.)
• rolling TV, DVD/video player, sound set-up
• 4 CD players
• PA system
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DESIGN CHARETTE BACKGROUND

On February 22/06 the Troy Building Design
Committee presented a design exercise for all
members of the SANE community. It was an
exciting opportunity to have input into creating the
ideal model for a school building that would support
our philosophy.

The following Mission Statement was used:
To provide a respectful, collaborative, and
democratic setting for young people and their
families to learn and thrive without coercion.

The guiding question given to the workshop
participants was:
How can a building's design embody our guiding
philosophy which includes respect, multi-age
community, non-coercion, collaboration...?

Draft Design Guidelines were displayed and, in
the course of the charette, participants made
comments and suggestions regarding the individual
guidelines.
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DESIGN CHARETTE METHODOLOGY
The design charette was held on February 22, from
6:00 to 9:00pm at the LMCC.
Agenda
6:00pm As people arrive they will see inspiring
architectural images on the wall, and the Mission
Statement, Philosophy, and Design Guide along
with flip-chart size sheets of paper with one of the
13 Design Guide items at the top of each one.
People may munch on the nibbles and walk around
jotting their responses and ideas on the sheets of
paper. There will also be a huge piece of paper
(sky blue?) to write down dreams and goals.
7:00pm People will gather to hear the
instructions for the next portion. They will go to
their assigned tables in the break-out rooms where
they will find a large piece of paper in the middle of
each table, felt pens, and 11" x 17" sheets. They
will be given a sheet of paper with the guiding
question on it (How can a building's design embody
our guiding philosophy which includes respect,
multi-age community, non-coercion,
collaboration...?) and a copy of the Philosophy and
the Design Guideline for inspiration.
They will brainstorm and record in pictures
(courtesy of the illustrator assigned to each table)
and the words (a volunteer recorder from the
group) on the big piece of paper. Individuals may
use the smaller pieces to doodle or their own
designs or ideas.
The illustrator will have these prompts to get things
moving:
1)
Describe the key relationships between
spaces - what resources or spaces should be close
together and what should be separated?
2)
How can a building encourage respect?
3)
What is a beneficial relationship
between the inside and the outside?
4)
Visualize the heart of the building.
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8:15pm People will reconvene in the main room
to share their ideas. The recorder and illustrator
will present a short report of their group's ideas.
9:00pm

Time to go home.

Design Charette Sketch
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DESIGN CHARETTE NOTES
GROUP ONE
(Gregg, Linda, Laurie, Brenda, Laura, Selena)
•

Brenda: design space so that kids don't get
in trouble because of the design.

•

Childproof: by design for multi-generational,
furniture tough (durable) and soft,
comfortable stuff is totally washable.

•

Gregg: if I drew a picture, what would it look
like?

•

Linda: design lighting (no fluorescents,
skylights).

•

Earthquake-proof

•

Entranceway foyer welcoming and large,
orienting (Grouse Lodge or Community
Center Model).

•

Flooring: wood to absorb sound, real wood
products (notice ceiling in LMCC & Lucas
Center is wooden).

•

Garden on roof (no vandalism), part solar.

•

Rain catchment area that flows into a
waterfall and play with it until it dries up.

•

When WHS was at Keith Lynn there was a
huge sand pit with a little stream and WH
kids spent the whole year re-routing the
stream.

•

Herb gardens (to complement kitchen)

•

Playground with a hill (in a secure downtown
area) Wooden structures (not alienated from
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nature).
•

West Van: huge fence, lumber, nails, saws,
and supervisor. Kids come and build it/ torn
down at the end of each summer/redone
each year.

•

Berkeley: adventure playground

•

Straw bale and cob huts (up to 100 sq.ft.
doesn't have to be built to code). Cob and
straw bale is cheap but needs lots of people.

•

Building being the philosophy: it is designed
and continuously changing.

•

Demountable wall system: modular in order
to change when needed.

•

Brenda: sometimes kids aren't that
interested in always designing and creating.

•

But it's for the whole community (adults too)

•

Inherently beautiful design - even if it's not
being worked on.

•

Unlocked spaces with lockable personal
belongings (like in a gym).

•

Storage (locked)

•

See-through alcoves

•

Dormers

•

Levels, sunken areas, circular ramps in and
out, social space, see outside.

•

Ball room and Lego room (consider germs!)

•

Entrance way: round (kids size door)

•

KITCHEN !
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•

Place for parents - quiet, comfortable, visible
(so kids know where they are).

•

Hallways: getting rid of them (have a central
hub with short halls)

•

Make sure its ok to have people run around
in the hub.

•

Courtyard

•

wandering loops (design allows one to
wander)

•

City Square: one day a week is a market

•

Self-organizing chaos

•

Sculptures in playground: a dragon to climb
on, hide under wings (made of recycled
rubber).

•

Rolling shutters for security?

•

Atrium - looks like outside

•

Classrooms off of the library

•

Rooms in a spiral

•

Use technology to create ease of
communicating throughout the space.
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DESIGN CHARETTE NOTES
GROUP TWO
•
•

Lots of kids (foam pit/padded room)
question: Heart is missing here, no focal
point of the school, no meeting space. How
do we do that ?

•

What would be attached to that space ?

•

Sudbury School: front door: sewing/art
room, hall eating room, alcove off it, mini
hang-out space. One room leads into
another.

•
•
•
•

Back stair cases (?)
No big halls but hanging spaces
Mugs on hooks in kitchen (felt flexible)
Homey feel

•

200 - 250 kids max.

•

Hallway ?
-yes (most kids spend time
here, allows them to check out an activity
without having to commit)
 -no (annoying, runway chaos
YUCK)

•

Big circular space - a kitchen, one meeting
space, natural lighting through courtyard

•

Wall to wall books on every room

•

Cupboards for different kinds of equipment

•

No locks on any doors (situations dealt with
in community)

•

Different layers: 1st floor- can flow through
rooms. 2nd floor- separate rooms

•

Rooftop garden
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•

Pond, stepping stones

•

Component part playground (build your site
year to year)

•

School for Living (Amsterdam): removable
walls/ceilings so could change size of
rooms/spaces.

•

Small spaces: cob maze, set of movable
pieces could create the space.

•

Offices: (where chaos?) Main office with
little ones off to the side.

drawing by Wayne Froese

drawing by Wayne Froese
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