








Darwin DCA Meeting No 457 - Friday 5 June 2026 

Mr Michael Booth (Hames Sharley Architects) explained that during 

construction alternative suppliers for glass and protection of the glass, 

including films and security films and other methods, were explored. Due to 

the projectiles that were previously used, they were not able to get a film 

that could protect the glass sufficiently, and the suppliers suggested that 

the best path forward was mesh screening. 

Mr Booth highlighted that the ground level windows have protective film 

over the glass that is transparent, and the glass itself is toughened and 

laminated. 

Mr Applegate queried whether all potential options for maintaining a glazed 

or transparent appearance while ensuring adequate protection of the 

windows had been fully explored. 

Mr Rosse stressed that the windows are not being removed, and the 

windows are still an architectural feature. 

Mr Booth further clarified that poly was explored however the fac;ade issue 

was in regard to mobility; shading structures were also explored however 

these could not protect all sides of the windows and louvres were explored 

however again this removes visibility, so that was why the fine mesh finish 

was the preferred treatment. 

Mr Jasen Floyd (NextDC) advised that the risk of vandalism will not go away 

once the building has been constructed, it might be lowered a little, but not 

completely removed. Mr Floyd noted that a number of options have been 

explored in relation to protection of the windows, and highlighted that 

attack resistant glass is proposed to be installed at the ground level and was 

extremely expensive. 

The Authority acknowledges the vulnerability of the windows to vandalism 

as highlighted by the applicant and notes that alternative options, to the 

installation of the fine mesh screening, were explored by the design team. 

Notwithstanding this, the Authority considers that the proposed addition of 

security mesh, in its current form, is a factor that detracts from making the 

building 'harmonious, pleasant or enjoyable'. Whilst the additional security 

mesh allows for views from the building to the surrounding area, it removes 

opportunity for visual connection from the streetscape to the building. 

The Authority considers the visual connection provided by these windows a 

key element highlighted in the architectural design statement prepared by 

Hames Sharley considered by the Authority in its original decision. In 

addition, the location of the windows at the upper levels inherently provides 

a degree of security due to the elevated position above ground level. 

The Authority considers that amended plans are required to provide 

alternative measures to protect the upper level windows from vandalism, in 

lieu of fine mesh security screening. Any such measures must retain the 
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