
Lord Mayor and Councillors, 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the next meeting of the Planning 
Committee will be held in Committee Room 1, Ninth Floor, Council 
House, 27 St Georges Terrace, Perth on Tuesday, 8 March 2016 at 
5.30pm. 

Yours faithfully 

MARTIN MILEHAM 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

3 March 2016 

Committee Members (appointed 22 October 2015): 

Members: 1st Deputy: 2nd Deputy: 
Cr McEvoy (Presiding Member) 

Cr Green Cr Limnios Cr Adamos 
Cr Yong 

Please convey apologies to Governance on 9461 3250 
or email governance@cityofperth.wa.gov.au 



EMERGENCY GUIDE
Council House, 27 St Georges Terrace, Perth

BUILDING ALARMS
Alert Alarm and Evacuation Alarm.

ALERT ALARM
beep beep beep 
All Wardens to respond.  
Other staff and visitors should remain where they are.

EVACUATION ALARM/PROCEDURES
whoop whoop whoop
On hearing the Evacuation Alarm or on being instructed to evacuate:

1. Move to the floor assembly area as directed by your Warden.

2. People with impaired mobility (those who cannot use the stairs unaided) should report to the 
Floor Warden who will arrange for their safe evacuation.

3. When instructed to evacuate leave by the emergency exits. Do not use the lifts.

4. Remain calm. Move quietly and calmly to the assembly area in Stirling Gardens as shown on 
the map below. Visitors must remain in the company of City of Perth staff members at all times.

5. After hours, evacuate by the nearest emergency exit. Do not use the lifts.
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The City of Perth values the health and safety of its employees, tenants, contractors and visitors. The guide is 
designed for all occupants to be aware of the emergency procedures in place to help make an evacuation of the 
building safe and easy.



 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 
 

Established: 17 May 2005 (Members appointed 22 October 2015) 
 
Members: 1st Deputy: 2nd Deputy: 
Cr McEvoy (Presiding Member) 

Cr Green Cr Limnios Cr Adamos 
Cr Yong 
 
Quorum: Two 
Terms Expire: October 2017 
 
TERMS OF REFERENCE: [Adopted OCM 24/11/15] 
 
To oversee and make recommendations to the Council on matters related to: 
1. development, building, demolition, sign and alfresco dining applications 

and proposals for subdivision or amalgamation; 
2. the City Planning Scheme and planning policies; 
3. identification of long term planning opportunities and major projects, 

including the Perth City Link, Elizabeth Quay and; 
4. strategic town planning initiatives and economic development; 
5. Heritage, including: 

5.1 the City of Perth Municipal Inventory; 
5.2 the Register of Places of Cultural Heritage Significance referred to in 

City Planning Scheme No. 2, and management of same; 
5.3 heritage incentive initiatives; 

6. transport and traffic network planning issues; 
7. environmental improvement strategies including environmental noise 

management; 
8. liquor licensing; 
9. land administration issues, such as street names, closures of roads and 

rights-of-way and vesting of reserves; 
10. applications for events held within the City of Perth that require planning 

approval as a result of excessive noise or traffic management proposals; 
11. legislation and compliance in relation to land use planning. 
 
 

This meeting is open to members of the public. 
 

 



 

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC ATTENDING 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

 
Question Time for the Public 
 
• An opportunity is available at all Committee meetings open to members of the public to ask a 

question about any issue relating to the City. This time is available only for asking questions 
and not for making statements. Complex questions requiring research should be submitted as 
early as possible in order to allow the City sufficient time to prepare a response. 

• The Presiding Person may nominate a Member or officer to answer the question, and may also 
determine that any complex question requiring research be answered in writing. No debate or 
discussion is allowed to take place on any question or answer. 

• To ask a question please write it on the white Question Sheet provided at the entrance to the 
Council Chamber and hand it to a staff member at least an hour before the meeting begins. 
Alternatively, questions can be forwarded to the City of Perth prior to the meeting, by:- 

 Letter: Addressed to GPO Box C120, Perth, 6839; 

 Email: governance@cityofperth.wa.gov.au. 

• Question Sheets are also available on the City’s web site: www.perth.wa.gov.au. 

 

Deputations 
 
A deputation wishing to be received by a Committee is to apply in writing to the CEO who will 
forward the written request to the Presiding Member. The Presiding Member may either approve 
the request or may instruct the CEO to refer the request to the Committee to decide whether or not 
to receive the deputation. If the Presiding Member approves the request, the CEO will invite the 
deputation to attend the meeting. 
 
Please refer to the ‘Deputation to Committee’ form provided at the entrance to the Council 
Chamber for further information on the procedures for deputations. These forms are also available 
on the City’s web site: www.perth.wa.gov.au. 

Disclaimer 
 
Members of the public should note that in any discussion regarding any planning or other 
application that any statement or intimation of approval made by any Member or officer of the City 
during the course of any meeting is not intended to be and is not to be taken as notice of approval 
from the City. No action should be taken on any item discussed at a Committee meeting prior to 
written advice on the resolution of the Council being received. 
 
Any plans or documents contained in this agenda may be subject to copyright law provisions 
(Copyright Act 1968, as amended) and the express permission of the copyright owner(s) should be 
sought prior to their reproduction. 

 

http://www.perth.wa.gov.au/


PLANNING COMMITTEE 
8 MARCH 2016 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

1. Declaration of Opening

2. Apologies and Members on Leave of Absence

Cr Adamos

3. Question Time for the Public

4. Confirmation of Minutes – 27 January 2016

5. Correspondence

6. Disclosure of Members’ Interests

7. Matters for which the Meeting may be Closed

8. Reports

9. Motions of which Previous Notice has been Given

10. General Business

10.1 Responses to General Business from a Previous
Meeting 
Nil 

10.2 New General Business 

11. Items for Consideration at a Future Meeting

Outstanding Reports:
Nil

12. Closure
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2 DRAFT TRANSPORT STRATEGY 6 
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4 100 (LOTS 101 AND 305) PLAIN STREET, EAST PERTH – 
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(LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME) REGULATIONS 2015 41 
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ITEM NO: 1 

37A-37C (LOT 51) MOUNT STREET, WEST PERTH – PROPOSED 
ADDITION OF TWO SHADE SAIL STRUCTURES TO THE 
PENTHOUSE ROOF DECK OF AN APPROVED 8-LEVEL 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 

RECOMMENDATION: (APPROVAL) 

That: 

1. in accordance with the provisions of the City Planning
Scheme No. 2, the Council APPROVES BY AN ABSOLUTE
MAJORITY the application for the proposed addition of two
shade sail structures to the penthouse roof deck of an
approved 8-level residential development containing 21
multiple dwellings and 32 car parking bays at 37A-37C (Lot
51) Mount Street, West Perth as detailed on the
Metropolitan Region Scheme Form One dated 16 May 2015, 
and as shown on the plans received on 18 January 2016 
subject to: 

1.1 final details of the design and high quality and durable 
materials, colours and finishes for the shade 
structures being submitted and approved by the City 
prior to applying for a building permit; and 

2. the application be referred to the Western Australian
Planning Commission for determination under the
Metropolitan Region Scheme – Clause 32 Area, for a further
minor variation to the maximum building height prescribed
under the Parliament House Precinct Policy.

BACKGROUND: 

SUBURB/LOCATION: 37A-37C (Lot 51) Mount Street, West Perth 
FILE REFERENCE: 2016/5541 
REPORTING UNIT: Development Approvals 
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Planning and Development 
DATE: 2 February 2016 
MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 1 – Map and Coloured Perspectives for 37A-

37C Mount Street, West Perth 
3D MODEL PRESENTATION: A 3D Model for this application will be available at the 

Committee meeting. 
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LANDOWNER: Camilla West Pty Ltd 
APPLICANT: Baltinas Architecture 
ZONING: (MRS Zone) Central City Area Zone 
 (City Planning Scheme Precinct) West Perth Precinct 

10 
(City Planning Scheme Use Area) Residential – R160 

APPROXIMATE COST: $100,000 
 

SITE HISTORY: 

The subject site is an L-shaped lot located on the southern side of Mount Street, with 
a total site area of 894m2.  The site contains a two storey dwelling which has been 
approved for demolition.  The building was constructed in 1915 however it does not 
have any listing on the State Register of Heritage Places or on the City’s Register of 
Places of Cultural Heritage Significance.  The applicant has provided photographs of 
the building for the City’s archival records. 
 
At its meeting held on 1 September 2015, Council approved an 8-level residential 
development containing 21 multiple dwellings and 32 car parking bays at the subject 
site.  As the subject site falls within a Metropolitan Region Scheme Clause 32 Area – 
Parliament House Outer Precinct and the application proposed variations to the 
maximum height permitted under the Parliament House Precinct Policy 1983, the 
application was referred to the Western Australian Planning Commission for 
determination under the Metropolitan Region Scheme.  The application was 
subsequently approved by the Western Australian Planning Commission on the 15 
October 2015. 
 

DETAILS: 

The amended application proposes two light-weight shade structures to the roof deck 
of the approved residential apartments.  Each structure will be constructed using an 
aluminium frame and a retractable canvas shade sail.  The roof deck is divided into 
two separate private terrace areas, each with a swimming pool and outdoor 
entertaining area for the penthouse apartments, which was approved as part of the 
original development application.  The shade structures will provide shelter to the 
outdoor entertaining areas, improving the amenity and usability of these spaces for 
the penthouse occupants.  
 

LEGISLATION / POLICY: 

Legislation Planning and Development Act 2005 
City Planning Scheme No. 2 

 
Policy 
Policy No and Name: Parliament House Precinct Policy 1983 

3.1 Design of Residential Development 
4.1 City Development Design Guidelines 
4.9 Residential Design Policy 
6.5 Mount Street Design Policy 
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COMPLIANCE WITH PLANNING SCHEME: 

Land Use 
 
The subject site is located in the Residential – R160 Use Area of the West Perth 
Precinct 10 under City Planning Scheme No. 2 (CPS2).  The Statement of Intent for 
the Precinct notes it will be developed as a residential quarter accommodating a 
range of housing types along with support facilities and will also provide a secondary 
business area adjacent to the city centre. 
 
The use of the building for residential purposes has not changed as part of the 
current application.  A residential use is a preferred (‘P’) use in the Residential-R160 
area of the West Perth Precinct. 
 
Development Requirements 
 
There are no changes to the approved development in terms of building setbacks, 
plot ratio or the general form and layout.  A minor variation to the maximum height 
limit is sought as a result of the introduction of the steel shade structures to portions 
of the roof top amenity deck.  The approved development had a height of 19 metres 
which complied with the City’s Mount Street Design Policy but exceeded the height 
limits under the Parliament House Precinct Policy.  The steel structures will result in 
an increase in height of the building by 1.8 metres (total height of 20.8 metres or 39.2 
metres AHD). 
 
Variations to the height provisions applicable to the development can be granted by 
an absolute majority decision of the Council, in accordance with Clause 47 of the City 
Planning Scheme and provided the Council is satisfied that: 
 
‘47(c)(i) if approval were to be granted, the development would be consistent with: 

(A) the orderly and proper planning of the locality; 
(B) the conservation of the amenities of the locality; and 
(C) the statement of intent set out in the relevant precinct plan; and 

 
(ii) the non-compliance would not have any undue adverse effect on: 

(A) the occupiers or users of the development; 
(B) the property in, or the inhabitants of, the locality; or 
(C) the likely future development of the locality’. 

 

COMMENTS: 
 
Consultation 
 
As the amended application proposes minor variations to the maximum height limit 
specified under the CPS2 Mount Street Design Policy the application was advertised 
to the owners of the surrounding properties for a period of 14 days, closing on 19 
February 2016.  These include the owners of the properties directly adjacent at 35, 
39 and 41-43 Mount Street, opposite at 36, 40 and 42 Mount Street and to the rear at 
112 Mounts Bay Road (Mounts Bay Waters). 
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One submission was received during the advertising period from an owner at the 
adjacent Halo development at 35 Mount Street, objecting to the proposed steel 
shade structures on the following grounds: 
 
• use of steel which may result in undue glare to the neighbouring residential 

apartments; 
• the steel shade structures will not be in keeping with the façade of the street; 

and 
• impacts in terms of loss of views, loss of light and disturbances to the 

surrounding residences. 
 
The above concerns will be addressed in the following sections of the planning 
report. 
 
Design, Materials and Presentation to the Street 
 
The proposed canopy structures will be designed with an aluminium frame and a 
retractable fabric shade sail.  The applicant has advised that the framework will be 
finished in a powder coated dark grey colour with a retractable canvas roof structure 
similar to a sail shade, both of which are non-reflective.  Therefore it is considered 
that the proposed materials will not have any adverse amenity impacts in terms of 
glare to the neighbouring residential apartments. Based on the specifications 
provided by the applicant, the canopy structures are considered to be of a high 
quality design and will be well setback from the street, with no detrimental impact on 
the character and appearance of the approved building façade or the streetscape. 
Final details of the high quality and durable materials, finishes and colours should be 
required as a condition of any planning approval. 
 
Building Height 
 
The proposed new steel canopy structures will partially increase the height of the 
building by 1.8 metres to a total height of 20.8 metres or 39.2 metres AHD. The City’s 
Mount Street Design Policy stipulates a maximum height limit of 19 metres in this 
location.  The proposed development is also located in the Parliament House 
Precinct whereby a maximum height limit of 34.46 metres AHD applies. The 
application has therefore been referred to the WAPC for determination under the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme, as required under the Parliament House Precinct 
Policy, noting that the approved development already exceeds the maximum height 
limit prescribed under this policy. 
 
The proposed additional height will be limited to a small portion of the roof space 
above the outdoor dining areas.  The revised height will be consistent with the height 
of the adjacent buildings along Mount Street including the Halo apartments which 
have been approved with shade structures on the roof deck with an overall height of 
20.6 metres.  The structures will be of a high quality, light weight and open design 
and will be well setback from the street.  The open design of the structures will allow 
for visual permeability and will not result in any overshadowing impacts to the 
neighbouring property owners.  The canopy structures are considered to be of an 
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acceptable design, location and scale and will not result in any adverse amenity 
impacts to the neighbouring residences. 
 
Conclusion 
 
The proposed minor amendment to the existing development approval for the 
installation of two new steel canopy shade sail structures to the roof top is considered 
to be of an acceptable design, scale and quality and will not result in any detrimental 
amenity impacts. Based on the above it is recommended that the application should 
be approved subject to a condition relating to the final design and materials, as 
discussed above. 
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ITEM NO: 2 
 

DRAFT TRANSPORT STRATEGY 

RECOMMENDATION: (APPROVAL) 

That Council: 
 
1. endorses the Draft Transport Strategy for public comment; 

and 
 
2. approves a six week public engagement phase to capture 

feedback on the Draft Transport Strategy from the 
community, stakeholders and partners in the transport and 
planning sectors. 

 

BACKGROUND: 

FILE REFERENCE: P1030804 
REPORTING UNIT: Transport 
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Planning and Development 
DATE: 29 February 2016 
MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 2 – Draft Transport Strategy 

Schedule 3 – Draft Transport Strategy Background 
Report 

 
The City of Perth (the City) has developed a Draft Transport Strategy (Schedule 2), 
as per the Corporate Business Plan’s “Getting around Perth” objective. Inputs to the 
Draft Strategy include; 
 
• A comprehensive initial community engagement phase in April/May 2015; 
• A Public Transport Accessibility Study; 
• A Walkability Study; 
• Close collaboration with internal City of Perth work streams involved in 

transport, planning, urban design and car parking management; and 
• Close collaboration with external agencies involved in Perth’s transport planning 

portfolio. 
 
Two briefings with Elected Members have been held to inform and guide the 
development of the Draft Transport Strategy, held in September 2015 and February 
2016.  
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A Background Report (Schedule 3) accompanies the Draft Strategy, providing an 
explanation of data, research and context that underpins it.  This includes an 
overview of the initial community engagement phase, as well as reference to the 
ideas and concepts set out in the Public Transport Accessibility Study and the 
Walkability Study. These two studies will be made available to the public alongside 
the Draft Transport Strategy during the public engagement phase.   
 

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY: 

Integrated Planning 
and Reporting 
Framework 
Implications 

Strategic Community Plan 
Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome 
Getting Around Perth 
S3 Proactive planning for an integrated transport 

system, including light rail, that meets community 
needs and makes the sustainable choice the easy 
choice.  

 

DETAILS: 

The Draft Transport Strategy builds on transport planning analysis and policy work 
that the City has been involved with in recent years. It establishes the Council’s 
transport priorities and organises them into Focus Areas (6 in total) and Objectives 
(20 in total). Together, these articulate the relative areas of importance for the 
Council’s action and advocacy relating to how the transport network functions, is 
planned, and is managed. 
 
The Draft Strategy will be released for public comment following its consideration by 
Council. A community engagement phase of 6 weeks will involve online and offline 
opportunities for people to access information relating to the Draft Strategy (via the 
Engage Perth website), liaison with staff involved with the project and contribute 
ideas and comments for consideration as the Strategy is finalised. This engagement 
period will commence in March 2016.  
 
Following this engagement period, the Transport Unit will incorporate the feedback 
into a Final Transport Strategy and seek to bring this to Council in June 2016.  
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The full costs of the actions proposed within the Transport Strategy will be 
highlighted and reported to Council upon completion of the final Strategy, in June 
2016. 
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COMMENTS: 

The Draft Transport Strategy has been developed to guide the City of Perth’s 
decision making and advocacy relating to the long term development of the city’s 
transport systems. It builds on the vision established in the Strategic Community 
Plan: Vision 2029; “Perth is renowned as an accessible city”. To achieve this, the 
Draft Strategy has been structured around six Focus Areas each of which contains 
an aspiration statement, as highlighted below. 
 
Focus Area Aspiration 

1. Integrated Planning The City of Perth develops as a vibrant, diverse city made 
up of places for people to work, live, meet and explore. 
Our planning of the city’s transport systems is 
coordinated in a way that acknowledges the 
interdependencies of various modes, stakeholders and 
government agencies. A logical, legible network of 
transport options caters for Perth’s growing needs in 
sustainable and efficient ways.   
 

2. A Walkable City Walking within the City of Perth will be easy, safe and 
convenient. Pedestrian access throughout our street and 
public realm networks will be prioritised so as to ensure 
that walking is the preferred way of getting around the 
central city area and areas of the City that are growing in 
activity. 
 

3. A Cycling City The City of Perth will continue to invest in cycling, so as 
to create a network of paths and streets where people of 
all ages feel comfortable cycling. This will be a 
fundamental component of enabling people’s transport 
behaviour to be healthier, more efficient and more 
sustainable. 
 

4. Next Generation 
Public Transport 

Seamless travel by public transport is characteristic of 
daily life in the City of Perth, not just for trips to work but 
for most trips irrespective of the time of day. We 
recognise that a highly functioning public transport 
system is critical to the economic, social and 
environmental well-being of Perth. Elevating Perth’s 
public transport with a ‘next generation’ package of 
improvements will ensure that the City and Metropolitan 
Perth’s growth can continue in sustainable and productive 
ways. 
 

5. Progressive Traffic & The City of Perth is a place where cars can be used for 
the niche tasks to which they are suited, but are not a 
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Parking Management pre-requisite to citizenship, or access to and within the 
City. We do not adopt an ‘anti-car’ approach, but rather 
manage traffic and car parking in a way that recognises 
the role of cars in the wider transport equation, and 
reflects the negative externalities of excessive car use. 
 

6. Innovative 
Knowledge & Data 

The City of Perth becomes a centre of excellence in our 
management of data and our urban research program. 
We collaborate with other cities to advance our 
understanding of shared issues and explore common 
opportunities. Our data systems are integrated, and we 
are open in how we share data and knowledge with the 
community and our stakeholders. 
 

 
Together these Focus Areas seek to progress sustainable and efficient accessibility 
to and within the City. Supporting each Focus Area is an explanation of the case for 
action as well as multiple Objectives which articulate how the City will achieve 
progress in each area. 
 
The actions that the City will progress are included within the Implementation Plan. 
This demonstrates the partners the City will work with to achieve each action, an 
indication of when each action will be progressed and likely cost (if known).  
 
Development of the Draft Transport Strategy has been undertaken in close 
collaboration with relevant internal City of Perth work areas, as well as relevant State 
Government transport portfolio agencies. This collaboration will continue and expand 
as the City works towards a final Transport Strategy in June 2016.  
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ea
d

 a
n 

in
te

g
ra

te
d

 
ap

p
ro

ac
h 

to
 t

ra
ns

p
or

t 
sy

st
em

 
p

la
nn

in
g

 in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 in
te

nd
s 

to
 c

on
tin

ue
 b

ei
ng

 a
 

le
ad

er
 in

 h
ow

 w
e 

p
la

n 
fo

r, 
de

si
g

n 
an

d
 m

an
ag

e 
th

e 
va

rio
us

 m
od

es
 th

at
 m

ak
e 

up
 th

e 
tr

an
sp

or
t n

et
w

or
k.

A
t 

a 
lo

ca
l, 

st
re

et
 b

as
ed

 le
ve

l, 
th

is
 w

ill
 in

vo
lv

e 
co

nt
in

ui
ng

 t
o

 s
ee

k 
so

lu
tio

ns
 fo

r 
al

l m
o

d
es

 
in

 o
ur

 s
tr

ee
t 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

t 
p

ro
je

ct
s,

 s
uc

h 
as

 
th

e 
tw

o
-w

ay
 s

tr
ee

ts
 p

ro
g

ra
m

. A
s 

w
e 

co
nv

er
t 

se
le

ct
ed

 o
ne

 w
ay

 s
tr

ee
ts

 t
o

 t
w

o
-w

ay
 o

p
er

at
io

n,
 

as
p

ec
ts

 im
p

ro
vi

ng
 t

he
 fu

nc
tio

n 
o

f t
he

se
 s

tr
ee

ts
 

fo
r 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
ns

, c
yc

lis
ts

, p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 a

nd
 

p
riv

at
e 

ca
r 

us
er

s 
w

ill
 b

e 
d

ev
el

o
p

ed
 in

 a
 h

o
lis

tic
, 

in
te

g
ra

te
d

 w
ay

. 

D
riv

in
g

 t
hi

s 
w

ill
 b

e 
th

e 
Tr

an
sP

rio
rit

y 
ap

p
ro

ac
h 

w
hi

ch
 e

st
ab

lis
he

s 
th

e 
m

o
d

es
 o

f t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 t
ha

t 
ar

e 
p

rio
rit

is
ed

 o
n 

d
iff

er
en

t 
st

re
et

s 
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 
o

f P
er

th
. F

ig
ur

e 
1 

hi
g

hl
ig

ht
s 

th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

’s 
p

re
fe

rr
ed

 T
ra

ns
Pr

io
rit

y 
ne

tw
o

rk
.
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 L

ea
d

 in
no

va
tiv

e 
re

se
ar

ch
 re

la
tin

g
 t

o 
ho

w
 t

he
 c

ity
’s 

tr
an

sp
or

t 
sy

st
em

s 
ar

e 
p

er
fo

rm
in

g
 a

nd
 

co
nt

rib
ut

in
g

 t
o 

Pe
rt

h’
s 

ec
on

om
ic

, 
so

ci
al

 a
nd

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
ta

l w
el

lb
ei

ng
.  

T
he

 d
at

a 
th

at
 g

ui
d

es
 o

ur
 d

ec
is

io
n 

m
ak

in
g

 is
 

cr
it

ic
al

 n
o

t 
o

nl
y 

fo
r 

d
ev

el
o

p
in

g
 s

o
un

d
 p

la
ns

, 
b

ut
 a

ls
o

 t
ra

ck
in

g
 o

ur
 p

ro
g

re
ss

 a
nd

 m
ea

su
ri

ng
 

th
e 

o
ut

co
m

es
 o

f 
th

e 
p

ro
je

ct
s 

an
d

 p
o

lic
ie

s 
th

at
 w

e 
im

p
le

m
en

t.
 R

es
ea

rc
h 

re
la

ti
ng

 t
o

 h
o

w
 

o
ur

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 d
ec

is
io

n 
im

p
ac

t 
o

n 
th

e 
ci

ty
’s

 
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t,
 e

co
no

m
y 

an
d

 c
o

m
m

un
it

y 
ca

n 
he

lp
 e

ns
ur

e 
th

at
 t

he
 in

te
rv

en
ti

o
ns

 w
e 

m
ak

e 
ar

e 
ju

st
ifi

ed
, b

al
an

ce
d

 a
nd

 h
av

e 
a 

so
lid

 
ev

id
en

ce
 b

as
e.
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on
tin

ue
 t

o 
ca

te
r 

fo
r 

a 
m

or
e 

d
iv

er
se

 b
us

in
es

s 
an

d
 re

si
d

en
tia

l 
co

m
m

un
ity

 w
ith

in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 

So
m

e 
o

f 
th

e 
m

o
st

 s
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 s

ys
te

m
 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 c

an
 b

e 
d

el
iv

er
ed

 t
hr

o
ug

h 
th

e 
w

ay
 w

e 
m

an
ag

e 
an

d
 p

la
n 

ur
b

an
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t.
 

D
iv

er
si

fy
in

g
  t

he
 t

ra
d

it
io

na
lly

 o
ffi

ce
 a

nd
 

b
us

in
es

s 
fo

cu
ss

ed
 c

en
tr

al
 c

it
y 

w
it

h 
m

o
re

 
re

si
d

en
ti

al
 a

nd
 m

ix
ed

 u
se

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t,

 
o

p
en

in
g

 u
p

 o
p

p
o

rt
un

it
ie

s 
fo

r 
m

o
re

 r
es

id
en

ts
 

to
 li

ve
 in

 t
he

 C
it

y 
o

f 
P

er
th

, c
an

 p
o

te
nt

ia
lly

 y
ie

ld
 

si
g

ni
fic

an
t 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 b

en
efi

ts
. B

y 
in

cr
ea

si
ng

 
th

e 
nu

m
b

er
 o

f 
p

eo
p

le
 li

vi
ng

 w
it

hi
n 

a 
w

al
ka

b
le

 
/ 

cy
cl

ab
le

 d
is

ta
nc

e 
fr

o
m

 P
er

th
’s

 c
en

tr
al

 
em

p
lo

ym
en

t 
ar

ea
, a

nd
 r

ed
uc

in
g

 t
he

 n
ee

d
 

fo
r 

p
eo

p
le

 t
o

 t
ra

ve
l b

y 
ca

r, 
th

e 
ef

fic
ie

nc
y 

an
d

 
su

st
ai

na
b

ili
ty

 o
f 

ac
ce

ss
in

g
 t

he
 C

it
y 

o
f 

P
er

th
 c

an
 

b
e 

si
g

ni
fic

an
tl

y 
im

p
ro

ve
d

.
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 A
 W

al
ka

bl
e 

C
ity

  T
h

e 
C

as
e 

fo
r 

ac
ti

on

  A
sp

ir
at

io
n

W
al

ki
ng

 w
ith

in
 th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 w

ill
 b

e 
ea

sy
, s

af
e 

an
d

 c
on

ve
ni

en
t. 

Pe
d

es
tr

ia
n 

ac
ce

ss
 th

ro
ug

ho
ut

 o
ur

 s
tr

ee
t a

nd
 p

ub
lic

 re
al

m
 n

et
w

or
ks

 w
ill

 
b

e 
p

rio
rit

is
ed

 s
o 

as
 to

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
at

 w
al

ki
ng

 is
 th

e 
p

re
fe

rr
ed

 w
ay

 o
f g

et
tin

g
 

ar
ou

nd
 th

e 
ce

nt
ra

l c
ity

 a
re

a 
an

d
 a

re
as

 o
f t

he
 C

ity
 th

at
 a

re
 g

ro
w

in
g

 in
 a

ct
iv

ity
.  

  M
ea

su
re

s

• 
Th

e 
nu

m
b

er
 o

f p
eo

p
le

 w
al

ki
ng

, m
ea

su
re

d
 a

t 
se

le
ct

ed
 lo

ca
tio

ns
 

th
ro

ug
ho

ut
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
. 

• 
Th

e 
q

ua
lit

y 
o

f t
he

 w
al

ki
ng

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
t,

 m
ea

su
re

d
 b

y 
au

d
its

 a
nd

 
q

ua
lit

at
iv

e 
fe

ed
b

ac
k 

fr
o

m
 p

ed
es

tr
ia

ns
.  

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 p
la

ce
s 

a 
si

g
ni

fic
an

t 
em

p
ha

si
s 

o
n 

d
ev

el
o

p
in

g
 a

 w
al

ka
b

le
 

ci
ty

 t
hr

o
ug

h 
th

e 
va

rio
us

 w
o

rk
 s

tr
ea

m
s 

th
at

 in
flu

en
ce

 t
he

 p
ub

lic
 re

al
m

. 
A

s 
m

an
y 

as
p

ec
ts

 o
f t

he
 w

al
ki

ng
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

t 
ar

e 
d

ep
en

d
en

t 
o

n 
o

th
er

 
ag

en
ci

es
, w

e 
ne

ed
 t

o
 e

ns
ur

e 
th

at
 o

ur
 o

b
je

ct
iv

es
 a

lig
n 

re
g

ar
d

in
g

 h
o

w
 w

e 
im

p
ro

ve
 w

al
ka

b
ili

ty
 in

 t
he

 s
tr

ee
t 

an
d

 p
ub

lic
 re

al
m

 im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 t

ha
t 

w
e 

im
p

le
m

en
t.

 

O
ur

 u
nd

er
st

an
d

in
g

 o
f h

o
w

 p
eo

p
le

 u
se

 t
he

 w
al

ki
ng

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
t 

is
 re

la
tiv

el
y 

lim
ite

d
 in

 c
o

m
p

ar
is

o
n 

w
ith

 t
he

 d
at

a 
w

e 
ha

ve
 fo

r 
o

th
er

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 m
o

d
es

 
(s

p
ec

ifi
ca

lly
 p

riv
at

e 
ca

r 
us

ag
e)

. T
hi

s 
re

p
re

se
nt

s 
a 

d
is

co
nn

ec
t 

b
et

w
ee

n 
o

ur
 

am
b

iti
o

n 
to

 c
re

at
e 

a 
w

al
ka

b
le

 c
ity

 a
nd

 t
he

 d
at

a 
av

ai
la

b
le

 t
o

 u
s 

to
 m

ea
su

re
 

an
d

 p
la

n 
fo

r 
th

is
. B

y 
im

p
ro

vi
ng

 t
he

 d
at

a 
w

e 
ha

ve
 o

n 
w

al
ki

ng
, w

e 
w

ill
 b

e 
ab

le
 t

o
 c

at
er

 fo
r 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
ns

 m
o

re
 e

ffe
ct

iv
el

y 
an

d
 im

p
le

m
en

t 
p

ro
je

ct
s 

th
at

 
ca

n 
d

el
iv

er
 g

re
at

er
 b

en
efi

ts
 fo

r 
p

ed
es

tr
ia

ns
.

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 h
as

 im
p

le
m

en
te

d
 it

er
at

iv
e 

d
es

ig
n 

ap
p

ro
ac

he
s 

in
 re

ce
nt

 
ye

ar
s,

 w
hi

ch
 h

av
e 

te
st

ed
 d

es
ig

n 
co

nc
ep

ts
 in

 t
he

 p
ub

lic
 re

al
m

 b
ef

o
re

 
co

m
m

itt
in

g
 t

o
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
in

ve
st

m
en

t 
in

 p
ub

lic
 re

al
m

 p
ro

je
ct

s.
 T

he
 re

ce
nt

 
M

us
eu

m
 S

tr
ee

t 
up

g
ra

d
e 

in
 N

o
rt

hb
rid

g
e 

em
p

lo
ye

d
 t

hi
s 

te
ch

ni
q

ue
 t

o
 g

re
at

 
ef

fe
ct

. T
he

re
 is

 s
co

p
e 

to
 a

p
p

ly
 t

hi
s 

ite
ra

tiv
e 

d
es

ig
n 

m
et

ho
d

o
lo

g
y 

to
 o

th
er

 
st

re
et

 e
nh

an
ce

m
en

t 
p

ro
je

ct
s 

in
 t

he
 fu

tu
re

. 

Th
e 

re
ac

h 
an

d
 e

ffe
ct

iv
en

es
s 

o
f t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
’s 

m
ar

ke
tin

g
 a

nd
 

co
m

m
un

ic
at

io
ns

 c
ha

nn
el

s,
 a

s 
w

el
l a

s 
o

ur
 e

ve
nt

s 
p

ro
g

ra
m

, p
ro

vi
d

e 
us

 w
ith

 a
 

g
re

at
 p

la
tf

o
rm

 fr
o

m
 w

hi
ch

 t
o

 p
ro

m
o

te
 w

al
ki

ng
 in

 t
he

 C
ity

. D
el

iv
er

in
g

 w
o

rld
 

cl
as

s 
ev

en
ts

 c
an

 h
el

p
 d

em
o

ns
tr

at
e 

th
e 

va
lu

e 
o

f o
ur

 p
ub

lic
 p

la
ce

s 
as

 p
eo

p
le

 
o

rie
nt

ed
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

ts
, a

nd
 c

an
 h

el
p

 c
at

al
ys

e 
m

o
re

 p
er

m
an

en
t 

w
al

ki
ng

 
im

p
ro

ve
m

en
t 

p
ro

je
ct

s
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 E

ns
ur

e 
th

at
 im

p
ro

vi
ng

 w
al

ka
b

ili
ty

 is
 c

en
tr

al
 t

o 
al

l t
ra

ns
p

or
t 

d
es

ig
n 

an
d

 m
an

ag
em

en
t 

d
ec

is
io

ns
 in

 t
he

 C
ity

 
of

 P
er

th
.

W
al

ki
ng

 is
 o

ft
en

 im
p

ac
te

d
 b

y 
d

ec
is

io
ns

 m
ad

e 
to

 p
rio

rit
is

e 
o

th
er

 m
o

d
es

 
o

f t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

, f
o

r 
in

st
an

ce
 w

he
re

 t
ra

ffi
c 

is
 g

iv
en

 p
rio

rit
y 

at
 in

te
rs

ec
tio

ns
, 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
ns

 o
ft

en
 fa

ce
 d

el
ay

s 
an

d
 t

he
 q

ua
lit

y 
o

f t
he

 w
al

ki
ng

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
t 

is
 d

et
er

io
ra

te
d

. E
ns

ur
in

g
 t

ha
t 

o
ur

 a
m

b
iti

o
ns

 fo
r 

w
al

ka
b

ili
ty

 in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f 
Pe

rt
h 

ar
e 

kn
o

w
n 

an
d

 s
ha

re
d

 b
y 

o
ur

 s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

s 
is

 c
rit

ic
al

, s
o

 t
ha

t 
w

e 
ca

n 
p

ro
g

re
ss

 w
ith

 s
ch

em
es

 t
ha

t 
ad

d
 t

o
 t

he
 v

ia
b

ili
ty

 o
f w

al
ki

ng
, a

nd
 re

d
uc

e 
th

e 
ne

g
at

iv
e 

im
p

ac
ts

 o
f d

ec
is

io
ns

. T
he

 im
p

o
rt

an
ce

 o
f c

at
er

in
g

 fo
r 

w
al

ki
ng

, 
in

 t
er

m
s 

o
f d

ed
ic

at
ed

 s
tr

ee
t 

sp
ac

e,
 t

im
e 

at
 s

ig
na

lis
ed

 in
te

rs
ec

tio
ns

, a
nd

 
fr

eq
ue

nt
 s

tr
ee

t 
cr

o
ss

in
g

 o
p

p
o

rt
un

iti
es

, s
ho

ul
d

 n
o

t 
b

e 
o

ve
r 

lo
o

ke
d

 o
r 

co
ns

id
er

ed
 in

fe
rio

r 
w

ith
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

.  
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 L

ea
d

 in
 t

he
 c

ol
le

ct
io

n,
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 
an

d
 

us
e 

of
 d

at
a 

to
 im

p
ro

ve
 o

ur
 u

nd
er

st
an

d
in

g
 o

f t
he

 C
ity

’s 
p

ed
es

tr
ia

n 
ne

tw
or

ks
. 

U
nd

er
st

an
d

in
g

 a
nd

 d
em

o
ns

tr
at

in
g

 w
he

re
 p

eo
p

le
 w

al
k 

w
ith

in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f 
Pe

rt
h 

w
ill

 h
el

p
 u

s 
ca

te
r 

fo
r 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
ns

 in
 m

o
re

 a
p

p
ro

p
ria

te
 w

ay
s.

 W
e 

ne
ed

 
d

at
a 

to
 u

nd
er

p
in

 o
ur

 d
ec

is
io

ns
 a

ffe
ct

in
g

 t
he

 w
al

ki
ng

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
t,

 a
nd

 
th

er
e 

ar
e 

m
an

y 
ne

w
 a

nd
 in

no
va

tiv
e 

te
ch

ni
q

ue
s 

av
ai

la
b

le
 t

o
 u

s 
th

at
 c

an
 

p
o

te
nt

ia
lly

 fi
ll 

th
is

 c
ur

re
nt

 g
ap

 in
 o

ur
 k

no
w

le
d

g
e.
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 C

on
tin

ue
 t

o 
p

ro
m

ot
e 

w
al

ka
b

ili
ty

 in
 t

he
 C

ity
 

of
 P

er
th

 t
hr

ou
g

h 
ou

r 
m

ar
ke

tin
g

 c
ha

nn
el

s 
an

d
 e

ve
nt

s 
p

ro
g

ra
m

.

Pr
o

m
o

tin
g

 w
al

ki
ng

 t
o

 a
nd

 w
ith

in
 t

he
 c

ity
 t

o
 re

si
d

en
ts

, w
o

rk
er

s,
 t

he
 w

id
er

 
p

o
p

ul
at

io
n 

o
f P

er
th

 a
nd

 t
o

 o
ur

 v
is

ito
rs

 c
an

 p
o

te
nt

ia
lly

 le
ad

 t
o

 fe
w

er
 p

eo
p

le
 

d
riv

in
g

 t
o

 a
nd

 w
ith

in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
, l

ea
d

in
g

 t
o

 m
o

re
 p

eo
p

le
 o

rie
nt

ed
 

st
re

et
s 

an
d

 re
d

uc
in

g
 o

th
er

 n
eg

at
iv

e 
ex

te
rn

al
iti

es
 o

f e
xc

es
si

ve
 c

ar
 u

se
.

Th
e 

ev
en

ts
 h

el
d

 w
ith

in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 c

an
 a

ls
o

 c
o

nt
rib

ut
e 

to
 a

 g
re

at
er

 
un

d
er

st
an

d
in

g
 o

f w
al

ki
ng

 a
nd

 re
-d

efi
ne

 t
he

 ro
le

 o
f m

an
y 

o
f o

ur
 s

tr
ee

ts
 fo

r 
ex

cl
us

iv
e 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

us
e,

 e
ve

n 
if 

o
nl

y 
o

n 
a 

te
m

p
o

ra
ry

 b
as

is
.  
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on
tin

ue
 t

o 
ap

p
ly

 a
n 

ite
ra

tiv
e 

d
es

ig
n 

ap
p

ro
ac

h 
in

 t
es

tin
g

 p
ub

lic
 re

al
m

 im
p

ro
ve

m
en

t 
an

d
 d

es
ig

n 
id

ea
s.

 

A
s 

th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 s
ee

ks
 t

o
 im

p
ro

ve
 v

ar
io

us
 s

tr
ee

ts
ca

p
es

 t
hr

o
ug

h 
th

e 
an

nu
al

 c
ap

ita
l w

o
rk

s 
p

ro
g

ra
m

, t
he

re
 w

ill
 b

e 
o

p
p

o
rt

un
iti

es
 t

o
 t

es
t 

d
es

ig
n 

id
ea

s 
b

y 
tr

ia
lli

ng
 c

ha
ng

es
 a

nd
 in

te
rv

en
tio

ns
. T

he
 re

ce
nt

 M
us

eu
m

 
St

re
et

 p
ro

je
ct

 p
ro

ve
d

 t
he

 v
al

ue
 in

 t
ria

lli
ng

 a
 d

es
ig

n 
fo

r 
th

e 
p

ur
p

o
se

s 
o

f 
co

m
m

un
ity

 e
ng

ag
em

en
t 

an
d

 t
o

 m
ea

su
re

 t
he

 b
en

efi
ts

 a
nd

 im
p

ac
ts

 o
f t

he
 

ne
w

 d
es

ig
n 

b
ef

o
re

 t
he

 p
er

m
an

en
t 

im
p

le
m

en
ta

tio
n 

ha
d

 b
ee

n 
co

m
m

en
ce

d
. 

Th
is

 m
ay

 e
na

b
le

 c
o

st
 s

av
in

g
s 

o
r 

d
es

ig
n 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 fo

r 
fu

tu
re

 p
ro

je
ct

s 
th

at
 e

m
p

lo
y 

a 
si

m
ila

r 
ite

ra
tiv

e 
d

es
ig

n 
ap

p
ro

ac
h.
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A
s 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

an
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
in

cr
ea

se
s 

in
 t

he
 

C
it

y 
o

f 
P

er
th

, i
m

p
ro

vi
ng

 t
he

 w
al

ki
ng

 
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t 
o

ut
si

d
e 

o
f 

th
e 

tr
ad

it
io

na
l c

it
y 

co
re

 (i
e.

 t
he

 H
ay

 a
nd

 M
ur

ra
y 

St
re

et
 M

al
ls

) w
ill

 
b

ec
o

m
e 

in
cr

ea
si

ng
ly

 im
p

o
rt

an
t.

Th
e 

P
er

th
 C

it
y 

Li
nk

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

ha
s 

d
em

o
ns

tr
at

ed
 h

o
w

 b
ar

ri
er

s 
to

 w
al

ka
b

ili
ty

 c
an

 
b

e 
ad

d
re

ss
ed

 t
hr

o
ug

h 
ho

lis
ti

c,
 w

ho
le

sa
le

 
d

es
ig

n 
an

d
 u

rb
an

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t.

 T
hi

s 
p

ro
je

ct
 

w
ill

 g
re

at
ly

 im
p

ro
ve

 c
o

nn
ec

ti
vi

ty
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

ce
nt

ra
l c

it
y 

an
d

 N
o

rt
hb

ri
d

g
e 

fo
r 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
ns

.

P
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

co
nn

ec
ti

vi
ty

 b
et

w
ee

n 
ar

ea
s 

o
f 

es
ta

b
lis

he
d

 a
ct

iv
it

y 
an

d
 a

re
as

 o
f 

ne
w

 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t,
 s

uc
h 

as
 E

liz
ab

et
h 

Q
ua

y,
 w

ill
 

b
ec

o
m

e 
in

cr
ea

si
ng

ly
 im

p
o

rt
an

t 
as

 t
he

se
 

ne
w

 a
re

as
 o

f 
th

e 
ci

ty
 a

re
 o

cc
up

ie
d

. 

K
in

g
s 

P
ar

k 
is

 t
he

 c
it

y'
s 

m
o

st
 

si
g

ni
�c

an
t 

o
p

en
 s

p
ac

e.
 C

at
er

in
g

 
fo

r 
sa

fe
 a

nd
 e

as
y 

w
al

ki
ng

 a
cc

es
s 

to
 K

in
g

s 
P

ar
k 

w
ill

 c
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 b

e 
a 

p
ri

o
ri

ty
 f

o
r 

th
e 

C
it

y 
o

f 
P

er
th

.

Th
e 

ne
w

 P
er

th
 S

ta
d

iu
m

 w
ill

 
b

e 
ac

ce
ss

ib
le

 b
y 

fo
o

t,
 w

it
h 

th
e 

co
ns

tr
uc

ti
o

n 
o

f 
a 

ne
w

 
b

ri
d

g
e 

lin
ki

ng
 t

he
 B

ur
sw

o
o

d
 

P
en

in
su

la
r 

w
it

h 
E

as
t 

P
er

th
. 

P
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

P
ri

o
ri

ty
 A

cc
es

s

P
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

P
ri

o
ri

ty
 Z

o
ne

 -
Pe

rt
h 

Pa
rk

in
g

 M
an

ag
em

en
t 

A
ct

Fi
g

ur
e 

2:
 P

re
fe

rr
ed

 W
al

ki
ng

 N
et

w
o

rk
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 A
 C

yc
lin

g 
C

ity

  T
h

e 
C

as
e 

fo
r 

ac
ti

on
 

Si
nc

e 
th

e 
ad

o
p

tio
n 

o
f C

o
un

ci
l’s

 C
yc

le
 P

la
n 

in
 2

01
2,

 t
he

 C
ity

 h
as

 b
ee

n 
im

p
le

m
en

tin
g

 v
ar

io
us

 c
yc

lin
g

 in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 p

ro
je

ct
s 

in
 o

rd
er

 t
o

 e
na

b
le

 a
nd

 
en

co
ur

ag
e 

m
uc

h 
g

re
at

er
 b

ic
yc

le
 u

se
 t

o
 a

nd
 w

ith
in

 t
he

 C
ity

. M
an

y 
o

f t
he

 
ro

ut
es

 id
en

tifi
ed

 in
 t

he
 C

yc
le

 P
la

n 
ha

ve
 b

ee
n 

im
p

le
m

en
te

d
 in

 c
o

nj
un

ct
io

n 
w

ith
 o

th
er

 c
iv

il 
w

o
rk

s,
 s

uc
h 

as
 t

he
 c

o
nv

er
si

o
n 

o
f o

ne
-w

ay
 s

tr
ee

ts
 t

o
 t

w
o

-w
ay

 
o

p
er

at
io

n,
 s

uc
h 

as
 B

ar
ra

ck
 S

tr
ee

t 
an

d
 M

ur
ra

y 
St

re
et

. 

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

’s 
ro

le
 in

 p
ro

vi
d

in
g

 c
yc

lin
g

 in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 is

 c
rit

ic
al

. 
B

y 
im

p
ro

vi
ng

 t
he

 s
af

et
y 

an
d

 le
g

ib
ili

ty
 o

ur
 s

tr
ee

ts
 fo

r 
cy

cl
in

g
, w

e 
ar

e 
in

cr
ea

si
ng

 t
he

 v
ia

b
ili

ty
 o

f c
yc

lin
g

 fo
r 

a 
g

re
at

er
 n

um
b

er
 o

f p
eo

p
le

. T
hi

s 
in

 
tu

rn
 w

ill
 e

nc
o

ur
ag

e 
m

o
re

 p
eo

p
le

 t
o

 c
yc

le
 t

o
 a

nd
 a

ro
un

d
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
, 

ea
si

ng
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

o
n 

o
th

er
 m

o
d

es
 o

f t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 a
nd

 d
el

iv
er

in
g

 s
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

en
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l a
nd

 p
ub

lic
 h

ea
lth

 b
en

efi
ts

. 

A
s 

th
e 

Tr
an

sP
rio

rit
y 

m
ap

 (F
ig

ur
e 

1)
 d

em
o

ns
tr

at
es

, t
he

 a
sp

ira
tio

na
l c

yc
lin

g
 

ne
tw

o
rk

 is
 c

o
nn

ec
te

d
, c

o
nt

in
uo

us
 a

nd
 lo

g
ic

al
. A

ch
ie

vi
ng

 t
hi

s 
ne

tw
o

rk
 w

ill
 

re
q

ui
re

 o
ng

o
in

g
 c

ap
ita

l e
xp

en
d

itu
re

, p
ar

tn
er

in
g

 w
ith

 o
th

er
 a

g
en

ci
es

 a
nd

 
in

no
va

tiv
e 

d
es

ig
n 

so
lu

tio
ns

.

  A
sp

ir
at

io
n

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 w
ill

 c
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 in

ve
st

 in
 c

yc
lin

g
, s

o
 a

s 
to

 c
re

at
e 

a 
ne

tw
o

rk
 

o
f p

at
hs

 a
nd

 s
tr

ee
ts

 w
he

re
 p

eo
p

le
 o

f a
ll 

ag
es

 fe
el

 c
o

m
fo

rt
ab

le
 c

yc
lin

g
. T

hi
s 

w
ill

 b
e 

a 
fu

nd
am

en
ta

l c
o

m
p

o
ne

nt
 o

f e
na

b
lin

g
 p

eo
p

le
’s 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 b

eh
av

io
ur

 
to

 b
e 

he
al

th
ie

r, 
m

o
re

 e
ffi

ci
en

t 
an

d
 m

o
re

 s
us

ta
in

ab
le

.

  M
ea

su
re

s

•  
Th

e 
nu

m
b

er
 o

f p
eo

p
le

 c
yc

lin
g

, m
ea

su
r e

d
 a

t 
se

le
ct

ed
 lo

ca
tio

ns
 

th
ro

ug
ho

ut
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
. 

• 
Th

e 
q

ua
lit

y 
o

f o
ur

 c
yc

lin
g

 s
tr

ee
ts

 a
nd

 p
at

hs
, m

ea
su

re
d

 b
y 

au
d

its
 a

nd
 

q
ua

lit
at

iv
e 

fe
ed

b
ac

k 
fr

o
m

 p
eo

p
le

 c
yc

lin
g

. 
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 C

on
tin

ue
 t

o 
d

ev
el

op
 a

 
co

nn
ec

te
d

 c
yc

lin
g

 n
et

w
or

k

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 C
yc

le
 P

la
n 

w
as

 d
ev

el
o

p
ed

 
in

 2
01

2 
an

d
 w

ill
 c

o
nt

in
ue

 t
o

 b
e 

o
ur

 m
ai

n 
re

fe
re

nc
e 

fo
r 

d
ev

el
o

p
in

g
 t

he
 c

yc
lin

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

. 
Th

e 
p

re
fe

rr
ed

 c
yc

lin
g

 n
et

w
o

rk
 t

ha
t 

ha
s 

b
ee

n 
in

co
rp

o
ra

te
d

 in
to

 t
he

 T
ra

ns
Pr

io
rit

y 
ne

tw
o

rk
 

re
fle

ct
s 

an
 u

p
d

at
ed

 a
sp

ira
tio

na
l c

yc
lin

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

 
th

at
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 w

ill
 c

o
nt

in
ue

 t
o

 s
ee

k 
to

 
ac

hi
ev

e.
 R

ev
ie

w
in

g
 a

nd
 re

fin
in

g
 t

he
 C

yc
le

 P
la

n 
w

ill
 e

na
b

le
 u

s 
to

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
e 

p
ro

je
ct

s 
w

e 
p

ro
g

re
ss

 
w

ith
 a

re
 t

ai
lo

re
d

 t
o

 im
p

ro
vi

ng
 t

hi
s 

ne
tw

o
rk

 a
nd

 
fil

lin
g

 a
ny

 g
ap

s.
 

In
 t

he
 s

ho
rt

 t
er

m
, t

he
re

 is
 a

 n
ee

d
 t

o
 fo

cu
s 

o
n 

hi
st

o
ric

al
ly

 n
eg

le
ct

ed
 li

nk
s 

th
at

 c
an

 h
el

p
 t

o
 

co
m

p
le

te
 t

he
 c

yc
lin

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

. T
he

se
 in

cl
ud

e 
th

e 
C

au
se

w
ay

, n
o

rt
h-

so
ut

h 
lin

ks
 t

hr
o

ug
h 

th
e 

ce
nt

ra
l 

ci
ty

, a
nd

 t
he

 K
in

g
s 

Pa
rk

 R
o

ad
 c

o
rr

id
o

r.

In
 a

d
d

iti
o

n 
to

 c
o

m
p

le
tin

g
 t

he
 c

yc
lin

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

, 
th

er
e 

is
 a

ls
o

 a
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 c
o

nt
in

uo
us

ly
 re

vi
ew

 
th

e 
ex

is
tin

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

, e
sp

ec
ia

lly
 li

nk
s 

th
at

 h
av

e 
ex

p
er

ie
nc

ed
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
g

ro
w

th
 in

 c
yc

lin
g

 
nu

m
b

er
s.

 T
he

 s
ha

re
d

 p
at

h 
ne

tw
o

rk
 is

 a
 p

er
fe

ct
 

ex
am

p
le

 o
f i

nf
ra

st
ru

ct
ur

e 
th

at
 h

as
 a

tt
ra

ct
ed

 
si

g
ni

fic
an

t 
us

e 
in

 re
ce

nt
 y

ea
rs

, a
nd

 t
he

re
fo

re
 w

e 
ne

ed
 t

o
 re

vi
ew

 t
he

 d
es

ig
n 

o
f t

he
se

 p
at

hs
, t

he
ir 

w
id

th
s 

an
d

 in
te

rs
ec

tio
ns

, t
o

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
ey

 a
re

 
ca

te
rin

g
 fo

r 
us

er
s 

in
 t

he
 b

es
t 

p
o

ss
ib

le
 w

ay
. 
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 L

ea
d

 th
e 

d
ev

el
op

m
en

t i
nd

us
tr

y 
an

d
 p

riv
at

e 
se

ct
or

 in
 th

e 
p

ro
vi

si
on

 
of

 h
ig

h 
q

ua
lit

y 
en

d
 o

f t
rip

 c
yc

lin
g

 fa
ci

lit
ie

s 
in

 n
ew

 a
nd

 e
xi

st
in

g
 b

ui
ld

in
g

s.

A
s 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 c

o
nt

in
ue

s,
 it

 is
 c

rit
ic

al
 t

ha
t 

th
e 

ne
ed

s 
o

f f
ut

ur
e 

re
si

d
en

ts
 a

nd
 

w
o

rk
er

s 
ar

e 
ca

te
re

d
 fo

r. 
To

 e
na

b
le

 a
nd

 e
nc

o
ur

ag
e 

cy
cl

in
g

, b
ui

ld
in

g
s 

ne
ed

 t
o

 p
ro

vi
d

e 
ce

rt
ai

n 
fa

ci
lit

ie
s,

 
su

ch
 a

s 
se

cu
re

 b
ik

e 
p

ar
ki

ng
, s

ho
w

er
s,

 c
ha

ng
e 

ro
o

m
s 

an
d

 lo
ck

er
s.

 T
he

 b
et

te
r 

th
e 

fa
ci

lit
ie

s,
 t

he
 m

o
re

 
lik

el
y 

p
eo

p
le

 a
re

 t
o

 c
ho

o
se

 c
yc

lin
g

. 

R
et

ro
fit

tin
g

 e
xi

st
in

g
 b

ui
ld

in
g

s 
so

 a
s 

to
 p

ro
vi

d
e 

en
d

 o
f t

rip
 fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

m
ay

 a
ls

o
 b

e 
p

o
ss

ib
le

, a
s 

a 
w

ay
 o

f 
su

p
p

o
rt

in
g

 c
yc

lin
g

 in
 c

ity
’s 

es
ta

b
lis

he
d

 b
ui

ld
in

g
 s

to
ck

.
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ea
d

 t
he

 d
ev

el
op

m
en

t 
of

 in
no

va
tiv

e 
cy

cl
in

g
 in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 a
nd

 
su

p
p

or
t 

in
no

va
tio

n 
th

at
 h

el
p

s 
Pe

rt
h 

b
ec

om
e 

a 
m

or
e 

cy
cl

e-
fr

ie
nd

ly
 c

ity
.

B
ic

yc
le

 p
la

nn
in

g
 a

nd
 in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 d
es

ig
n 

is
 a

 q
ui

ck
ly

 e
vo

lv
in

g
 a

sp
ec

t 
o

f c
ity

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 p
la

nn
in

g
, a

nd
 

w
e 

ne
ed

 t
o

 b
e 

at
 t

he
 fr

o
nt

 o
f t

hi
s 

so
 a

s 
to

 e
ns

ur
e 

w
e 

ar
e 

d
el

iv
er

in
g

 s
o

un
d

 a
nd

 e
ffe

ct
iv

e 
so

lu
tio

ns
. 

W
e 

al
so

 h
av

e 
th

e 
o

p
p

o
rt

un
ity

 t
o

 le
ar

n 
fr

o
m

 h
o

w
 o

th
er

 c
iti

es
 h

av
e 

im
p

le
m

en
te

d
 v

ar
io

us
 b

ic
yc

le
 

in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 p

ro
je

ct
s,

 a
s 

w
el

l a
s 

o
th

er
 c

yc
lin

g
 s

ch
em

es
 s

uc
h 

as
 t

he
 g

lo
b

al
 t

re
nd

 fo
r 

p
ub

lic
 b

ic
yc

le
 

hi
re

 s
ys

te
m

s.
 

In
no

va
tio

n 
in

 b
ic

yc
le

 t
ec

hn
o

lo
g

y 
is

 a
ls

o
 p

re
se

nt
in

g
 n

ew
 o

p
p

o
rt

un
iti

es
 a

nd
 c

ha
lle

ng
es

 re
le

va
nt

 t
o

 t
he

 
p

la
nn

in
g

 a
nd

 d
el

iv
er

y 
o

f o
ur

 c
yc

lin
g

 n
et

w
o

rk
s.

 E
le

ct
ric

 b
ic

yc
le

s 
m

ay
 in

cr
ea

se
 t

he
 v

ia
b

ili
ty

 o
f c

yc
lin

g
 fo

r 
m

an
y 

p
eo

p
le

, a
s 

th
ey

 c
an

 h
el

p
 re

d
uc

e 
im

p
ed

im
en

ts
 s

uc
h 

as
 lo

ng
 d

is
ta

nc
es

, h
ill

y 
te

rr
ai

n 
an

d
 e

xc
es

si
ve

 
he

at
. O

ur
 n

et
w

o
rk

 d
es

ig
n 

w
ill

 n
ee

d
 t

o
 re

sp
o

nd
 t

o
 t

he
 d

iff
er

en
t 

re
q

ui
re

m
en

ts
 o

f e
le

ct
ric

 b
ic

yc
le

s 
so

 a
s 

to
 s

up
p

o
rt

 t
he

ir 
up

ta
ke

 a
nd

 fa
ci

lit
at

e 
m

o
re

 p
eo

p
le

 c
yc

lin
g

.  
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Im
p

ro
vi

ng
 c

yc
lin

g
 

in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 a

lo
ng

 t
he

 
K

in
g

s 
P

ar
k 

R
o

ad
 -

 T
ho

m
as

 
St

re
et

 c
o

rr
id

o
r 

is
 a

 s
ho

rt
 

te
rm

 p
ri

o
ri

ty
.

Im
p

ro
vi

ng
 c

yc
lin

g
 c

o
nn

ec
ti

o
ns

 w
it

hi
n 

th
e 

ce
nt

ra
l c

it
y 

w
ill

 b
e 

a 
p

ri
o

ri
ty

 f
o

r 
th

e 
C

it
y 

o
f 

P
er

th
's

 c
ap

it
al

 w
o

rk
s 

p
ro

g
ra

m
 in

 
th

e 
co

m
in

g
 y

ea
rs

.

Th
e 

w
al

ki
ng

 a
nd

 c
yc

lin
g

 b
ri

d
g

e 
as

 p
ar

t 
o

f 
th

e 
E

liz
ab

et
h 

Q
ua

y 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
w

ill
 

co
m

p
le

te
 t

he
 c

yc
lin

g
 li

nk
 a

lo
ng

 t
he

 
ci

ty
's

 s
o

ut
he

rn
 r

iv
er

 f
ro

nt
.

A
 n

ew
 w

al
ki

ng
 a

nd
 c

yc
lin

g
 b

ri
d

g
e 

at
 t

he
 

C
au

se
w

ay
 w

ill
 p

ro
vi

d
e 

a 
sa

fe
 a

nd
 

at
tr

ac
ti

ve
 li

nk
 f

o
r 

th
e 

si
g

ni
�c

an
t 

nu
m

b
er

 
o

f 
p

eo
p

le
 c

yc
lin

g
 in

 t
o

 t
he

 c
it

y 
fr

o
m

 t
he

 
so

ut
h-

ea
st

.

Fi
g

ur
e 

3:
 P

re
fe

rr
ed

 c
yc

lin
g

 n
et

w
o

rk
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 N
ex

t G
en

er
at

io
n 

Pu
bl

ic 
Tr

an
sp

or
t

  T
h

e 
C

as
e 

fo
r 

ac
ti

on
  A

sp
ir

at
io

n

Se
am

le
ss

 tr
av

el
 b

y 
p

ub
lic

 tr
an

sp
or

t i
s 

ch
ar

ac
te

ris
tic

 o
f d

ai
ly

 li
fe

 in
 th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
, 

no
t j

us
t f

or
 tr

ip
s 

to
 w

or
k 

b
ut

 fo
r m

os
t t

rip
s 

irr
es

p
ec

tiv
e 

of
 th

e 
tim

e 
of

 d
ay

. W
e 

re
co

g
ni

se
 th

at
 

a 
hi

g
hl

y 
fu

nc
tio

ni
ng

 p
ub

lic
 tr

an
sp

or
t s

ys
te

m
 is

 
cr

iti
ca

l t
o 

th
e 

ec
on

om
ic

, s
oc

ia
l a

nd
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

ta
l 

w
el

l-b
ei

ng
 o

f P
er

th
. E

le
va

tin
g

 P
er

th
’s 

p
ub

lic
 

tr
an

sp
or

t w
ith

 a
 ‘n

ex
t g

en
er

at
io

n’
 p

ac
ka

g
e 

of
 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 w

ill
 e

ns
ur

e 
th

at
 th

e 
C

ity
 a

nd
 

M
et

ro
p

ol
ita

n 
Pe

rt
h’

s 
g

ro
w

th
 c

an
 c

on
tin

ue
 in

 
su

st
ai

na
b

le
 a

nd
 p

ro
d

uc
tiv

e 
w

ay
s.

 

  M
ea

su
re

s

• 
Pu

b
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 p
at

ro
na

g
e 

d
at

a.
• 

Jo
ur

ne
y 

to
 w

o
rk

 s
ta

tis
tic

s 
(C

en
su

s 
d

at
a)

.
• 

O
th

er
 C

ity
 a

cc
es

s 
m

et
ric

s.
 

A
s 

Pe
rt

h’
s 

p
rim

ar
y 

em
p

lo
ym

en
t 

ce
nt

re
, a

nd
 w

ith
 

a 
g

ro
w

in
g

 n
ig

ht
-t

im
e 

an
d

 c
ul

tu
ra

l r
o

le
, t

he
 c

ity
 

re
q

ui
re

s 
an

 e
ffi

ci
en

t,
 le

g
ib

le
 a

nd
 fr

eq
ue

nt
 p

ub
lic

 
tr

an
sp

o
rt

 s
ys

te
m

 t
o

 e
na

b
le

 re
lia

b
le

 a
cc

es
s.

 
R

ec
en

t 
p

ro
je

ct
s 

su
ch

 a
s 

th
e 

M
an

d
ur

ah
 li

ne
, 

va
rio

us
 s

ta
tio

n 
up

g
ra

d
es

 a
nd

 s
in

ki
ng

 t
he

 c
ity

 
se

ct
io

n 
o

f t
he

 F
re

m
an

tle
 li

ne
 h

av
e 

al
l p

ro
ve

n 
th

at
 w

he
n 

ra
il 

se
rv

ic
es

 a
re

 im
p

ro
ve

d
 (i

e.
 n

ew
 

in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 a

d
d

ed
 t

o
 t

he
 n

et
w

o
rk

, f
re

q
ue

nc
ie

s 
im

p
ro

ve
d

, a
m

en
ity

 im
p

ro
ve

d
, e

tc
), 

w
e 

se
e 

b
o

o
st

s 
in

 p
eo

p
le

 c
ho

o
si

ng
 p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

. 

Th
e 

Fo
rr

es
tfi

el
d

 A
irp

o
rt

 R
ai

l l
in

k 
w

ill
 b

o
o

st
 t

he
 

p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 s

ys
te

m
’s 

ef
fe

ct
iv

en
es

s 
fu

rt
he

r 
st

ill
, a

nd
 fu

nd
am

en
ta

lly
 c

ha
ng

e 
ho

w
 p

eo
p

le
 

tr
av

el
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

ci
ty

 a
nd

 t
he

 a
irp

o
rt

. B
ey

o
nd

 
th

is
, t

he
re

 w
ill

 b
e 

m
o

re
 m

as
s 

tr
an

si
t 

in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 

re
q

ui
re

d
 t

o
 e

ns
ur

e 
ac

ce
ss

 t
o

 a
nd

 t
hr

o
ug

ho
ut

 
th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 c

an
 c

o
nt

in
ue

 in
 a

n 
ef

fic
ie

nt
 a

nd
 

su
st

ai
na

b
le

 m
an

ne
r.

O
n-

ro
ad

 p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 s

er
vi

ce
s 

w
ill

 p
la

y 
a 

m
aj

o
r 

ro
le

 in
 p

ro
vi

d
in

g
 a

 fi
ne

r 
g

ra
in

 o
f 

ac
ce

ss
ib

ili
ty

 t
ha

n 
th

e 
ra

il 
ne

tw
o

rk
 c

an
, a

nd
 in

 
lin

ki
ng

 p
la

ce
s 

al
o

ng
 o

ur
 ro

ad
 c

o
rr

id
o

rs
. T

he
 

hi
st

o
ric

al
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
o

f P
er

th
’s 

b
us

 n
et

w
o

rk
 

p
ut

s 
us

 in
 g

o
o

d
 s

te
ad

 t
o

 le
ve

ra
g

e 
th

es
e 

ro
ut

es
 

an
d

 e
vo

lv
e 

so
m

e 
o

f t
he

m
 t

o
 t

he
 n

ex
t 

le
ve

l, 
im

p
ro

vi
ng

 t
he

 v
ia

b
ili

ty
 a

nd
 a

tt
ra

ct
iv

en
es

s 
o

f 
o

ur
 m

o
st

 im
p

o
rt

an
t 

p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 s

tr
ee

ts
. 

O
n 

so
m

e 
ro

ut
es

 t
hi

s 
w

ill
 m

ea
n 

m
o

re
 le

g
ib

le
 

b
us

 ro
ut

in
g

, t
o

 a
vo

id
 c

irc
ui

to
us

 a
nd

 c
o

nf
us

in
g

 
ne

tw
o

rk
s.

 O
n 

o
th

er
 ro

ut
es

, t
hi

s 
w

ill
 m

ea
n 

a 
m

uc
h 

m
o

re
 w

ho
le

sa
le

 c
ha

ng
e,

 w
ith

 li
g

ht
 r

ai
l r

ep
la

ci
ng

 
b

us
 s

er
vi

ce
s 

o
n 

so
m

e 
co

rr
id

o
rs

 a
nd

 s
ig

ni
fic

an
tly

 
im

p
ro

vi
ng

 t
he

 p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 o

ffe
rin

g
 fo

r 
th

e 
Pe

rt
h 

co
m

m
un

ity
. 

Im
p

ro
vi

ng
 p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 o
p

tio
ns

 a
lo

ng
 a

nd
 

ac
ro

ss
 t

he
 S

w
an

 R
iv

er
 w

ill
 b

e 
im

p
o

rt
an

t 
as

 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
co

nt
in

ue
s 

to
 b

rin
g

 m
o

re
 h

o
us

es
, 

jo
b

s 
an

d
 o

th
er

 a
tt

ra
ct

io
ns

 t
o

 t
he

 r
iv

er
 fr

o
nt

. 
W

he
re

 r
iv

er
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 c

an
 o

ut
-p

er
fo

rm
 la

nd
 

b
as

ed
 p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 o
p

tio
ns

, i
t 

sh
o

ul
d

 b
e 

se
rio

us
ly

 c
o

ns
id

er
ed

 a
s 

an
 a

lte
rn

at
iv

e 
w

ith
in

 t
he

 
p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 p
o

rt
fo

lio
.

In
no

va
tio

n 
w

ith
in

 t
he

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 s
ec

to
r, 

es
p

ec
ia

lly
 

re
la

tin
g

 t
o

 c
ar

 s
ha

rin
g

 a
nd

 o
n-

d
em

an
d

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 
o

p
tio

ns
, w

ill
 re

q
ui

re
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 t

o
 b

e 
o

p
en

 
in

 o
ur

 p
o

lic
y 

p
o

si
tio

ns
 a

nd
 n

im
b

le
 e

no
ug

h 
to

 
ac

co
m

m
o

d
at

e 
p

ro
p

o
sa

ls
 t

ha
t 

as
si

st
 in

 c
re

at
in

g
 a

 
m

o
re

 a
cc

es
si

b
le

 P
er

th
.  
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nfl
ue

nc
e 

si
g

ni
fic

an
t 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 a

nd
 e

xp
an

si
on

 o
f t

he
 

ci
ty

’s 
p

as
se

ng
er

 r
ai

l n
et

w
or

k.

M
as

s 
tr

an
si

t w
ill

 n
ee

d
 to

 p
la

y 
a 

g
re

at
er

 ro
le

 in
 

ca
te

rin
g

 fo
r P

er
th

’s 
tr

an
sp

or
t n

ee
d

s 
in

 th
e 

lo
ng

 
te

rm
. P

ro
ac

tiv
e,

 in
no

va
tiv

e 
p

la
nn

in
g

 s
up

p
or

te
d

 
b

y 
a 

so
lid

 e
vi

d
en

ce
 b

as
e 

ca
n 

he
lp

 re
al

is
e 

th
is

 
es

se
nt

ia
l i

nf
ra

st
ru

ct
ur

e,
 a

nd
 th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 is

 
w

el
l p

la
ce

d
 to

 c
ol

la
b

or
at

e 
ar

ou
nd

 th
is

 p
la

nn
in

g
 

an
d

 re
se

ar
ch

. 

A
s 

ar
ea

s 
su

rr
o

un
d

in
g

 r
ai

l s
ta

tio
ns

 b
en

efi
t 

fr
o

m
 

im
p

ro
ve

d
 a

cc
es

si
b

ili
ty

, t
he

re
 w

ill
 b

e 
a 

ne
ed

 
to

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
at

 t
he

 la
nd

 s
ur

ro
un

d
in

g
 t

he
m

 
ac

co
m

m
o

d
at

es
 t

he
 m

o
st

 a
p

p
ro

p
ria

te
 u

se
s,

 a
t 

th
e 

m
o

st
 a

p
p

ro
p

ria
te

 d
en

si
tie

s 
an

d
 s

ca
le

. I
n 

th
is

 re
sp

ec
t,

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 c
an

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
e 

p
la

nn
in

g
 c

o
nt

ro
ls

 g
o

ve
rn

in
g

 la
nd

 s
ur

ro
un

d
in

g
 

th
em

 is
 s

tr
uc

tu
re

d
 t

o
 y

ie
ld

 t
he

 b
es

t 
re

su
lts

. 

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 c
an

 a
ls

o
 p

ro
g

re
ss

 id
ea

s 
an

d
 

co
nc

ep
ts

 fo
r 

ne
w

 a
p

p
ro

ac
he

s 
to

 fu
nd

in
g

 p
ub

lic
 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 b
as

ed
 o

n 
in

te
rn

at
io

na
l 

b
es

t 
p

ra
ct

ic
e,

 a
nd

 in
 li

g
ht

 o
f s

tr
es

so
rs

 o
n 

th
e 

St
at

e’
s 

ab
ili

ty
 t

o
 s

o
le

ly
 fi

na
nc

e 
su

ch
 p

ro
je

ct
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d
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ca
te

 fo
r 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 t

o 
th

e 
p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

or
t 

ne
tw

or
k’

s 
le

g
ib

ili
ty

, f
re

q
ue

nc
y 

an
d

 
co

nn
ec

tiv
ity

.

W
e 

ha
ve

 a
n 

o
p

p
o

rt
un

ity
 t

o
 re

st
ru

ct
ur

e 
th

e 
ci

ty
’s 

p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 s

ys
te

m
, i

m
p

ro
vi

ng
 b

o
th

 it
s 

ap
p

ea
l a

nd
 it

s 
ab

ili
ty

 t
o

 c
at

er
 fo

r 
m

o
ve

m
en

t 
in

 
o

ur
 g

ro
w

in
g

 c
ity

. T
hi

s 
ap

p
ro

ac
h 

is
 c

o
nc

ep
tu

al
ly

 
hi

g
hl

ig
ht

ed
 in

 F
ig

ur
e 

2,
 a

nd
 c

an
 fo

llo
w

 re
ce

nt
 

p
ro

je
ct

s 
in

 A
uc

kl
an

d
, N

ew
 Z

ea
la

nd
, a

nd
 

H
o

us
to

n,
 T

ex
as

, i
n 

ta
ki

ng
 a

 fr
es

h 
lo

o
k 

at
 t

he
 

ci
ty

’s 
p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 s
ys

te
m

, e
sp

ec
ia

lly
 t

he
 b

us
 

ne
tw

o
rk

.

E
vo

lv
in

g
 t

he
 p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 m
o

d
es

 o
n 

o
ur

 m
ai

n 
PT

 c
o

rr
id

o
rs

 is
 a

 k
ey

 a
sp

ec
t 

o
f t

hi
s 

st
ra

te
g

y,
 a

s 
w

e 
re

co
g

ni
se

 t
he

 li
m

ita
tio

ns
 o

f t
he

 c
ur

re
nt

 b
us

 
b

as
ed

 s
ys

te
m

 t
o

 p
ro

vi
d

e 
th

e 
ca

p
ac

ity
, a

m
en

ity
 

an
d

 q
ua

lit
y 

th
at

 P
er

th
 n

ee
d

s.
 A

n 
ex

am
p

le
 o

f t
hi

s 
tr

an
si

tio
n 

w
ill

 b
e 

th
e 

re
p

la
ce

m
en

t 
o

f s
o

m
e 

b
us

 
se

rv
ic

es
 in

 t
he

 c
en

tr
al

 c
ity

 w
ith

 L
ig

ht
 R

ai
l a

nd
 

al
so

 p
o

te
nt

ia
lly

 u
til

is
in

g
 B

us
 R

ap
id

 T
ra

ns
it 

fo
r 

so
m

e 
ro

ut
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 t
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t 
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e 

in
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 c
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al
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ed
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uc

ed
 d

em
an

d
’ i

s 
a 

fu
nd

am
en

ta
l a

sp
ec

t 
o

f t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 p
la

nn
in

g
 

th
at

 re
q

ui
re

s 
g

re
at

er
 c

o
ns

id
er

at
io

n 
in

 t
he

 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
o

f m
et

ro
p

o
lit

an
 ro

ad
 a

nd
 fr

ee
w

ay
 

p
ro

je
ct

s.
 It

 re
la

te
s 

to
 t

he
 c

yc
lic

al
 n

at
ur

e 
o

f r
o

ad
/

fr
ee

w
ay

 c
ap

ac
ity

 e
xp

an
si

o
n;

 m
o

re
 c

ap
ac

ity
 

in
ev

ita
b

ly
 m

ak
es

 d
riv

in
g

 m
o

re
 a

tt
ra

ct
iv

e,
 le

ad
in

g
 

to
 m

o
re

 p
eo

p
le

 d
riv

in
g

 fo
r 

m
o

re
 t

rip
s.

 T
he

 
le

ss
o

n 
fr

o
m

 t
hi

s 
is

 t
ha

t 
co

ng
es

tio
n 

ca
nn

o
t 

b
e 

ad
d

re
ss

ed
 b

y 
b

ui
ld

in
g

 m
o

re
 ro

ad
 c

ap
ac

ity
, a

nd
 

th
er

ef
o

re
 t

he
 c

la
im

 t
ha

t 
ro

ad
 e

xp
an

si
o

n 
p

ro
je

ct
s 

ca
n 

‘s
o

lv
e 

co
ng

es
tio

n’
 is

 la
rg

el
y 

b
as

el
es

s 
an

d
 

co
un

te
r 

p
ro

d
uc

tiv
e.

 F
is

ca
l m

ea
su

re
s 

th
at

 m
o

re
 

ap
p

ro
p

ria
te

ly
 p

ric
e 

ca
r 

us
e 

w
ill

 li
ke

ly
 p

la
y 

a 
la

rg
er

 
ro

le
 in

 o
ur

 fu
tu

re
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 
o

f c
o

ng
es

tio
n,

 
an

d
 d

es
er

ve
 c

o
ns

id
er

at
io

n 
in

 g
re

at
er

 d
ep

th
 

w
ith

in
 t

he
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 p

o
rt

fo
lio

.

Ve
hi

cl
e 

p
ar

ki
ng

 h
as

 h
is

to
ric

al
ly

 b
ee

n 
a 

fu
nd

am
en

ta
l a

sp
ec

t 
o

f c
ity

 a
cc

es
s.

 T
he

re
 

w
ill

 c
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 b

e 
a 

ne
ed

 fo
r 

ca
r 

p
ar

ks
 t

o
 

so
m

e 
ex

te
nt

 in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
, h

o
w

ev
er

 o
ur

 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
o

f t
he

se
 e

xi
st

in
g

 a
ss

et
s 

an
d

 
co

ns
id

er
at

io
n 

o
f a

ny
 n

ew
 c

ar
 p

ar
ki

ng
 w

ill
 n

ee
d

 t
o

 
b

e 
g

ui
d

ed
 b

y 
th

e 
w

id
er

 im
p

lic
at

io
ns

 o
f p

ar
ki

ng
 

su
p

p
ly

 a
nd

 d
em

an
d

. M
o

to
rc

yc
le

 a
nd

 s
co

o
te

r 
p

ar
ki

ng
, a

s 
w

el
l a

s 
ca

te
rin

g
 fo

r 
sm

al
le

r 
an

d
 

m
o

re
 s

p
ac

e 
ef

fic
ie

nt
 c

ar
s,

 a
re

 a
re

as
 o

f p
ar

ki
ng

 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
fo

r 
o

ur
 o

n 
an

d
 o

ff 
st

re
et

 a
ss

et
s 

th
at

 
w

ill
 p

re
se

nt
 o

p
p

o
rt

un
iti

es
 t

o
 e

nc
o

ur
ag

e 
m

o
re

 
sp

ac
e 

ef
fic

ie
nt

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

. 

A
d

va
nc

em
en

ts
 in

 v
eh

ic
le

 t
ec

hn
o

lo
g

y 
m

ay
 e

na
b

le
 

si
g

ni
fic

an
t 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 t

o
 t

he
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

ta
l 

p
er

fo
rm

an
ce

 o
f t

he
 w

id
er

 c
o

m
m

un
ity

’s 
ve

hi
cl

e 
fle

et
, b

y 
w

ay
 o

f e
le

ct
ric

 v
eh

ic
le

s.
 T

he
 C

ity
 o

f 
Pe

rt
h,

 t
hr

o
ug

h 
o

ur
 c

ar
 p

ar
ki

ng
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 
st

ra
te

g
ie

s,
 is

 w
el

l p
la

ce
d

 t
o

 e
na

b
le

 a
 g

re
at

er
 

ta
ke

 u
p

 o
f e

le
ct

ric
 v

eh
ic

le
s 

an
d

 s
up

p
o

rt
 t

hi
s 

tr
an

si
tio

n 
to

 a
 m

o
re

 e
ffi

ci
en

t 
tr

an
sp

o
rt

 s
ys

te
m

. 
A

ut
o

no
m

o
us

 v
eh

ic
le

 t
ec

hn
o

lo
g

y 
is

 li
ke

ly
 t

o
 

p
ro

g
re

ss
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

tly
 o

ve
r 

th
e 

te
rm

 o
f t

hi
s 

St
ra

te
g

y,
 a

nd
 it

 is
 t

he
re

fo
re

 e
ss

en
tia

l t
ha

t 
th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 is

 o
p

en
 a

nd
 c

o
lla

b
o

ra
tiv

e 
in

 
as

se
ss

in
g

 t
he

 m
er

its
 a

nd
 p

o
te

nt
ia

l d
is

-b
en

efi
ts

 o
f 

ad
va

nc
em

en
ts

 in
 t

hi
s 

ar
ea

. 
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on
tin

ue
 t

he
 ‘t

o,
 n

ot
 t

hr
ou

g
h’

 a
p

p
ro

ac
h 

to
 

d
es

ig
ni

ng
 a

nd
 m

an
ag

in
g

 t
he

 t
ra

ffi
c 

ne
tw

or
k.

  

C
at

er
in

g
 fo

r v
eh

ic
le

 a
cc

es
s 

to
 th

e 
ci

ty
 w

ill
 re

m
ai

n 
an

 im
p

or
ta

nt
 re

q
ui

re
m

en
t 

fo
r t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 a

nd
 o

ur
 p

ar
tn

er
s 

in
vo

lv
ed

 in
 m

an
ag

in
g

 th
e 

ci
ty

’s 
ro

ad
s.

 T
he

 e
m

p
ha

si
s 

on
 c

at
er

in
g

 fo
r t

rip
s 

to
 th

e 
ci

ty
, a

nd
 d

is
co

ur
ag

in
g

 
tr

ip
s 

th
ro

ug
h 

it,
 h

as
 b

ee
n 

a 
p

ol
ic

y 
ob

je
ct

iv
e 

of
 th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 s

in
ce

 th
e 

ad
op

tio
n 

of
 th

e 
U

rb
an

 D
es

ig
n 

Fr
am

ew
or

k 
in

 2
01

0,
 a

nd
 h

as
 b

ee
n 

re
in

fo
rc

ed
 

in
 th

is
 S

tr
at

eg
y.

 T
he

 th
eo

ry
 u

nd
er

p
in

ni
ng

 th
is

 a
p

p
ro

ac
h 

re
la

te
s 

to
 th

e 
se

ns
iti

vi
ty

 o
f t

he
 c

en
tr

al
 c

ity
 a

re
a,

 a
nd

 th
e 

im
p

or
ta

nc
e 

of
 o

ur
 s

tr
ee

ts
 fo

r 
us

es
 o

th
er

 th
an

 m
ov

in
g

 v
eh

ic
le

s.
 T

he
 T

ra
ns

Pr
io

rit
y 

ne
tw

or
k 

hi
g

hl
ig

ht
s 

th
e 

p
re

fe
rr

ed
 tr

af
fic

 ro
ut

es
, a

nd
 th

e 
d

es
ig

n 
of

 th
is

 tr
af

fic
 n

et
w

or
k 

d
el

ib
er

at
el

y 
fo

cu
ss

in
g

 o
n 

th
e 

hi
g

hw
ay

 a
nd

 m
aj

or
 ro

ad
 n

et
w

or
k 

an
d

 a
vo

id
in

g
 th

e 
ce

nt
ra

l 
ci

ty
 a

re
a.

 

Th
e 

re
su

lt 
of

 th
is

, a
nd

 th
e 

ta
ng

ib
le

 o
ut

p
ut

s 
of

 d
is

co
ur

ag
in

g
 th

ro
ug

h 
tr

af
fic

, 
w

ill
 fo

cu
s 

on
 re

d
uc

ed
 tr

af
fic

 s
p

ee
d

 li
m

its
, r

ea
llo

ca
tin

g
 s

p
ac

e 
fr

om
 c

ar
s 

to
 

p
eo

p
le

, p
ub

lic
 tr

an
sp

or
t a

nd
 c

yc
lin

g
 o

n 
se

le
ct

ed
 s

tr
ee

ts
, a

nd
 e

ns
ur

in
g

 
th

e 
ci

ty
’s 

ne
tw

or
k 

of
 tr

af
fic

 li
g

ht
s 

ar
e 

op
tim

is
ed

 fo
r t

he
 m

od
es

 c
ar

ry
in

g
 th

e 
g

re
at

es
t p

rio
rit

y 
(s

ee
 T

ra
ns

Pr
io

rit
y 

m
ap

). 
 

Th
er

e 
ar

e 
ot

he
r t

oo
ls

 a
va

ila
b

le
 to

 u
s 

in
 a

ch
ie

vi
ng

 th
is

 o
b

je
ct

iv
e,

 s
uc

h 
as

 
fis

ca
l m

ea
su

re
s 

to
 p

ric
e 

th
e 

us
e 

of
 ro

ad
s 

at
 c

er
ta

in
 ti

m
es

 o
f t

he
 d

ay
. T

he
 

b
as

ic
s 

of
 th

is
 a

p
p

ro
ac

h 
ar

e 
so

un
d

, i
n 

th
at

 ro
ad

 u
se

r c
ha

rg
in

g
 c

an
 h

el
p

 to
 

m
or

e 
ef

fe
ct

iv
el

y 
m

an
ag

e 
th

e 
fin

ite
 a

m
ou

nt
 o

f r
oa

d
 s

p
ac

e 
av

ai
la

b
le

, i
n 

a 
si

m
ila

r w
ay

 th
at

 o
th

er
 u

til
iti

es
 a

nd
 s

er
vi

ce
s 

co
st

 m
or

e 
w

he
n 

d
em

an
d

 is
 h

ig
h 

an
d

 s
up

p
ly

 is
 lo

w
. H

ow
ev

er
 th

is
 a

re
a 

of
 p

ol
ic

y 
re

q
ui

re
s 

cl
os

e 
co

ns
id

er
at

io
n,

 
an

d
 th

e 
C

ity
 w

ill
 c

ol
la

b
or

at
e 

w
ith

 S
ta

te
 a

g
en

ci
es

 o
n 

th
is

 c
on

ce
p

t g
iv

en
 th

e 
w

id
e 

re
ac

hi
ng

 im
p

lic
at

io
ns

 o
f a

ny
 s

ch
em

e 
on

 th
e 

w
id

er
 P

er
th

 c
om

m
un

ity
.
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ue
 t

o 
le

ad
 t

he
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ar
 p

ar
ki

ng
 in

d
us

tr
y 

in
 

ac
hi

ev
in

g
 s

us
ta

in
ab

le
 t

ra
ns

p
or

t 
ou

tc
om

es
. 

Th
e 

ef
fe

ct
 o

f c
ar

 p
ar

ki
ng

 m
an

ag
em

en
t 

st
ra

te
g

ie
s 

o
n 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 b

eh
av

io
ur

 
ca

n 
b

e 
si

g
ni

fic
an

t,
 a

s 
th

e 
av

ai
la

b
ili

ty
 a

nd
 c

o
st

 o
f p

ar
ki

ng
 w

ill
 in

d
uc

e 
o

r d
et

er
 

ca
r 

tr
ip

s 
to

 t
he

 c
ity

 d
ep

en
d

in
g

 o
n 

th
e 

b
al

an
ce

 t
ha

t 
is

 fo
un

d
. A

s 
a 

m
aj

o
r 

ca
r 

p
ar

ki
ng

 o
p

er
at

o
r, 

th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 c
an

 le
ad

 t
he

 in
d

us
tr

y 
in

 a
ch

ie
vi

ng
 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 o

ut
co

m
es

 t
ha

t 
b

en
efi

t 
th

e 
ci

ty
’s 

ec
o

no
m

y,
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

t 
an

d
 s

o
ci

al
 

w
el

lb
ei

ng
. 

Th
e 

C
ity

’s 
o

n-
st

re
et

 p
ar

ki
ng

 p
o

lic
y,

 w
hi

ch
 g

ui
d

es
 o

ur
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 
o

f t
he

 
o

n-
st

re
et

 p
ar

ki
ng

 re
st

ric
tio

ns
, p

ric
in

g
, l

o
ad

in
g

 a
nd

 t
ax

i z
o

ne
s,

 a
nd

 o
th

er
 

ke
rb

-s
id

e 
us

es
, w

ill
 b

e 
up

d
at

ed
 t

o
 re

fle
ct

 o
ng

o
in

g
 c

ha
ng

e 
in

 o
cc

ur
rin

g
 o

n 
th

e 
ci

ty
’s 

st
re

et
s.

 A
s 

th
e 

d
em

an
d

s 
fo

r 
sp

ac
e 

in
 o

ur
 s

tr
ee

ts
 in

cr
ea

se
s,

 t
he

re
 is

 
lik

el
y 

to
 b

e 
a 

ne
t 

re
d

uc
tio

n 
in

 t
he

 s
up

p
ly

 o
f o

n-
st

re
et

 c
ar

 p
ar

ki
ng

. 

Th
is

 t
ra

ns
iti

o
n 

w
ill

 re
q

ui
re

 in
no

va
tiv

e 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
b

y 
th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 t

o
 

en
su

re
 o

ur
 s

tr
ee

ts
 a

re
 im

p
ro

ve
d

 a
nd

 o
ur

 e
xi

st
in

g
 p

ar
ki

ng
 a

ss
et

s 
ar

e 
us

ed
 

m
o

re
 e

ffe
ct

iv
el

y.
 

Th
e 

Pe
rt

h 
Pa

rk
in

g
 P

o
lic

y 
is

 o
ne

 o
f o

ur
 m

o
st

 v
al

ua
b

le
 t

o
o

ls
 fo

r 
g

ui
d

in
g

 o
ff 

st
re

et
 c

o
m

m
er

ci
al

 p
ar

ki
ng

 d
ec

is
io

ns
 a

nd
 u

sa
g

e,
 a

nd
 a

im
s 

to
;

•
Im

p
ro

ve
 P

er
th

’s 
ai

r 
q

ua
lit

y;
•

R
ed

uc
e 

tr
af

fic
 c

o
ng

es
tio

n;
•

Im
p

ro
ve

 p
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

sa
fe

ty
;

•
Fr

ee
 u

p
 s

ho
rt

 t
er

m
 s

ho
p

p
er

 p
ar

ki
ng

; a
nd

•
C

re
at

e 
an

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
t 

th
at

 is
 b

o
th

 e
co

no
m

ic
al

ly
 a

nd
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

ta
lly

he
al

th
y.

R
es

id
en

tia
l c

ar
 p

ar
ki

ng
 is

 p
rim

ar
ily

 m
an

ag
ed

 v
ia

 t
he

 C
ity

’s 
Pl

an
ni

ng
 

Sc
he

m
e,

 a
nd

 t
o

 s
up

p
o

rt
 t

he
 b

ro
ad

er
 re

m
it 

o
f t

hi
s 

St
ra

te
g

y,
 t

he
re

 w
ill

 b
e 

a 
ne

ed
 fo

r 
re

si
d

en
tia

l p
ar

ki
ng

 c
o

nt
ro

ls
 t

o
 b

e 
co

nt
in

uo
us

ly
 re

vi
ew

ed
 a

nd
 

up
d

at
ed

 in
 t

he
 fu

tu
re

. A
s 

p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 a

cc
es

s 
to

 a
nd

 w
ith

in
 t

he
 C

ity
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as
 w
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d
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o
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ve
 w
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o

ut
 a

 c
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, a
nd
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he
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fo

re
 w

ill
 

no
t 

re
q

ui
re

 d
ed

ic
at

ed
 c

ar
 p

ar
ki

ng
. O

ur
 p

la
nn

in
g

 
p

o
lic

ie
s 

g
ui

d
in

g
 re

si
d

en
tia

l c
ar

 p
ar

ki
ng

 w
ill

 n
ee

d
 

to
 c

o
ns

id
er

 t
hi

s 
to

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
e 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

th
at

 
is

 a
p

p
ro

ve
d

 t
o

d
ay

 is
 s

ui
ta

b
le

 fo
r 

th
e 

fu
tu

re
 c

ity
 

co
nt

ex
t.
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up
p

or
t 

en
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l i
m

p
ro

ve
m

en
ts

 a
nd

 
in

no
va

tio
n 

in
 v

eh
ic

le
 t

ec
hn

ol
og

y 
w

ith
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

. 

Ve
hi

cl
e 

te
ch

no
lo

g
y 

co
nt

in
ue

s 
to

 a
d

va
nc

e 
at

 a
 r

ap
id

 r
at

e,
 w

it
h 

th
e 

el
ec

tr
ic

 v
eh

ic
le

s 
an

d
 t

he
 a

ut
o

no
m

o
us

 v
eh

ic
le

s 
b

ei
ng

 a
 f

o
cu

s 
o

f 
m

aj
o

r 
in

ve
st

m
en

t 
b

y 
ca

r 
m

ak
er

s,
 e

m
er

g
in

g
 e

ne
rg

y 
co

m
p

an
ie

s,
 a

nd
 t

he
 w

id
er

 
te

ch
no

lo
g

y 
in

d
us

tr
y.

El
ec

tr
ic

 v
eh

ic
le

 te
ch

no
lo

g
y 

ha
s 

th
e 

p
ot

en
tia

l t
o 

m
ak

e 
m

ot
or

is
ed

 tr
av

el
 

si
g

ni
fic

an
tly

 c
le

an
er

, r
el

at
iv

e 
to

 th
e 

cu
rr

en
t p

et
ro

l a
nd

 d
ie

se
l m

ot
or

s 
th

at
 

d
om

in
at

e 
th

e 
ve

hi
cl

e 
fle

et
. T

he
re

fo
re

 im
p

ro
ve

d
 a

ir 
q

ua
lit

y 
an

d
 re
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ra
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re
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 d
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 t
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 m
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ra
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, b
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 p
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 p
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 b
e 

se
ns

it
iv

e 
to

 t
he

 d
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 p
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 p
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 d
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ra
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g

 a
nd

 li
nk

in
g

 t
he

 
so

ut
he

rn
 s

ub
ur

b
s 

w
it

h 
th

e 
ci

ty
 a

nd
 

no
rt

he
rn

 r
o

ad
 c
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e 

ci
ty

, b
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h
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 d
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e 

o
p

en
 in

 h
o

w
 w

e 
sh

ar
e 

d
at

a 
an

d
 

kn
o

w
le

d
g

e 
w

ith
 t

he
 c
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f d
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 d
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, d
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 C
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 re
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l t
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 c
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 c
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 d

iff
er

en
t 

le
ve

ls
 o

f g
o

ve
rn

m
en

t 
m

ay
 b

e 
ab

le
 t

o
 h

el
p

 
im

p
ro

ve
 c
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 b
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 d
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 b
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 d
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b
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e 
la

st
 k

m
 fr

ei
g

ht
 ta

sk
, t

o 
b

ui
ld

 o
n 

th
is

 
b

es
t p

ra
ct

ic
e 

an
d

 a
p

p
ly

 it
 to

 P
er

th
’s 

lo
ca

l c
on

te
xt

.



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 29

5
T

ar
ge

ts

5.1
 Jo

ur
ne

y 
to

 W
or

k

A
s 

o
ne

 o
f t

he
 m

o
st

 c
o

ns
is

te
nt

 a
nd

 s
o

lid
 m

ea
su

re
s 

o
f t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 t

o
 t

he
 C

ity
 

o
f P

er
th

, t
he

 C
en

su
s 

Jo
ur

ne
y 

to
 W

o
rk

 d
at

a 
se

t 
is

 a
 lo

g
ic

al
 s

ta
rt

in
g

 p
o

in
t 

fo
r 

d
ev

el
o

p
in

g
 t

ar
g

et
s 

fo
r 

fu
tu

re
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 b

eh
av

io
ur

. 

Th
e 

b
el

o
w

 t
ar

g
et

s 
ha

ve
 b

ee
n 

d
ev

el
o

p
ed

 b
as

ed
 o

n 
p

as
t 

tr
en

d
s 

in
 t

he
 C

ity
’s 

jo
ur

ne
y 

to
 w

o
rk

 d
at

a,
 a

nd
 e

xt
ra

p
o

la
te

d
 t

o
 lo

o
se

ly
 a

lig
n 

w
ith

 t
he

 a
m

b
iti

o
ns

 
o

f t
hi

s 
st

ra
te

g
y.

 T
he

se
 t

ar
g

et
s 

ca
n 

b
e 

re
al

is
ed

 b
y;

•
In

ne
r 

ur
b

an
 g

ro
w

th
 o

f h
o

us
in

g
 a

nd
 e

m
p

lo
ym

en
t.

 T
hi

s 
w

ill
 n

at
ur

al
ly

in
d

uc
e 

m
o

re
 w

al
ki

ng
, c

yc
lin

g
 a

nd
 p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 t
rip

s 
w

ith
in

 t
he

 in
ne

r
ci

ty
 a

re
a;

•
Su

st
ai

ne
d

 in
ve

st
m

en
t 

in
 t

he
 p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 n
et

w
o

rk
.  

C
ap

ac
ity

,
fr

eq
ue

nc
y 

an
d

 c
o

ve
ra

g
e 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 w

ill
 b

rin
g

 w
ith

 t
he

m
 in

cr
ea

se
s

in
 p

at
ro

na
g

e 
an

d
 b

et
te

r 
se

rv
e 

th
e 

ne
ed

s 
o

f c
o

m
m

ut
er

s.
•

C
o

nt
in

ue
d

 p
o

lic
y 

an
d

 in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 s

p
en

d
in

g
 o

n 
w

al
ki

ng
 a

nd
 c

yc
lin

g
.

M
ak

in
g

 t
he

se
 m

o
d

es
 m

o
re

 v
ia

b
le

 fo
r 

m
o

re
 p

eo
p

le
 w

ill
 y

ie
ld

 in
cr

ea
se

s
in

 t
he

 n
um

b
er

 o
f p

eo
p

le
 w

al
ki

ng
 a

nd
 c

yc
lin

g
 t

o
 w

o
rk

.

A
ct

iv
e

C
ar

P
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt

Fi
g

ur
e 

8.
 J

o
ur

ne
y 

to
 W

o
rk

 T
ar

g
et

s 
(t

o
ta

l t
ri

p
s)

0

20
00

0

40
00

0

60
00

0

80
00

0

10
00

00

12
00

00

14
00

00

16
00

00

18
00

00

20
01

20
06

20
11

20
16

20
21

20
26

20
31

A
ct

ua
l

Ta
rg

et



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y

30

5.
2.

 O
th

er
 tr

an
sp

or
t s

ta
tis

tic
s

A
s 

is
 h

ig
hl

ig
ht

ed
 t

hr
o

ug
ho

ut
 t

hi
s 

St
ra

te
g

y,
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 

w
ill

 s
ee

k 
to

 im
p

ro
ve

 t
he

 t
yp

es
 a

nd
 q

ua
lit

y 
o

f d
at

a 
th

at
 w

e 
co

lle
ct

 in
 re

la
tio

n 
to

 t
he

 p
er

fo
rm

an
ce

 o
f t

he
 c

ity
’s 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 

sy
st

em
s.

 A
s 

th
e 

Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 

is
 re

vi
ew

ed
 a

nd
 u

p
d

at
ed

 
ev

er
y 

5 
ye

ar
s,

 t
he

se
 s

ta
tis

tic
s 

w
ill

 b
e 

co
m

p
ile

d
 a

nd
 d

ra
w

n 
o

n 
to

 in
fo

rm
 t

he
 t

ar
g

et
s 

th
at

 w
e 

ar
e 

w
o

rk
in

g
 t

o
w

ar
d

s.
 

A
ct

ua
l

Ta
rg

et

20
01

20
06

20
11

20
16

20
21

20
26

20
31

A
ct

iv
e

3%
5%

6%
8%

10
%

12
%

15
%

C
ar

56
%

56
%

47
%

42
%

37
%

32
%

25
%

P
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
41

%
40

%
47

%
50

%
53

%
56

%
60

%

0%10
%

20
%

30
%

40
%

50
%

60
%

20
01

20
06

20
11

20
16

20
21

20
26

20
31

A
ct

ua
l

Ta
rg

et

A
ct

iv
e

C
ar

P
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt

Fi
g

ur
e 

9.
 J

o
ur

ne
y 

to
 

W
o

rk
 T

ar
g

et
s 

(%
)

Ta
b

le
 3

. J
o

ur
ne

y 
to

 
W

o
rk

 T
ar

g
et

s 
(%

)



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 31

6
D

el
iv

er
y

6.1
 O

rg
an

isa
tio

na
l c

on
te

xt

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

’s 
Tr

an
sp

o
rt

 S
tr

at
eg

y 
w

o
rk

s 
in

 c
o

nj
un

ct
io

n 
w

ith
 a

 s
ui

te
 o

f s
tr

at
eg

ic
 a

nd
 

o
p

er
at

io
na

l d
o

cu
m

en
ts

 t
ha

t 
g

ui
d

e 
th

e 
in

te
g

ra
tio

n 
o

f t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 p
la

nn
in

g
 a

cr
o

ss
 t

he
 

ra
ng

e 
o

f s
p

ec
ia

lis
m

s 
th

at
 c

an
 in

flu
en

ce
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 

in
 t

he
 C

ity
. 

Th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 a
d

o
p

ts
 a

n 
In

te
g

ra
te

d
 P

la
nn

in
g

 
A

p
p

ro
ac

h.
 T

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
’s 

In
te

g
ra

te
d

 
Pl

an
ni

ng
 a

nd
 R

ep
o

rt
in

g
 F

ra
m

ew
o

rk
 (I

PR
F)

 is
 

o
ut

lin
ed

 in
 t

he
 d

ia
g

ra
m

 b
el

o
w

, s
ho

w
in

g
 t

he
 

in
te

ra
ct

io
n 

b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
p

la
ns

 a
nd

 t
he

 in
flu

en
ce

 
o

f t
he

 in
fo

rm
in

g
 s

tr
at

eg
ie

s.
 T

he
 in

te
nt

 o
f t

he
 

IP
R

F 
is

 t
o

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
e 

p
rio

rit
ie

s 
an

d
 s

er
vi

ce
s 

p
ro

vi
d

ed
 b

y 
th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 a

re
 a

lig
ne

d
 w

ith
 

o
ur

 c
o

m
m

un
ity

’s 
ne

ed
s 

an
d

 a
sp

ira
tio

ns
. 

In
te

g
ra

te
d

 P
la

nn
in

g
 &

 R
ep

o
rt

in
g

 F
ra

m
ew

o
rk

St
ra

te
g

ic
 

C
o

m
m

un
it

y 
P

la
n

C
o

rp
o

ra
te

B
us

in
es

s 
P

la
n

A
nn

ua
l B

ud
g

et

- 
C

o
m

m
un

it
y 

vi
si

o
n 

&
 a

sp
ir

at
io

ns
- 

O
b

je
ct

ti
ve

s 
an

d
 s

tr
at

eg
ie

s

- 
P

ri
o

ri
ti

es
 &

 d
el

iv
er

y 
p

ro
g

ra
m

- 
O

p
er

at
io

na
l s

er
vi

ce
 le

ve
ls

- 
K

ey
 in

it
ia

ti
ve

s 
&

 p
ro

je
ct

s
- 

In
fo

rm
in

g
 s

tr
at

eg
y 

ac
ti

o
ns

- 
A

nn
ua

lis
ed

 f
o

ur
 y

ea
r 

b
ud

g
et

In
fo

rm
in

g
 s

tr
at

eg
ie

s

- 
Is

su
e 

Sp
ec

i�
c 

St
ra

te
g

ie
s

  (
Th

is
 s

tr
at

eg
y)

- 
Se

rv
ic

e 
D

el
iv

er
y 

P
la

ns
- 

C
o

un
ci

l P
o

lic
ie

s

St
ra

te
g

ic
 E

na
b

le
rs

W
o

rk
fo

rc
e 

P
la

n

Lo
ng

 T
er

m
 

Fi
na

nc
ia

l P
la

n

C
o

rp
o

ra
te

 A
ss

et
M

an
ag

em
en

t 
P

la
n

In
fo

rm
in

g
 s

tr
at

eg
y

A
ct

io
n 

P
la

nFi
g

ur
e 

10



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y

32Th
e 

St
ra

te
g

ic
 C

o
m

m
un

ity
 P

la
n,

 V
is

io
n 

20
29

+
, 

is
 t

he
 C

ity
’s 

lo
ng

 t
er

m
 s

tr
at

eg
ic

 d
ire

ct
io

n 
th

at
 

ex
p

re
ss

es
 t

he
 c

o
m

m
un

ity
’s 

vi
si

o
n 

fo
r 

th
e 

fu
tu

re
 

to
g

et
he

r 
w

ith
 t

he
 s

tr
at

eg
ie

s 
to

 a
d

d
re

ss
 s

tr
at

eg
ic

 
co

m
m

un
ity

 o
ut

co
m

es
. 

Th
is

 d
riv

es
 th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
’s 

C
or

p
or

at
e 

B
us

in
es

s 
Pl

an
, w

hi
ch

 is
 th

e 
d

et
ai

le
d

 im
p

le
m

en
ta

tio
n 

p
la

n 
fo

r 
se

rv
ic

es
, k

ey
 p

ro
je

ct
s 

an
d

 c
ap

ita
l i

nv
es

tm
en

ts
 o

ve
r 

th
e 

ne
xt

 fo
ur

 y
ea

rs
. T

he
 a

ct
io

ns
 to

 a
ct

iv
at

e 
th

e 
C

ity
’s 

In
fo

rm
in

g
 S

tr
at

eg
ie

s 
ar

e 
ke

y 
co

m
p

on
en

ts
 o

f 
th

e 
C

ity
’s 

C
or

p
or

at
e 

B
us

in
es

s 
Pl

an
. 

Th
e 

Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 

is
 o

ne
 o

f t
he

se
 

In
fo

rm
in

g
 S

tr
at

eg
ie

s,
 id

en
tif

yi
ng

 a
nd

 s
ha

p
in

g
 

en
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l p
rio

rit
ie

s,
 p

ro
je

ct
s,

 p
ro

g
ra

m
s 

an
d

 s
er

vi
ce

 d
el

iv
er

y 
to

 m
ee

t 
th

e 
o

ut
co

m
es

 o
f 

th
e 

St
ra

te
g

ic
 C

o
m

m
un

ity
 P

la
n.

 T
he

 C
ity

’s 
ke

y 
st

ra
te

g
ic

 e
na

b
le

rs
 s

ho
w

 h
o

w
 w

e 
ar

e 
eq

ui
p

p
ed

 
to

 d
el

iv
er

 o
n 

th
e 

co
m

m
itm

en
ts

 m
ad

e 
in

 t
he

 
C

o
rp

o
ra

te
 B

us
in

es
s 

Pl
an

.

Th
es

e 
st

ra
te

g
ic

 e
na

b
le

rs
 a

re
: 

•
Lo

ng
 T

er
m

 F
in

an
ci

al
 P

la
n 

Th
is

 p
la

n 
al

lo
w

s
fo

r 
ap

p
r o

p
ri

at
e 

d
ec

is
io

n 
m

ak
in

g
 w

it
h

em
p

ha
si

s 
o

n 
fin

an
ci

al
 s

us
ta

in
ab

ili
ty

.
•

W
o

rk
fo

r c
e 

Pl
an

 T
hi

s 
p

la
n 

id
en

ti
fie

s 
th

e
w

o
rk

fo
rc

e 
re

q
ui

re
m

en
ts

 n
ee

d
ed

 fo
r 

cu
rr

en
t

an
d

 fu
tu

re
 o

p
er

at
io

ns
.

•
C

o
rp

o
ra

te
 A

ss
et

 M
an

ag
em

en
t 

Pl
an

Th
is

 p
la

n 
p

ro
vi

d
es

 g
ui

d
an

ce
 o

n 
se

rv
ic

e
p

ro
vi

si
o

n 
to

 in
fo

rm
 t

he
 C

it
y’

s 
fin

an
ci

al
 a

nd
ke

y 
se

rv
ic

e 
ne

ed
s.

Th
e 

C
ity

’s 
A

nn
ua

l B
ud

g
et

 is
 b

as
ed

 o
n 

th
e 

p
ro

je
ct

ed
 c

o
st

in
g

 o
f y

ea
r 

o
ne

 o
f t

he
 C

o
rp

o
ra

te
 

B
us

in
es

s 
Pl

an
, w

ith
 o

p
p

o
rt

un
ity

 t
o

 re
vi

ew
 d

ur
in

g
 

th
e 

m
id

-y
ea

r 
b

ud
g

et
 re

vi
ew

 p
ro

ce
ss

es
.

Th
e 

as
p

ira
tio

ns
, o

b
je

ct
iv

es
, a

nd
 s

tr
at

eg
ie

s 
fo

r 
d

el
iv

er
y 

d
et

ai
le

d
 in

 t
hi

s 
Tr

an
sp

o
rt

 S
tr

at
eg

y 
w

ill
 g

ui
d

e 
its

 im
p

le
m

en
ta

tio
n,

 g
iv

in
g

 s
ha

p
e 

an
d

 p
ur

p
o

se
 t

o
 a

 F
o

ur
 Y

ea
r 

Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 

St
ra

te
g

y 
Im

p
le

m
en

ta
tio

n 
Pl

an
, i

n 
w

hi
ch

 t
he

 
C

ity
’s 

co
m

m
itm

en
ts

 a
re

 p
rio

rit
is

ed
, r

es
o

ur
ce

s 
al

lo
ca

te
d

, a
nd

 p
ar

tn
er

sh
ip

s 
an

d
 re

sp
o

ns
ib

ili
tie

s 
id

en
tifi

ed
. T

he
 F

o
ur

 Y
ea

r 
A

ct
io

n 
Pl

an
 is

 re
vi

ew
ed

 
an

nu
al

ly
 in

 li
ne

 w
ith

 t
he

 C
ity

’s 
A

nn
ua

l B
ud

g
et

. 

Th
e 

Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 

w
ill

 b
e 

re
vi

ew
ed

 in
 

al
ig

nm
en

t 
w

ith
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

ts
 in

 t
he

 S
tr

at
eg

ic
 

C
o

m
m

un
ity

 P
la

n.
 It

 w
ill

 b
e 

re
vi

ew
ed

 e
ve

ry
 t

w
o

 
ye

ar
s,

 a
lte

rn
at

in
g

 b
et

w
ee

n 
a 

m
in

o
r 

re
vi

ew
 

(u
p

d
at

in
g

 a
s 

ne
ed

ed
) a

nd
 a

 m
aj

o
r 

re
vi

ew
 

(s
ee

ki
ng

 c
o

m
m

un
ity

 in
p

ut
 a

nd
 re

te
st

in
g

 t
he

 
vi

si
o

n)
.

Fi
g

ur
e 

6 
o

ut
lin

es
 t

he
 in

te
rf

ac
e 

o
f t

he
 T

ra
ns

p
o

rt
  

St
ra

te
g

y 
w

ith
 o

th
er

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 s
tr

at
eg

ic
 a

nd
 

o
p

er
at

io
na

l d
o

cu
m

en
ts

 w
ith

 s
p

ec
ia

l r
el

ev
an

ce
 

fo
r 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
. (

So
lid

 li
ne

s 
in

d
ic

at
e 

ex
is

tin
g

 
d

o
cu

m
en

ts
, d

as
he

d
 li

ne
s 

in
d

ic
at

in
g

 d
o

cu
m

en
ts

 
cu

rr
en

tly
 in

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t)

.

  S
tr

at
eg

ic
 d

ir
ec

ti
on

St
ra

te
g

ic
 C

o
m

m
un

ity
 P

la
n 

V
is

io
n 

20
29

+
•

C
o

rp
o

ra
te

 B
us

in
es

s 
Pl

an
•

A
nn

ua
l B

ud
g

et

St
ra

te
g

ic
 e

na
b

le
rs

:
•

Lo
ng

 T
er

m
 F

in
an

ci
al

 P
la

n
•

W
o

rk
fo

r c
e 

Pl
an

•
C

o
rp

o
ra

te
 A

ss
et

 M
an

ag
em

en
t 

Pl
an

•
O

rg
an

is
at

io
na

l D
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

Pl
an

O
th

er
 s

tr
at

eg
ic

 in
flu

en
ce

rs
:

•
C

ity
 P

la
nn

in
g

 S
tr

at
eg

y 
(in

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t)

•
E

co
no

m
ic

 D
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

St
ra

te
g

y
•

W
as

te
 S

tr
at

eg
y 

20
14

-2
02

4+
•

U
rb

an
 D

es
ig

n 
Fr

am
ew

o
rk

•
Li

g
ht

in
g

 S
tr

at
eg

y
•

E
nv

iro
nm

en
t 

St
ra

te
g

y 
an

d
 Im

p
le

m
en

ta
tio

n
Pl

an
 (b

ei
ng

 fi
na

lis
ed

)
•

U
rb

an
 F

o
re

st
 P

la
n 

(in
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t)



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 33

6.
2.

 Th
e 

C
ap

ita
l C

ity
 A

ct

6.
3.

  Im
pl

em
en

ta
tio

n 
Pl

an

It
 is

 c
le

ar
 t

ha
t 

m
an

y 
o

f t
he

 m
ac

ro
 is

su
es

 
re

la
tin

g
 t

o
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 a

nd
 la

nd
 u

se
 p

la
nn

in
g

 w
ill

 
re

q
ui

re
 a

 c
o

lla
b

o
ra

tiv
e 

ap
p

ro
ac

h 
to

 p
la

nn
in

g
 

an
d

 p
ro

je
ct

 d
el

iv
er

y.
 T

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 A

ct
 

re
co

g
ni

se
s 

th
e 

ro
le

 t
ha

t 
o

ur
 o

rg
an

is
at

io
n 

ha
s 

in
 t

he
 s

o
ci

al
, e

co
no

m
ic

, c
ul

tu
ra

l a
nd

 c
iv

ic
 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

o
f P

er
th

 a
s 

a 
ca

p
ita

l c
ity

. T
hi

s 
en

d
o

rs
em

en
t 

p
ro

vi
d

es
 o

ur
 m

an
d

at
e 

to
 le

ad
 in

 
th

e 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
o

f v
ar

io
us

 s
tr

ee
ts

, p
ar

ki
ng

, 
in

ve
st

m
en

t 
in

 c
yc

lin
g

 a
nd

 w
al

ki
ng

 
in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

, p
ro

m
o

tio
n 

o
f b

et
te

r 
tr

an
sp

o
rt

 
ch

o
ic

es
 a

nd
 a

d
vo

ca
cy

 fo
r 

in
te

g
ra

te
d

 p
la

nn
in

g
 

an
d

 d
ec

is
io

n 
m

ak
in

g
.  

Th
e 

C
ap

ita
l C

ity
 A

ct
 w

ill
 im

p
ro

ve
 in

te
r-

ag
en

cy
 

co
lla

b
o

ra
tio

n 
in

 t
he

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 a
nd

 la
nd

 u
se

 
p

la
nn

in
g

 s
p

ac
e,

 t
o

 e
ns

ur
e 

al
ig

nm
en

t 
o

n 
th

e 
vi

si
o

n 
fo

r 
Pe

rt
h’

s 
fu

tu
re

, a
nd

 t
he

 s
te

p
s 

w
e 

ne
ed

 
to

 t
ak

e 
in

 a
ch

ie
vi

ng
 it

. 

Th
e 

fo
llo

w
in

g
 t

ab
le

s 
d

em
o

ns
tr

at
e 

th
e 

ac
tio

ns
 

th
at

 w
ill

 b
e 

un
d

er
ta

ke
n 

in
 o

rd
er

 t
o

 m
ee

t 
th

e 
o

b
je

ct
iv

es
 o

f t
hi

s 
St

ra
te

g
y.

 T
he

y 
hi

g
hl

ig
ht

 t
he

 
p

ar
tn

er
s 

w
e 

w
ill

 w
o

rk
 w

ith
 a

nd
 t

he
 t

im
es

ca
le

s 
th

at
 t

he
se

 a
ct

io
ns

 a
re

 li
ke

ly
 t

o
 b

e 
p

ro
g

re
ss

ed
 

w
ith

in
.  



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y

34Fo
cu

s a
re

a 
1:

 In
te

gr
at

ed
 P

la
nn

in
g

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

A
ct

io
n

P
ar

tn
er

s
C

o
st

20
16

/1
7

20
17

/1
8

20
18

/1
9

20
19

/2
0

Le
ad

 a
n 

in
te

g
ra

te
d

 a
p

p
ro

ac
h 

to
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 s

ys
te

m
 p

la
nn

in
g

 in
 

th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

.

C
o

lla
b

o
ra

te
 w

ith
 t

he
 S

ta
te

 G
o

ve
rn

m
en

t 
tr

an
sp

o
rt

 p
o

rt
fo

lio
 t

o
 

em
b

ed
 t

he
 T

ra
ns

Pr
io

rit
y 

ap
p

ro
ac

h 
to

 n
et

w
o

rk
 p

la
nn

in
g

 a
nd

 
in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 d
ec

is
io

n 
m

ak
in

g
.

•
D

oT
•

PT
A

•
M

R
W

A

N
A

W
o

rk
 w

ith
 t

he
 P

TA
 t

o
 id

en
tif

y 
o

p
p

o
rt

un
iti

es
 t

o
 b

ro
ad

en
 t

he
 u

se
 o

f 
th

e 
Sm

ar
tR

id
er

 t
ic

ke
tin

g
 s

ys
te

m
 t

o
 n

ew
 a

nd
 in

no
va

tiv
e 

fo
rm

s 
o

f 
tr

an
sp

o
rt

.

•
D

oT
•

PT
A

N
A

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 c

at
er

 fo
r 

a 
m

o
re

 d
iv

er
se

 b
us

in
es

s 
an

d
 

re
si

d
en

tia
l c

o
m

m
un

ity
 in

 t
he

 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
.

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 fa

ci
lit

at
e 

hi
g

h 
d

en
si

ty
 re

si
d

en
tia

l l
ed

 m
ix

ed
 u

se
 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

in
 t

he
 c

en
tr

al
 c

ity
 w

hi
ch

 is
 fo

cu
ss

ed
 a

ro
un

d
 a

re
as

 o
f 

hi
g

h 
p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 a
cc

es
si

b
ili

ty
.

•
D

oP
•

M
RA

N
A

E
ns

ur
e 

a 
d

iv
er

se
 m

ix
 o

f h
o

us
in

g
 is

 p
ro

vi
d

ed
 w

ith
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f 

Pe
rt

h,
 e

na
b

lin
g

 h
o

us
eh

o
ld

s 
o

f a
ll 

ty
p

es
 t

o
 e

st
ab

lis
h 

in
 t

he
 C

ity
.

•
D

oP
•

M
RA

N
A

Pl
an

 fo
r 

th
e 

ci
ty

 t
o

 d
ev

el
o

p
 a

s 
a 

tr
ul

y 
d

iv
er

se
 a

nd
 in

cl
us

iv
e 

ne
tw

o
rk

 
o

f p
la

ce
s,

 n
o

t 
si

m
p

ly
 a

 c
en

tr
al

 b
us

in
es

s 
d

is
tr

ic
t.

•
D

oP
•

M
RA

N
A

Le
ad

 in
no

va
tiv

e 
re

se
ar

ch
 

re
la

tin
g

 t
o

 h
o

w
 t

he
 c

ity
’s 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 s

ys
te

m
s 

ar
e 

p
er

fo
rm

in
g

 a
nd

 c
o

nt
rib

ut
in

g
 

to
 P

er
th

’s 
ec

o
no

m
ic

, s
o

ci
al

 a
nd

 
en

vi
ro

nm
en

ta
l w

el
lb

ei
ng

.

Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

he
 D

ep
ar

tm
en

t 
o

f P
la

nn
in

g
’s 

C
o

m
m

er
ci

al
 a

nd
 In

d
us

tr
ia

l 
La

nd
 U

se
 A

ud
it,

 a
nd

 in
ve

st
ig

at
e 

p
o

te
nt

ia
l f

o
r 

th
is

 m
et

ho
d

o
lo

g
y 

to
 

b
e 

ap
p

lie
d

 in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 o

n 
a 

m
o

re
 re

g
ul

ar
 b

as
is

.

•
D

oP
•

M
RA

N
A

G
at

he
r 

ev
id

en
ce

 t
o

 b
et

te
r 

un
d

er
st

an
d

 t
he

 re
la

tio
ns

hi
p

 b
et

w
ee

n 
th

e 
C

ity
’s 

ec
o

no
m

y 
an

d
 it

s 
tr

an
sp

o
rt

 n
et

w
o

rk
s,

 in
iti

al
ly

 fo
cu

ss
in

g
 o

n 
th

e 
ro

le
 t

ha
t 

p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 p

la
ys

 in
 im

p
ro

vi
ng

 p
ro

d
uc

tiv
ity

•
D

oP
•

D
oT

•
Tr

ea
su

ry
•

U
ni

ve
rs

iti
es

•
Pr

iv
at

e 
Se

ct
or

$3
5,

00



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 35

Fo
cu

s a
re

a 
2:

 A
 w

al
ka

bl
e 

cit
y

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

A
ct

io
n

P
ar

tn
er

s
C

o
st

20
16

/1
7

20
17

/1
8

20
18

/1
9

20
19

/2
0

E
ns

ur
e 

th
at

 im
p

ro
vi

ng
 w

al
ka

b
ili

ty
 is

 
ce

nt
ra

l t
o

 a
ll 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 d

es
ig

n 
an

d
 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

d
ec

is
io

ns
 in

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f 

Pe
rt

h.

E
nt

er
 in

to
 a

 c
ha

rt
er

 w
ith

 re
le

va
nt

 S
ta

te
 a

g
en

ci
es

 t
ha

t 
b

in
d

s 
o

ur
 

sh
ar

ed
 c

o
m

m
itm

en
t 

to
 w

al
ka

b
ili

ty
 w

ith
 d

el
iv

er
ab

le
s 

th
at

 c
an

 b
e 

p
ro

g
re

ss
ed

 b
y 

al
l p

ar
tie

s.

•  
D

oT
• 

PT
A

•  
M

R
W

A

N
A

U
nd

er
ta

ke
 a

 L
in

k 
an

d
 P

la
ce

 a
ss

es
sm

en
t 

o
f t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
’s 

st
re

et
 

an
d

 p
ub

lic
 re

al
m

 n
et

w
o

rk
. 

• 
D

oT
•  

PT
A

• 
M

R
W

A
•  

D
oP

•  
M

RA

TB
D

Se
ek

 t
o

 im
p

ro
ve

 p
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

am
en

ity
, s

af
et

y 
an

d
 e

as
e 

o
f m

o
ve

m
en

t 
o

n 
st

re
et

s 
an

d
 p

ub
lic

 s
p

ac
es

 id
en

tifi
ed

 fo
r 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

p
rio

rit
y 

o
n 

th
e 

Tr
an

sP
rio

rit
y 

m
ap

.

• 
D

oT
•  

PT
A

• 
M

R
W

A

TB
D

Le
ad

 in
 t

he
 c

o
lle

ct
io

n,
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 
an

d
 u

se
 o

f 
d

at
a 

to
 im

p
ro

ve
 o

ur
 

un
d

er
st

an
d

in
g

 o
f 

th
e 

C
it

y’
s 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

ne
tw

o
rk

s.

In
ve

st
ig

at
e 

o
p

p
o

rt
un

iti
es

 t
o

 im
p

ro
ve

 h
o

w
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 c

o
lle

ct
s 

p
ed

es
tr

ia
n 

/ 
w

al
ki

ng
 d

at
a.

TB
D

U
nd

er
ta

ke
 b

ia
nn

ua
l q

ua
lit

y 
au

d
its

 a
nd

 p
er

ce
p

tio
n 

su
rv

ey
s 

to
 g

at
he

r 
in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
o

n 
ho

w
 t

he
 n

et
w

o
rk

s 
ar

e 
fu

nc
tio

ni
ng

, a
nd

 w
ha

t 
p

eo
p

le
 

w
al

ki
ng

 in
 P

er
th

 li
ke

 a
nd

 d
is

lik
e.

N
/A

In
 c

o
lla

b
o

ra
tio

n 
w

ith
 t

he
 D

ep
ar

tm
en

t 
o

f T
ra

ns
p

o
rt

, u
til

is
e 

th
e 

Pe
rt

h 
Pe

d
es

tr
ia

n 
M

o
d

el
 s

o
 a

s 
to

 m
ea

su
re

 w
al

ki
ng

 im
p

ro
ve

m
en

t 
p

ro
je

ct
s,

 
an

d
 q

ua
nt

ify
 t

he
 im

p
ac

ts
 o

f p
o

te
nt

ia
l p

ro
je

ct
s.

•  
D

oT
N

/A

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 u

nd
er

ta
ke

 re
se

ar
ch

 a
nd

 a
na

ly
si

s 
in

to
 t

he
 v

al
ue

 o
f t

he
 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

’s 
w

al
ki

ng
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

t 
an

d
 h

o
w

 it
 c

o
nt

rib
ut

es
 t

o
 t

he
 

ci
ty

’s 
ec

o
no

m
y,

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
t,

 h
ea

lth
, s

o
ci

al
 a

nd
 c

ul
tu

ra
l v

al
ue

.

•  
D

oT
TB

D

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 a

p
p

ly
 a

n 
ite

ra
tiv

e 
d

es
ig

n 
ap

p
r o

ac
h 

in
 t

es
tin

g
 p

ub
lic

 re
al

m
 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

t 
an

d
 d

es
ig

n 
id

ea
s.

Te
st

 in
no

va
tiv

e 
p

ub
lic

 re
al

m
 id

ea
s 

th
at

 m
ay

 b
e 

ab
le

 t
o

 im
p

ro
ve

 
w

al
ka

b
ili

ty
, a

nd
 b

e 
o

p
en

 a
nd

 fl
ex

ib
le

 t
hr

o
ug

h 
an

 it
er

at
iv

e 
d

es
ig

n 
p

ro
ce

ss
.

N
/A

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 p

ro
m

o
te

 w
al

ka
b

ili
ty

 in
 t

he
 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 t
hr

o
ug

h 
o

ur
 m

ar
ke

tin
g

 
ch

an
ne

ls
 a

nd
 e

ve
nt

s 
p

ro
g

ra
m

.

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 c

at
er

 fo
r 

m
o

re
 e

ve
nt

s 
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 t
ha

t 
cr

ea
te

 
p

ed
es

tr
ia

ni
se

d
 a

re
as

 a
nd

 h
el

p
 re

fo
cu

s 
st

re
et

s 
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 a
s 

p
la

ce
s 

fo
r 

p
eo

p
le

.

N
/A

Le
ve

ra
g

e 
th

e 
re

ac
h 

o
f t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
’s 

co
m

m
un

ic
at

io
ns

 a
nd

 
m

ar
ke

tin
g

 c
ha

nn
el

s 
to

 p
ro

m
o

te
 w

al
ki

ng
 t

o
 a

nd
 w

ith
in

 t
he

 C
ity

.
TB

D



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y

36Fo
cu

s a
re

a 
3:

 A
 c

yc
lin

g 
cit

y
O

b
je

ct
iv

e
A

ct
io

n
P

ar
tn

er
s

C
o

st
20

16
/1

7
20

17
/1

8
20

18
/1

9
20

19
/2

0

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 d

ev
el

o
p

 a
 

co
nn

ec
te

d
 c

yc
lin

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

.
R

ev
ie

w
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 C

yc
le

 P
la

n 
20

29
 e

ve
ry

 5
 y

ea
rs

 t
o

 e
ns

ur
e 

its
 s

co
p

e 
an

d
 a

ct
io

ns
 a

re
 u

p
 t

o
 d

at
e 

an
d

 re
le

va
nt

.
• 

N
A

Ta
rg

et
 s

p
en

d
in

g
 a

nd
 a

d
vo

ca
cy

 in
 t

he
 s

ho
rt

 t
er

m
 o

n 
im

p
o

rt
an

t 
an

d
 

hi
st

o
ric

al
ly

 n
eg

le
ct

ed
 c

yc
lin

g
 li

nk
s 

su
ch

 a
s 

th
e 

C
au

se
w

ay
 s

ha
re

d
 p

at
h,

 
no

rt
h-

so
ut

h 
lin

ks
 w

ith
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 s
uc

h 
as

 C
o

lin
, M

ill
ig

an
 a

nd
 

B
en

ne
tt

 S
tr

ee
ts

, c
o

m
p

le
tin

g
 M

ur
ra

y 
St

re
et

 a
s 

a 
hi

g
h 

q
ua

lit
y 

ea
st

-w
es

t 
cy

cl
in

g
 ro

ut
e,

 a
nd

 c
at

er
in

g
 fo

r 
cy

cl
is

ts
 o

n 
th

e 
K

in
g

s 
Pa

rk
 R

o
ad

 c
o

rr
id

o
r.

•  
D

O
T

•  
M

R
W

A
• 

TB
D

W
o

rk
 w

ith
 S

ta
te

 a
g

en
ci

es
 t

o
 c

o
nt

in
ua

lly
 re

vi
ew

 a
nd

 im
p

ro
ve

 t
he

 e
xi

st
in

g
 

sh
ar

ed
 p

at
h 

ne
tw

o
rk

, f
o

cu
ss

in
g

 o
n 

is
su

es
 r

ai
se

d
 b

y 
p

eo
p

le
 w

ho
 u

se
 t

he
 

in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
.

• 
N

A

A
d

vo
ca

te
 t

o
 M

ai
n 

R
o

ad
s 

W
A

 fo
r 

a 
m

o
re

 p
ro

g
re

ss
iv

e 
ap

p
ro

ac
h 

to
 c

yc
lin

g
 

in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 s

ta
nd

ar
d

s 
an

d
 d

el
iv

er
y 

th
at

 c
an

 a
ss

is
t 

th
e 

C
ity

 in
 a

ch
ie

vi
ng

 
w

o
rld

 le
ad

in
g

 d
es

ig
ns

 a
nd

 n
et

w
o

rk
 im

p
ro

ve
m

en
ts

.

• 
N

A

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
th

e 
in

cl
us

io
n 

o
f h

ig
h 

st
an

d
ar

d
 c

yc
lin

g
 li

nk
s 

an
d

 
co

m
p

lim
en

tin
g

 in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
 a

s 
p

ar
t 

o
f m

aj
o

r 
St

at
e 

G
o

ve
rn

m
en

t 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
p

ro
je

ct
s 

in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
.

• 
N

A

Le
ad

 t
he

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

in
d

us
tr

y 
an

d
 p

riv
at

e 
se

ct
o

r 
in

 t
he

 
p

r o
vi

si
o

n 
o

f h
ig

h 
q

ua
lit

y 
en

d
 o

f 
tr

ip
 c

yc
lin

g
 fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

in
 n

ew
 a

nd
 

ex
is

tin
g

 b
ui

ld
in

g
s.

E
ns

ur
e 

th
at

 P
la

nn
in

g
 S

ch
em

e 
co

nt
ro

ls
 fo

r 
b

ic
yc

le
 p

ar
ki

ng
 a

nd
 e

nd
 o

f t
rip

 
fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

ar
e 

le
ad

in
g

 t
he

 d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

in
d

us
tr

y 
to

 e
m

b
ed

 a
ct

iv
e 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 

p
rin

ci
p

le
s 

w
ith

in
 n

ew
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

ts
.

•  
TB

D

G
at

he
r 

ev
id

en
ce

 o
n 

ho
w

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 c
an

 s
up

p
o

rt
 a

nd
 in

ce
nt

iv
is

e 
th

e 
p

riv
at

e 
se

ct
o

r 
to

 im
p

le
m

en
t 

en
d

 o
f t

rip
 fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

in
 e

xi
st

in
g

 b
ui

ld
in

g
s.

•  
TB

D

B
e 

a 
le

ad
er

 in
 t

he
 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

o
f i

nn
o

va
tiv

e 
cy

cl
in

g
 in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 a
nd

 
su

p
p

o
rt

 in
no

va
tio

n 
th

at
 h

el
p

s 
Pe

rt
h 

b
ec

o
m

e 
a 

m
o

re
 c

yc
le

-
fr

ie
nd

ly
 c

ity

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 re

vi
ew

 h
o

w
 P

er
th

’s 
cy

cl
in

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

 is
 d

ev
el

o
p

in
g

 in
 th

e 
co

nt
ex

t 
o

f w
o

rk
 b

ei
ng

 p
ro

g
re

ss
ed

 b
y 

o
th

er
 c

iti
es

, a
nd

 h
o

w
 w

e 
ca

n 
b

et
te

r 
le

ar
n 

fr
o

m
 

in
te

rn
at

io
na

l b
es

t 
p

ra
ct

ic
e.

•  
D

O
T

•  
N

A

E
ns

ur
e 

th
at

 t
he

 s
ui

ta
b

ili
ty

 o
f t

he
 c

yc
lin

g
 n

et
w

o
rk

 is
 c

o
ns

ta
nt

ly
 re

vi
ew

ed
 

in
 li

g
ht

 o
f t

ec
hn

o
lo

g
ic

al
 a

d
va

nc
em

en
ts

 in
 b

ic
yc

le
 d

es
ig

n,
 s

uc
h 

as
 e

le
ct

ric
 

b
ic

yc
le

s.



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 37

Fo
cu

s a
re

a 
4:

 N
ex

t g
en

er
at

io
n 

pu
bl

ic 
tra

ns
po

rt
O

b
je

ct
iv

e
A

ct
io

n
P

ar
tn

er
s

C
o

st
20

16
/1

7
20

17
/1

8
20

18
/1

9
20

19
/2

0

In
flu

en
ce

 s
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 

an
d

 e
xp

an
si

o
n 

o
f t

he
 c

ity
’s 

p
as

se
ng

er
 

ra
il 

ne
tw

o
rk

 .

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
ad

d
iti

o
ns

 t
o

 P
er

th
’s 

ra
il 

ne
tw

o
rk

, i
nc

lu
d

in
g

 p
la

nn
in

g
 

fo
r 

un
d

er
g

ro
un

d
 li

nk
s 

w
ith

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 t
ha

t 
ca

n 
si

g
ni

fic
an

tly
 

im
p

ro
ve

 p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 a

cc
es

si
b

ili
ty

 t
o

 a
nd

 w
ith

in
 t

he
 c

ity

• 
D

oT
• 

PT
A

•  
M

R
W

A

N
/A

Le
ad

 re
se

ar
ch

 in
to

 t
he

 w
id

er
 e

co
no

m
ic

 b
en

efi
ts

 o
f u

nd
er

g
ro

un
d

 r
ai

l 
ex

te
ns

io
ns

, s
p

ec
ifi

ca
lly

 re
g

ar
d

in
g

 t
he

 p
o

te
nt

ia
l t

o
 le

ve
ra

g
e 

an
y 

la
nd

 
va

lu
e 

up
lif

t 
th

at
 m

ay
 re

su
lt 

fr
o

m
 s

uc
h 

in
fr

as
tr

uc
tu

re
.

• 
D

oT
•  

PT
A

N
/A

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
co

nt
in

ua
l i

m
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 t

o
 P

er
th

’s 
ex

is
tin

g
 h

ea
vy

 
p

as
se

ng
er

 r
ai

l s
ys

te
m

 in
cl

ud
in

g
 s

ta
tio

n 
up

g
ra

d
es

 a
nd

 b
et

te
r 

us
e 

o
f 

la
nd

 s
ur

ro
un

d
in

g
 r

ai
l s

ta
tio

ns
.

• 
D

oT
• 

PT
A

N
/A

In
ve

st
ig

at
e 

ne
w

 fu
nd

in
g

 m
o

d
el

s 
fo

r 
th

e 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
o

f p
ub

lic
 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

.
• 

D
oT

TB
D

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
im

p
r o

ve
m

en
ts

 t
o

 t
he

 
p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 n
et

w
o

rk
’s 

le
g

ib
ili

ty
, 

fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
an

d
 c

o
nn

ec
tiv

ity
.

U
se

 t
he

 p
re

fe
rr

ed
 p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 n
et

w
o

rk
 (a

s 
d

efi
ne

d
 o

n 
th

e 
Tr

an
sP

rio
rit

y 
m

ap
) t

o
 g

ui
d

e 
p

rio
rit

y 
m

ea
su

re
s 

su
p

p
o

rt
in

g
 t

he
 c

ity
’s 

o
n-

ro
ad

 p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 n

et
w

o
rk

.

• 
D

oP
•  

M
RA

N
/A

Pr
o

m
o

te
 a

 t
ra

ns
iti

o
n 

fr
o

m
 t

he
 c

ur
re

nt
 b

us
 n

et
w

o
rk

 t
o

 a
 m

ul
ti-

m
o

d
al

, 
co

nn
ec

te
d

 p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 s

ys
te

m
 t

ha
t 

in
cl

ud
es

 li
g

ht
 r

ai
l, 

ra
p

id
 b

us
 

an
d

 h
ig

h 
fr

eq
ue

nc
y 

ra
il 

co
rr

id
o

rs
.

•  
D

oT
• 

PT
A

N
/A

W
o

rk
 w

ith
 t

he
 S

ta
te

 G
o

ve
rn

m
en

t 
to

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
at

 t
he

 M
A

X
 L

ig
ht

 R
ai

l 
p

ro
je

ct
 c

an
 p

ro
ce

ed
 a

s 
so

o
n 

as
 p

o
ss

ib
le

.
• 

D
oT

• 
PT

A
N

/A

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
a 

w
ho

le
sa

le
 re

vi
ew

 o
f t

he
 m

et
ro

p
o

lit
an

 b
us

 n
et

w
o

rk
, 

in
cl

ud
in

g
 t

he
 C

A
T 

se
rv

ic
es

, a
im

ed
 a

t 
im

p
ro

vi
ng

 t
he

 le
g

ib
ili

ty
 o

f t
he

 
ne

tw
o

rk
, i

nt
eg

ra
tin

g
 li

g
ht

 r
ai

l a
nd

 r
ap

id
 b

us
 ro

ut
es

, a
nd

 m
in

im
is

in
g

 
is

su
es

 t
ha

t 
ar

e 
cu

rr
en

tly
 b

ei
ng

 e
xp

er
ie

nc
ed

 in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
.

•  
PT

A
TB

D

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
m

o
re

 p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 ro

ut
es

 –
 b

us
 a

nd
 fu

tu
re

 li
g

ht
 

ra
il 

– 
to

 t
ra

ve
l t

hr
o

ug
h 

th
e 

ci
ty

 a
s 

o
p

p
o

se
d

 t
o

 t
er

m
in

at
in

g
 w

ith
in

 t
he

 
ce

nt
ra

l a
re

a.

• 
D

oT
•  

P T
A

N
/A



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y

38

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

A
ct

io
n

P
ar

tn
er

s
C

o
st

20
16

/1
7

20
17

/1
8

20
18

/1
9

20
19

/2
0

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

he
 ‘t

o
, n

o
t 

th
ro

ug
h’

 
ap

p
ro

ac
h 

to
 d

es
ig

ni
ng

 a
nd

 
m

an
ag

in
g

 t
he

 t
ra

ffi
c 

ne
tw

o
rk

. 

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
th

e 
St

at
e 

an
d

 F
ed

er
al

 G
o

ve
rn

m
en

t 
to

 c
o

ns
id

er
 t

he
 w

id
er

, 
lo

ng
 t

er
m

 im
p

lic
at

io
ns

 o
f r

o
ad

 b
ui

ld
in

g
, s

p
ec

ifi
ca

lly
 in

d
uc

ed
 d

em
an

d
.

•
D

oT
•

M
R

W
A

•
Fe

d
er

al
 G

ov

N
/A

In
ve

st
ig

at
e 

w
ay

s 
to

 a
ct

iv
el

y 
d

e-
p

rio
rit

is
e 

th
ro

ug
h 

tr
av

el
 b

y 
ca

r 
w

ith
in

 
th

e 
ce

nt
ra

l c
ity

 a
re

a,
 a

nd
 fo

r 
th

es
e 

th
ro

ug
h 

tr
ip

s 
to

 b
e 

fo
cu

ss
ed

 o
n 

th
e 

Pr
ef

er
re

d
 T

ra
ffi

c 
R

o
ut

es
 (o

n 
th

e 
Tr

an
sP

rio
rit

y 
ne

tw
o

rk
).

•
D

oT
•

M
R

W
A

N
/A

Im
p

le
m

en
t 

st
re

et
 im

p
ro

ve
m

en
t 

p
ro

je
ct

s 
w

hi
ch

 re
d

uc
e 

ve
hi

cl
e 

p
rio

rit
y 

w
he

re
 a

p
p

ro
p

ria
te

 in
 o

rd
er

 t
o

 p
ro

vi
d

e 
fo

r 
im

p
ro

ve
m

en
ts

 fo
r 

lo
ca

l p
la

ce
s,

 
w

al
ki

ng
, c

yc
lin

g
, b

us
es

 a
nd

 (f
ut

ur
e)

 li
g

ht
 r

ai
l s

er
vi

ce
s.

•
M

R
W

A
•

D
oT

•
PT

A

TB
D

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

A
ct

io
n

P
ar

tn
er

s
C

o
st

20
16

/1
7

20
17

/1
8

20
18

/1
9

20
19

/2
0

Su
p

p
o

rt
 e

xp
an

d
ed

 p
ub

lic
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 

o
p

tio
ns

 fo
r 

cr
o

ss
in

g
 a

nd
 t

ra
ve

lli
ng

 
al

o
ng

 t
he

 S
w

an
 R

iv
er

.

Su
p

p
o

rt
 g

re
at

er
 u

se
 o

f w
at

er
 b

as
ed

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 a
s 

d
ev

el
o

p
m

en
t 

al
o

ng
 

th
e 

Sw
an

 R
iv

er
 in

cr
ea

se
s.

•
D

oT
•

PT
A

•
Pr

iv
at

e 
se

ct
or

N
/A

Su
p

p
o

rt
 n

ew
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 s

er
vi

ce
 m

o
d

el
s 

an
d

 o
p

tio
ns

 t
ha

t 
b

en
efi

t 
th

e 
C

ity
 o

f 
Pe

rt
h 

co
m

m
un

ity

Su
p

p
o

rt
 c

ar
 s

ha
ri

ng
 b

y 
es

ta
b

lis
hi

ng
 a

 p
ro

ce
ss

 f
o

r 
p

r o
vi

d
in

g
 

d
ed

ic
at

ed
 o

n 
an

d
 o

ff
 s

tr
ee

t 
ca

r 
p

ar
ki

ng
 s

p
ac

es
 t

o
 c

ar
 s

ha
re

 
o

p
er

at
o

rs
.

•
Pr

iv
at

e 
Se

ct
or

•
D

oT
TB

D

Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

he
 S

ta
te

 G
o

ve
rn

m
en

t’s
 O

n-
D

em
an

d
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 g

re
en

 
p

ap
er

 p
ro

ce
ss

 a
nd

 s
ee

k 
to

 b
e 

in
vo

lv
ed

 in
 a

ny
 p

o
lic

y 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
re

g
ar

d
in

g
 o

n-
d

em
an

d
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
 in

 t
he

 fu
tu

re
.

•
D

oT
N

/A

R
ed

uc
e 

th
e 

ne
g

at
iv

e 
ex

te
rn

al
iti

es
 o

f 
b

us
es

 o
n 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

 s
tr

ee
ts

.
A

d
vo

ca
te

 fo
r 

th
e 

T r
an

sp
er

th
 b

us
 fl

ee
t 

to
 b

e 
co

m
p

ris
ed

 o
f 

p
re

d
o

m
in

at
el

y 
cl

ea
n,

 q
ui

et
 a

nd
 lo

w
 e

m
is

si
o

n 
ve

hi
cl

es
.

•
PT

A
N

/A

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
b

us
 ro

ut
es

 t
o

 b
e 

ra
tio

na
lis

ed
 w

he
re

 p
o

ss
ib

le
 t

o
 a

vo
id

 
th

e 
o

ve
r 

p
ro

vi
si

o
n 

o
f s

er
vi

ce
s 

o
n 

so
m

e 
C

ity
 s

tr
ee

ts
.

•
PT

A
N

/A

Fo
cu

s a
re

a 
5:

 P
ro

gr
es

siv
e 

tra
ffi

c 
an

d 
pa

rk
in

g 
m

an
ag

em
en

t



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y 39

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

A
ct

io
n

P
ar

tn
er

s
C

o
st

20
16

/1
7

20
17

/1
8

20
18

/1
9

20
19

/2
0

M
an

ag
e 

tr
af

fic
 s

p
ee

d
s 

so
 a

s 
to

 im
p

ro
ve

 s
af

et
y,

 u
rb

an
 a

m
en

ity
 a

nd
 c

re
at

e 
m

o
re

 p
eo

p
le

 o
rie

nt
ed

 s
tr

ee
ts

.
• 

M
R

W
A

TB
D

A
d

vo
ca

te
 fo

r 
th

e 
St

at
e 

an
d

 F
ed

er
al

 G
o

ve
rn

m
en

ts
 t

o
 d

is
co

nt
in

ue
 t

he
ir 

em
p

ha
si

s 
o

n 
ex

p
an

d
in

g
 t

he
 c

ap
ac

ity
 a

nd
 re

ac
h 

o
f t

he
 m

et
ro

p
o

lit
an

 fr
ee

w
ay

 
ne

tw
o

rk
, a

nd
 fo

r 
a 

g
re

at
er

 e
m

p
ha

si
s 

o
n 

im
p

ro
vi

ng
 P

er
th

’s 
p

ub
lic

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 
sy

st
em

.  

• 
M

R
W

A
•  

D
oT

• 
Fe

d
er

al
 G

ov

N
/A

Su
p

p
o

rt
 re

la
tiv

e 
St

at
e 

ag
en

ci
es

 in
 t

he
 d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
o

f a
n 

ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
ro

ad
 

us
er

 c
ha

rg
in

g
 s

ch
em

e 
fo

r 
Pe

rt
h,

 t
o

 h
el

p
 m

an
ag

e 
th

e 
us

e 
o

f s
el

ec
te

d
 p

ar
ts

 
o

f t
he

 ro
ad

 a
nd

 fr
ee

w
ay

 n
et

w
o

rk
.

• 
M

R
W

A
•  

D
oT

TB
D

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 le

ad
 t

he
 c

ar
 

p
ar

ki
ng

 in
d

us
tr

y 
in

 a
ch

ie
vi

ng
 

su
st

ai
na

b
le

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

 
o

ut
co

m
es

Su
p

p
o

rt
 t

he
 S

ta
te

 G
o

ve
rn

m
en

t 
in

 e
ns

ur
in

g
 t

he
 P

er
th

 P
ar

ki
ng

 P
o

lic
y 

co
nt

in
ue

s 
to

 a
ch

ie
ve

 it
s 

o
b

je
ct

iv
es

• 
D

oP
• 

M
RA

N
/A

U
p

d
at

e 
th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
 O

n-
St

re
et

 P
ar

ki
ng

 P
o

lic
y.

• 
D

oP
•  

M
RA

N
/A

In
ve

st
ig

at
e 

th
e 

va
lu

e 
o

f t
he

 C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

’s 
o

ff 
st

re
et

 p
ar

ki
ng

 fa
ci

lit
ie

s 
an

d
 

o
p

p
o

rt
un

iti
es

 t
o

 d
iv

er
si

fy
 t

he
 C

ity
’s 

re
ve

nu
e 

b
as

e.
• 

D
oP

• 
M

RA
N

/A

R
ev

ie
w

 t
he

 re
si

d
en

tia
l c

ar
 p

ar
ki

ng
 re

q
ui

re
m

en
ts

 w
ith

in
 t

he
 C

ity
’s 

Pl
an

ni
ng

 
Sc

he
m

e.
• 

D
oP

TB
D

Su
p

p
o

rt
 e

nv
iro

nm
en

ta
l 

im
p

ro
ve

m
en

ts
 a

nd
 in

no
va

tio
n 

in
 v

eh
ic

le
 t

ec
hn

o
lo

g
y 

w
ith

in
 

th
e 

C
ity

 o
f P

er
th

.

In
ve

st
ig

at
e 

w
ay

s 
to

 b
et

te
r 

ca
te

r 
fo

r 
m

o
to

rc
yc

le
 a

nd
 s

co
o

te
r 

p
ar

ki
ng

 o
n 

st
re

et
 a

nd
 in

 o
ur

 o
ff 

st
re

et
 p

ar
ki

ng
 a

ss
et

s 
to

 e
nc

o
ur

ag
e 

a 
sh

ift
 t

o
 m

o
re

 
sp

ac
e 

ef
fic

ie
nt

 t
ra

ns
p

o
rt

.

TB
D

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 m

o
ni

to
r 

th
e 

us
e 

o
f e

le
ct

ric
 v

eh
ic

le
s 

in
 P

er
th

 a
nd

 s
up

p
o

rt
 t

he
ir 

w
id

er
 u

p
ta

ke
 b

y 
p

ro
vi

d
in

g
 d

ed
ic

at
ed

 e
le

ct
ric

 v
eh

ic
le

 p
ar

ki
ng

 in
 t

he
 C

ity
 o

f 
Pe

rt
h’

s 
o

ff 
st

re
et

 c
ar

 p
ar

ks
.

•  
D

oP
• 

M
RA

N
/A

W
o

rk
 w

ith
 o

th
er

 a
g

en
ci

es
, r

es
ea

rc
he

rs
 a

nd
 in

no
va

to
rs

 t
o

 m
o

ni
to

r 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

ts
 in

 t
he

 a
ut

o
no

m
o

us
 v

eh
ic

le
 s

ec
to

r, 
an

d
 e

ns
ur

e 
an

y 
d

ev
el

o
p

m
en

ts
 in

 t
hi

s 
ar

ea
 a

re
 c

o
ns

is
te

nt
 w

ith
 t

he
 o

ve
ra

ll 
in

te
nt

 a
nd

 
G

ui
d

in
g

 P
rin

ci
p

le
s 

o
f t

hi
s 

St
ra

te
g

y

• 
M

R
W

A
•  

D
oT

• 
Pr

iv
at

e 
Se

ct
or

TB
D



Tr
an

sp
o

rt
 S

tr
at

eg
y

40Fo
cu

s a
re

a 
6:

 In
no

va
tiv

e 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

&
 d

at
a

O
b

je
ct

iv
e

A
ct

io
n

P
ar

tn
er

s
C

o
st

20
16

/1
7

20
17

/1
8

20
18

/1
9

20
19

/2
0

Im
p

ro
ve

 o
ur

 k
no

w
le

d
g

e 
b

as
e 

an
d

 e
vi

d
en

ce
 t

ha
t 

su
p

p
o

rt
s 

d
ec

is
io

n 
m

ak
in

g

C
o

nt
in

ue
 t

o
 s

ee
k 

o
ut

 o
p

p
o

rt
un

iti
es

 t
o

 im
p

ro
ve

 t
he

 q
ua

lit
y 

an
d

 t
yp

es
 o

f 
d

at
a 

w
e 

co
lle

ct
 re

g
ar

d
in

g
 p

eo
p

le
 a

nd
 fr

ei
g

ht
 m

o
ve

m
en

t 
in

 t
he

 C
ity

 o
f 

Pe
rt

h.

•
D

oT
•

PT
A

•
M

R
W

A

N
/A

 R
ep

o
rt

 o
n 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 d

at
a,

 s
ta

tis
tic

s 
an

d
 t

re
nd

s 
re

g
ul

ar
ly

.
•

D
oT

•
PT

A
N

/A

Pa
rt

ne
r 

w
ith

 re
se

ar
ch

 in
st

itu
tio

ns
 a

nd
 o

th
er

 s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

s 
th

at
 c

an
 im

p
ro

ve
 

o
ur

 u
nd

er
st

an
d

in
g

 o
f t

he
 C

ity
’s 

tr
an

sp
o

rt
 n

et
w

o
rk

s
N

/A

Le
ad

 a
 c

o
lla

b
o

ra
tiv

e 
ap

p
ro

ac
h 

to
 la

st
 k

m
 fr

ei
g

ht
.

D
ev

el
o

p
 a

 ‘l
as

t 
km

’ f
re

ig
ht

 w
o

rk
in

g
 g

ro
up

, m
ad

e 
up

 o
f i

nd
us

tr
y 

ex
p

er
ts

, 
g

o
ve

rn
m

en
t 

an
d

 s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

 re
p

re
se

nt
at

iv
es

, t
o

 p
ro

g
re

ss
 p

o
lic

y 
im

p
ro

ve
m

en
ts

 fo
r 

ce
nt

ra
l c

ity
 fr

ei
g

ht
 a

nd
 s

er
vi

ce
 t

ra
ns

p
o

rt
.

•
D

oP
•

M
RA

N
/A

U
p

d
at

e 
th

e 
C

ity
 o

f P
er

th
’s 

‘S
er

vi
ci

ng
 t

he
 C

ity
’ s

tr
at

eg
y 

fo
llo

w
in

g
 

co
lla

b
o

ra
tio

n 
w

ith
 t

he
 a

b
o

ve
 m

en
tio

ne
d

 w
o

rk
in

g
 g

ro
up

.
•

D
oP

•
M

RA
N

/A







SCHEDULE 3



1 
 

Contents 
1. Background ..................................................................................................................................... 3 

1.1. From the Strategic Community Plan........................................................................................ 3 

1.2. Council’s Strategic Priorities .................................................................................................... 4 

1.3. Guiding Principles .................................................................................................................... 4 

2. Context ............................................................................................................................................ 6 

2.1. Trends...................................................................................................................................... 6 

2.2. Macro / city-wide issues .......................................................................................................... 9 

2.3. Local issues ............................................................................................................................ 12 

2.4. How we are likely to grow ..................................................................................................... 15 

2.5. Opportunities ........................................................................................................................ 18 

3. Developing the Transport Strategy ................................................................................................ 23 

3.1. Building our knowledge base................................................................................................. 23 

3.2. Integrated planning ............................................................................................................... 24 

4. Initial Community Engagement Overview ..................................................................................... 25 

4.1. Summary ............................................................................................................................... 25 

4.2. Engagement tools .................................................................................................................. 25 

4.3. Communications ................................................................................................................... 27 

4.4. Participation .......................................................................................................................... 28 

4.5. Feedback via the forums ....................................................................................................... 31 

4.6. Feedback via the map ............................................................................................................ 32 

4.7. Feedback Summary ............................................................................................................... 37 

4.8. Community Engagement Lessons .......................................................................................... 39 

Appendix 1 – Project Site Screen Shots ................................................................................................. 41 

Appendix 2 – Social Media Screen Shots ............................................................................................... 43 

Appendix 3 – Forum 1 feedback ............................................................................................................ 45 

Appendix 4 – Forum 2 feedback ............................................................................................................ 52 

 

  



2 
 

Figures 
Figure 1 Population weighted density by distance from CBD (2011) ...................................................... 6 

Figure 2 Residential locations of City of Perth workers (2011) ................................................................ 7 

Figure 3 Journey to Work: Trips to City of Perth, 2001-2011 .................................................................. 8 

Figure 4 SNAMUTS 2015 Composite Map ............................................................................................. 10 

Figure 5 SNAMUTS - 2015 Composite Map (zoomed in) ....................................................................... 11 

Figure 6 Current bus volumes in the City of Perth ................................................................................ 13 

Figure 7 Current bus routes in the City of Perth .................................................................................... 13 

Figure 8 Notional Built Form – City of Perth Urban Design Framework ................................................ 16 

Figure 9 Committed and planned development, from Kings Park looking east. .................................... 17 

Figure 10 Committed and planned development, from East Perth looking west. ................................. 17 

Figure 11 Transitioning to a connected PT network .............................................................................. 20 

Figure 12 Preferred public transport network and land use context .................................................... 21 

Figure 13 Engage Perth; total views per day ......................................................................................... 28 

Figure 14 CrowdSpot map; total views per day. .................................................................................... 29 

Figure 15 Percentage breakdown of spots ............................................................................................ 33 

Figure 16 - Top five ideas by activity ..................................................................................................... 35 

Figure 17 Screen shot of archive map ................................................................................................... 38 

 

Tables 
Table 1. City of Perth - Guiding Principles ............................................................................................... 5 

Table 2 Journey to Work: Trips to the City of Perth with %, 2001-2011 ................................................. 8 

  



3 
 

1. Background  

The City of Perth has a well-established vision that guides its decision making and 
shapes policy and project delivery. It is a strong reflection of how the City of Perth will 
approach future challenges, and many of the core themes of the City’s vision are 
central to transport and land use planning. Below is the City’s vision, from the Strategic 
Community Plan: Vision 2029, with aspects relevant to transport planning highlighted.  

1.1. From the Strategic Community Plan 

Perth is renowned as an accessible city. It is alive with urban green networks that are 
safe and vibrant. As a global city, there is a diverse culture that attracts visitors. It 
provides city living at its best. Local and global businesses thrive here. Perth honours its 
past, while creating a sustainable future. 

In 2029, Perth is recognised as one of the safest cities in the world. The city is people-
oriented, a social hub that attracts people to its heart day and night. People feel safe to 
visit the city after dark, promenade along its streets, visit its attractions and use its 
transport systems.  

Movement to and within the city is efficient and easy to use. The accessibility and 
connected nature of the movement network encourages people to walk and cycle.  

Excellent public transport services are the preferred choice of people coming into the city 
for all purposes. Mass transit systems such as light rail have been introduced to 
accommodate increased movement between major activity nodes in and around central 
Perth, including major medical facilities and universities.  

People in the city have a clear sense of their own identity and an ability to celebrate its 
cultural heritage. The City of Perth is a vibrant, cosmopolitan city which respects and 
celebrates the diversity of its people and lifestyles. Aboriginal culture is celebrated and 
respected and Aboriginal people are encouraged to be involved in all facets of city life.  

Perth is a place where the natural environment and built form exist in harmony.  

The city has a number of distinct residential communities within the mixed use city 
environment in which people can live, play and shop locally.  

As a result of its central location and capital city status, many major corporations have 
their regional or global headquarters in the Perth Central Business District. There is a 
diversity of activities in the resource and finance sectors. The City of Perth has 
successfully encouraged and cultivated new businesses with an emphasis on knowledge-
based enterprises, including arts and culture.  

The City of Perth Council has a distinct leadership role as the capital city of Western 
Australia, providing open and accountable government. The city is recognised 
internationally for its significance in the region and as a gateway to Australia and is a 
sought-after destination in which to live and work. 
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1.2. Council’s Strategic Priorities 

1.2.1. In addition to the City’s vision, the Strategic Community Plan sets out some specific 

Strategic Priorities that will shape this Strategy and the delivery of the City’s more 

operational plans and capital works projects. Relating to transport, the following is 

provided: 

Getting Around Perth 

1.2.2. Community outcome:  

- An effective pedestrian friendly movement system integrating transport modes to 

maintain a high level of accessibility to and within the city.  

1.2.3. Strategy (10 years): 

- Proactive planning for an integrated transport system, including light rail, that 

meets community needs and makes the sustainable choice the easy choice. 

- Increased accessibility in and around the City including parking.  

 

1.3. Guiding Principles  

1.3.1. The Strategic Community Plan sets out the guiding principles that form the basis for 

Council decision making. They are highlighted in the below table along with the intent, 

also from the Strategic Community Plan. The final column ‘Application to the Transport 

Strategy’ summarises how the guiding principles are informing this Strategy and 

transport decisions flowing on from it.     
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Table 1. City of Perth - Guiding Principles 
Guiding 

Principle 

Intent - from the Strategic 

Community Plan 

Application to the Transport 

Strategy 

Sustainable 

development 

Perth must develop in a way that meets 

the needs of the present without 

compromising the needs of future 

generations, through the integration of 

environmental protection, social 

advancement and economic prosperity, 

to build a sustainable future for the city. 

Access to and within the City will be 

prioritised for sustainable modes of 

transport.  

Evidence based 
Decisions must be based on evidence, be 

adaptable to change and continuously 

reviewed. 

The City will lead the wider Perth 

transport industry in research and 

advancing our collective understanding of 

how the transport system is performing. 

Strong 

leadership 

The City will take a leadership role to 

ensure decisions consider the best 

possible outcome and be proactive in the 

global recognition of the City of Perth.  

The City will be bold in progressing new 

and innovative ideas and leading other 

agencies in the transport portfolio.  

People first 
People will be given precedence in the 

city’s public spaces and roads.  

The people first approach will be 

embedded in policies and projects that 

apply to all transport modes, so as that 

Perth can be made truly walkable and 

more inviting for more people.  

Minimum 

sufficient 

regulation 

Minimal and flexible regulation will 

encourage and support a diverse, vibrant 

and progressive city.  

The City will be an enabler not a blocker 

of new innovations that can improve 

sustainable and efficient transport in 

Perth.  

Fair funding 

Decisions will consider aspects of just 

funding across our rate base. 

Partnerships and joint ownership will be 

used to maximise desired outcomes.  

The City will continue to seek funding 

partnerships for transport infrastructure 

improvements and programs. Investment 

decisions will be based on need and long 

term efficacy in achieving the City’s 

transport vision.  

Interagency 

collaboration 

A resilient and sustainable capital city will 

require contributions and partnerships 

with stakeholders and collaboration with 

all levels of government. 

The City will work closely with our 

partners in the State’s transport and 

planning portfolios, academia and the 

private sector. 
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2. Context 

2.1. Trends 

The shape of Perth 

2.1.1. Metropolitan Perth is a vastly sprawling metropolis, typified by low density residential 

development that is stretching north-south along the coastal plain. As Figure 1 

highlights, Perth’s population density is very low even in the central city area, relative 

to other Australian cities.  

Figure 1 Population weighted density by distance from CBD (2011)i 

 

2.1.2. This urban form is one of the factors placing significant stress on many of the city’s 

transport systems, as it requires people to travel long distances to access the jobs, 

services and all the other places they want to go. A more compact metropolitan urban 

form would be better suited to reducing the need for people to travel long distances, 

and in turn lessen people’s reliance on cars for travel to the City of Perth and within the 

metropolitan area more generally.  

2.1.3. To further consider Perth’s urban form, Figure 2 demonstrates where people who work 

in the City of Perth live. It shows that significant numbers of workers travel to the City 

from the northern and southern corridors, and relatively few workers live within the 

central and middle ring suburbs. This is placing significant stress on the city’s road and 

rail systems as people are required to travel long distances for everyday trips.  
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Figure 2 Residential locations of City of Perth workers (2011)ii 

 
 

2.1.4. Alongside this trend of urban sprawl has been a growing inner urban population, as 

established areas within close proximity to the central city have experienced increased 

demand, especially for housing. This reflects the appeal of the central city area as a 

place to live, not just work, and suggests a transition to a more mature housing market 

where apartment dwellings can hold their appeal relative to Perth’s detached housing 

stock. This trend, and the growing appeal of the central city area as a residential 

location, is important for the City of Perth’s transport planning priorities and potentially 

a very positive influence on transport access to the City of Perth in the long term.  

 
How people are moving around Perth 

2.1.5. One of the most consistent measurements of travel comes from data collected every 

five years as part of the Census. It relates to the ‘journey to work’, and whilst this is 

only a segment of total travel in Perth, it demonstrates the major transport task 

associated with people's commuting patterns. Given the concentration of employment 

within the City of Perth, this is a significant and useful measure of how people access 

the city.  Figure 3 and Table 2 highlight data from 2001 to 2011, the most recent 

Census, for the journey to work task relevant for employees within the City of Perth.  

  



8 
 

Figure 3 Journey to Work: Trips to City of Perth, 2001-2011iii 

 

Table 2 Journey to Work: Trips to the City of Perth with %, 2001-2011  

  
2001 2006 2011 

 
Total Trips 95,878 97,061 109,744 

MODE 
SHARE 

% 

Active 3% 5% 6% 

Public Transport 41% 40% 47% 

Car 56% 56% 47% 

2.1.6. This data shows significant growth in the public transport mode share of journeys to 

work in the City of Perth between 2001 and 2011. A main factor contributing to this is 

the delivery of the Mandurah rail line (in 2007), which created a viable public transport 

option for residents travelling to the City from the south. This highlights the positive 

impact that public transport investment can have on people’s transport behaviour.  

2.1.7. This data also demonstrates a reduction in the absolute number of car trips to the city 

over this time scale, despite a significant increase in total trips (across all modes). This is 

an important aspect of central city transport planning, as it demonstrates that growth 

in the economy (indicated by the number of people travelling to jobs in the city) can be 

significant and not rely on growth in car oriented trips. This is suggestive of a 

fundamental ‘de-coupling’ of economic performance and car use, similar to trends in 

other cities, and is likely to become more pronounced as the city’s economy grows and 

relies less on private car transport.  

2.1.8. ‘Active transport’ – comprising walking and cycling trips – has also seen growth over 

this time scale, doubling as a proportion of all trips over this time frame from 3% to 6%. 

 -
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2.2. Macro / city-wide issues 

Car dependency 

2.2.1. Metropolitan Perth has developed to become a very car dependent city. Investment 

has been channelled into road building and car parking, catering for easy driving in 

Perth for decades – a lot of which has helped Perth’s growth from a small to a medium 

sized city. However, the wider implications of Perth’s dependency on cars are 

becoming increasingly evident:  

- The metropolitan area is sprawling at low densities, creating an inefficient urban 
form that requires more people to travel longer distances to access the jobs, goods 
and services they need;  

- Given this urban form, car ownership has become a prerequisite to citizenship in 
Perth, with very few areas being accessible for all trips without access to a car. This 
lack of transport choice is contributing to a cycle of car dependency and over use 
that is inefficient, unsustainable and expensive, both for the public sector to 
facilitate, and for people to participate in.  

2.2.2. By analysing access provided by the public transport network we can develop an 

understanding of where in Perth it is viable for people to live without a car, and base 

their mobility solely on modes other than car use. Figure 4 and Figure 5  demonstrate 

areas of Perth that are well served by public transport (green), which are notionally 

accepted as areas that people can be reasonably expected to live a ‘car free’ lifestyle. It 

is obvious on this measure that the vast majority of metropolitan Perth is very poorly 

served by frequent, all day public transport, resulting in our current dependency on 

cars for a significant proportion of the city’s transport needs. 

2.2.3. A detailed report exploring the outputs of the SNAMUTS (Spatial Analysis of Multi-

modal Urban Transport Systems) project will be provided for reference independently 

of this background report.   

Reactive public transport planning and investment 

2.2.4. Perth’s public transport system has been added to and altered incrementally for 

decades. This has been a predominately reactive process whereby demand is met with 

new services where and when they are needed, with the major exception to this being 

the Mandurah rail line. This approach has meant that few public transport decisions 

have been made strategically which has led to a relatively fragmented network. 

2.2.5. Whilst this planning approach has worked for Perth as it has grown from a small 

metropolis, it is less suited to the needs of urban Perth today and in the future. 

Deliberate, proactive and progressive planning of the public transport network will be 

needed to ensure the public transport system can be much more effective and make 

Perth more liveable, productive and vibrant.  
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Figure 4 SNAMUTS 2015 Composite Map 
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Figure 5 SNAMUTS - 2015 Composite Map (zoomed in) 
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2.3. Local issues 

A small central city residential population 

2.3.1. Central Perth has developed as the metropolitan area’s jobs hub, in that development 

over the past 50 years has focussed primarily on commercial and office land uses. The 

city has essentially been developed purely as a ‘CBD’, whereby housing and other land 

uses have been secondary to the main employment focus. This has resulted in the 

central area hosting a very small residential population relative to other Australian 

cities, as evidenced by Figure 1. Whilst the past 10 years has seen a revival in the 

demand for central city residential dwellings, Perth is coming from a very low base no 

this metric. 

2.3.2. This has led to the central city being very active during business hours, and 

experiencing lulls in activation after hours and on weekends. Recent changes in the 

hospitality industry have resulted in a boom for late night and weekend activity, which 

has bought new life to the central city and is broadening  the ‘business’ focus of the 

city.  

2.3.3. The experience of other Australian capital cities has shown that by enabling more 

residential development in the central city, more activity, a more diverse economy, and 

a safer, more people-oriented city are likely outcomes.  

A complex, radial bus network 

2.3.4. Perth’s metropolitan bus network covers a vast amount of the urban area, with most 

services feeding in to the City of Perth along a few busy corridors. Figure 6 

demonstrates how many buses are on various streets on an average weekday. This 

highlights the intensity of bus services (indicating a high combined frequency of routes) 

on the Causeway – Adelaide Terrace – St Georges Terrace corridor, and relatively few 

buses on other east west streets through the City. Similarly, routes from the north are 

focused on the Charles Street and Beaufort – William Street corridors, with very few 

streets catering for north-south in other areas of the City. 

2.3.5. This is indicative of a very radial network, in that all services originate or terminate in 

the central city area, with very few routes travelling through or across the City. Whilst 

this is positive for the core of the City, it has resulted in poor public transport 

accessibility immediately outside of this area (as shown on Figure 5). Potential 

opportunities for improving this are discussed in Figure 11.  

2.3.6. As the bus network has been designed to cover Perth’s sprawling urban area, the 

legibility of the system has suffered, resulting in the current network being difficult to 

understand and navigate. Figure 7 is a snap shot of the network within the City of 

Perth. This method of network mapping is difficult to interpret, does not demonstrate 

which routes are more frequent than others, and confuses the main intent of the map, 

which is to communicate where buses travel to and from. People commuting daily by 

bus will develop an understanding of their bus routes. However, people new to the City 
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or visiting, or who may use public transport rarely and spontaneously, are confronted 

with a system that is confusing and mapping that does little to encourage bus use.  

Figure 6 Current bus volumes in the City of Perth 

 
 
Figure 7 Current bus routes in the City of Perthiv 
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Car oriented street environments 

2.3.7. Despite significant progress in recent years towards a more people oriented public 

realm in the City of Perth, many streets still lack priority for people and are designed for 

vehicle movement and ‘efficiency’. The freeway and highway network will naturally 

require vehicle priority in order to enable people and goods to move around the 

metropolitan area; however within the City of Perth the importance of non-car modes 

often trumps vehicle transport in terms of how they provide accessibility to the city.  

2.3.8. This issue is most pronounced on streets that make walking and cycling difficult and in 

some cases unsafe. In the central city, many intersections are designed to promote 

vehicle throughput to the disadvantage of people walking, which has a significant 

negative impact on walkability and people’s perceptions about the city’s public realm. 

Other examples of car oriented street design include streets where permitted vehicle 

speeds are high and where there are few or no formal pedestrian crossings.  

2.3.9. Space and priority for people cycling has also been improved on many streets and 

paths across the City in recent years through the implementation of the City of Perth  

Cycle Plan 2029 and Two Way Streets program, however there remains a significant 

amount of work to lift the City of Perth to a properly ‘cycle friendly’ city.  

Major barriers to inner city connectivity 

2.3.10. As various road and rail infrastructure has been developed in the city, significant 

physical barriers have been created, isolating parts of the city and disconnecting 

neighbouring areas.  

2.3.11. The barrier effect created by the rail yards separating the central city and Northbridge, 

was a main catalyst for the Perth City Link project which will stitch this part of the City 

back together. The benefits of this project, with the mixed use development, sinking of 

the rail line, and creation of public spaces, are likely to be significant, and it is hoped 

that other similar projects may be able to be initiated to address other similar 

infrastructure barriers around in the City of Perth.  
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2.4. How we are likely to grow 

The metropolitan picture 

2.4.1. The growth of metropolitan Perth is largely managed by the various State Planning 

policies that are focused on land use and transport planning at the city-wide scale, such 

as the (draft) Perth and Peel @ 3.5m planning strategy. This approach is focused on 

ensuring that the city can grow and also maintain or improve the liveability offered to 

new and existing residents. A target of 47% infill development is promoted in the draft 

strategy, which would see approximately 380,000 new dwellings delivered within the 

footprint of the existing metropolitan area, with the bulk of these (215,000) delivered 

within the Central Sub Region. 

2.4.2. Within this wider planning framework, the City of Perth is recognised as being the 

State’s centre of employment and other capital city activities. As such, there will 

continue to be a high demand for access to the City of Perth in the future, and 

considering the known agglomeration benefits of high employment density in central 

city regions, our transport systems will need to cater for this access much more 

appropriately in the future.   

2.4.3. Urban consolidation and limiting the extent of urban sprawl will be critical to the long 

term viability of Perth as an attractive place for people to live and for businesses to 

establish. If car-oriented urban sprawl continues, the negative impacts on Perth’s 

economic, social and environmental well-being are likely to be significant.  

 
A growing Capital City  

2.4.4. Within the context of wider metropolitan planning policy, it is the remit of Local 

Governments to implement policies that can help achieve long term targets for housing 

and employment. The City of Perth is planned to accommodate 50,000 residents by 

2050, representing an approximate doubling from the current population (22,324 in 

2015v).  

2.4.5. Accommodating this growth is guided by the City Planning Scheme. The notional built 

form that the City of Perth is planning for is captured in the Urban Design Framework 

(see Figure 8).  
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Figure 8 Notional Built Form – City of Perth Urban Design Framework 

 

 

 

2.4.6. This planned built form is constantly being developed, and the City’s 3D model 

demonstrates the likely outcomes of various committed and planned development 

across the City (see Figure 9 and Figure 10).  
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Figure 9 Committed and planned development, from Kings Park looking east. 

 

Figure 10 Committed and planned development, from East Perth looking west. 

 

      Design guidelines 
      Development Approval 
      Building Approval 

 
 
What this growth means for transport and land use planning  

2.4.7. It is clear that this growth will fundamentally change the patterns and demands for 

movement to and around the City of Perth. This accentuates the need for deliberate 

and progressive planning that recognises the interplay between how the city is 

changing, and how our transport systems need to evolve.  
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2.5. Opportunities 

Smarter Growth 

2.5.1. There is a great opportunity to ensure the next phase of Perth’s metropolitan growth is 

sustainable and capitalises on lessons learnt over our past 50 years of development. 

Perth is in a unique position among Australian cities to apply effective and tested 

strategies regarding urban development and transport that have been implemented in 

other cities, and to also learn from and avoid detrimental decisions that have been 

made elsewhere. 

2.5.2. A truly integrated approach to city planning and development will be needed to ensure 

Perth’s next phase of growth produces the liveability, productivity and sustainability 

aspirations that we are aiming for. 

Next generation public transport 

2.5.3. Perth’s heavy rail system has seen exceptional growth in recent years helped by 

improvements to the network such as the Mandurah rail line, various frequency and 

service improvements, and wholesale improvements to stations such as Perth and 

Subiaco. This is a positive story of public transport expansion in a car oriented city, 

however it is imperative that this progressive and innovative approach is continued as 

Perth grows.  

2.5.4. Perth’s public transport system needs to be the focus of transport infrastructure 

development and spending so as to ensure the city can grow in a sustainable way and 

to avoid the issues associated with car dependency. This ‘next generation’ public 

transport system will be multi-modal, include new and expanded service options, and 

provide a transport option that is more convenient than car travel for most trips.  

2.5.5. As the core of the metropolitan public transport network, there will be opportunities 

for significant improvements in the City of Perth. Figure 11 highlights how the central 

city network might be augmented to be more efficient, logical and legible. 

2.5.6. Figure 12 highlights how the public transport oriented streets in the City of Perth 

relate to where land is being developed. This demonstrates the importance of the St 

Georges Terrace / Adelaide Terrace, and also highlights the way in which the traditional 

city core (ie. the Hay and Murray Street Malls) is expanding to include areas such as 

Perth City Link, Northbridge and Elizabeth Quay.  

2.5.7. The relationship between how and where the city is developing, and where different 

transport investments are made, presents an opportunity for the City of Perth and our 

stakeholders to enable future growth to compliment the city’s liveability, productivity 

and sustainability.   
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Clear transport priorities 

2.5.8. The City of Perth’s Urban Design Framework has established the City’s priorities in 

terms of which modes of transport will receive greater emphasis across the street 

network. This hierarchy of transport modes consists of the following, in order of 

priority: 

 Pedestrians; 

 Cyclists; 

 Public Transport; 

 Taxis; 

 Service Vehicles; 

 Private vehicles. 

2.5.9. Whilst this hierarchy is useful in a general sense, it fails to acknowledge that different 

streets play different roles, and a more nuanced approach to applying priority for 

different transport modes is required.  

2.5.10. To address this, the City has developed the TransPriority network in partnership with 

the Department of Transport, which will be used to apply priority measures across the 

City of Perth. Based on the Smart Roads work initiated by VicRoads, the TransPriority 

approach starts with the premise that it is very difficult to achieve all things for all 

people on our tight and busy urban streets. Space is often constrained and therefore by 

placing priority for different modes on different streets, we are able to achieve 

significant gains across the network. 

2.5.11. Melbourne’s experience with SmartRoads has taught us that this approach is extremely 

useful for heightening the priority for on-street public transport, an aspect of transport 

planning in Perth that has been overshadowed in the past in favour of private vehicle 

priority.  
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Figure 11 Transitioning to a connected PT network 

 

Current radial PT network 
Most routes terminate in the central city (very few 
pass through).  

This requires significant amounts of central city land 
for termini, bus layover areas, etc. 

Creates a very mono-centric network. Accessibility 
by PT in the central core is good, but poor 
elsewhere, even immediately outside the core. 

Creates a very illegible network, not well suited to 
new or infrequent PT users.  

Fails to recognise the growing central city core.  

 

 

 
An improved radial PT network 

More services pass through the central core. 

One route can cater for trips to and from the city, 
improving legibility and reducing the ‘empty bus’ 
factor.  

Reduced need for central city land for termini, lay 
over areas, etc 

Still very mono-centric, however accessibility along 
the major corridors improves. 

 

 
 
 

A connected PT network 
A grid-like pattern is created, enabling much more 
seamless travel around the network.  

Improves accessibility to a wider area, supporting 
the commercial and residential growth beyond the 
traditional city core.  

Higher frequencies mean that transferring between 
services is easy. 

The network can be communicated as an 
integrated system, and can become much more 
viable for everyday trips, not just the journey to 
work. 
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A healthy and active City 

2.5.12. Perth is very well placed to develop as a genuinely healthy and active city, as set out in 

the City’s Health and Wellbeing Plan and Cycle Plan 2029. Our climate, relatively flat 

topography and out-door oriented culture present the opportunity for walking and 

cycling to play a much greater role in the city’s transport task. 

2.5.13. The City of Perth’s role in this can be to lead, promote and advocate for projects that 

advance public health outcomes.  

 
A new role for the Swan River 

2.5.14. The Swan River will present as a great opportunity for movement throughout 

metropolitan Perth, as more development is focussed on land abutting the river. The 

tourism and recreational activities that occur on the river currently are only likely to 

grow as the city develops and hosts more visitors.  

2.5.15. The transport function of the river will always be subject to the competitiveness of 

other land-based modes. However, as riverfront development continues (at places such 

as Elizabeth Quay, Waterbank in East Perth, the new Perth Stadium, South Perth, UWA, 

Canning Bridge, etc), the demand for travel along and across the Swan River is likely to 

increase, making the expansion of water transport options an important opportunity in 

the future.   

2.5.16. Opportunities to meet this demand and potentially reduce pressures on land-based 

transport modes is an exciting area of transport policy development for the City and 

our stakeholders.  
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3. Developing the Transport Strategy 

3.1. Building our knowledge base 

3.1.1. As is defined in the Guiding Principles, the City of Perth places a high priority on the 

evidence that underpins decision making and advocacy. To support the development of 

the Transport Strategy, two major studies were undertaken to fill gaps in our 

knowledge of how the City’s public transport and walking environments.  

 
Public Transport Accessibility Study 

3.1.2. The Public Transport Accessibility Study, undertaken by Curtin University and Parsons 

Brinkerhoff, and referenced in Figure 4 and Figure 5, provides an insight into the 

current state of the metropolitan public transport network. It utilises the SNAMUTS 

tool (Spatial Network Analysis of Multi-modal Transport Systems), and highlights the 

accessibility provided by the public transport network across the metropolitan area, 

considering the distribution of employment, residents and the supply of public 

transport.  

3.1.3. This tool has been applied in over 20 cities around the world, and therefore provides a 

unique ability to benchmark Perth’s public transport system against other cities in 

Australia, North America and Europe. In addition to providing a base line of 2015, the 

Study also sought to represent the public accessibility in a range of scenarios: 

- A ‘no action’ scenario to 2031, that essentially freezes the public transport network 
at its 2015 state. 

- A 2031 ‘committed projects’ scenario, which applies the known / likely public 
transport network and service changes to 2031. 

- A 2050 ‘accessibility optimisation’ scenario, which seeks to understand what might 
be required to elevate public transport accessibility to a ‘very good’ or ‘excellent’ 
level, as determined by the SNAMUTS criteria.  

3.1.4. The findings of the report are far reaching, and the full Public Transport Accessibility 

Study will be made available alongside the draft Transport Strategy and related 

material for the community engagement phase following the endorsement of the draft 

Strategy. Elements of the Study have been incorporated into the draft Transport 

Strategy, for example: 

- Recognition that the accessibility provided by the public transport network in 2015 
is relatively poor on the SNAMUTS metric, and offers little opportunity for residents 
and employees to live without a car, especially in areas such as West Perth. 

- Recognition that a more integrated planning approach is required, to lessen the 
‘project centric’ approach of public transport infrastructure development and better 
reflect the interplay between public transport and land use decisions.  

- Advocacy for extensions to Perth’s heavy rail network, likely underground routes 
within the City of Perth, to cater for growing travel demand to the central city.  
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- Support for the conversion of bus oriented streets to light rail corridors in order to 
achieve a more sophisticated public transport network and achieve a less radial 
network design that comprises more orbital, diagonal and through routes (‘the 
spider web’ of public transport routes). 

 
Walkability Study 

3.1.5. The Walkability Study, undertaken by Arup, sought to identify the ways in which the 

City of Perth can improve the ways that it plans, designs and manages the walking 

environment. This broad starting point enabled an in-depth analysis of why walkability 

is a genuine policy objective for the City of Perth, and highlighted ways in which the 

City can improve its delivery of walkability improvements across the city.  

3.1.6. The full Walkability Study will be made available alongside the draft Transport Strategy 

and related material for the community engagement phase following the endorsement 

of the draft Strategy. Elements of the Study have been incorporated into the draft 

Transport Strategy, for example: 

- The need for closer collaboration with relevant transport portfolio agencies such as 
MRWA and PTA via a Walking Charter in order to align the various modal priorities 
around achieving improvements for walking in the City of Perth.  

- Collect and use pedestrian data to improve the tools and models available to the 
City of Perth in planning and designing the walking environment and public realm.  

- Capture people’s perceptions of the walking environment via greater use of quality 
audits, so as to compliment the quantitative data available to the City and improve 
the walking experience for more people in the City of Perth.  

Future research 

3.1.7. Many of the actions coming out of this Strategy will seek to further develop our 

understanding of the interface between the city’s transport systems and land uses, 

how people move around Perth, and many more of the qualitative aspects that are 

relevant to any public realm and streetscape improvement decisions.  

3.2. Integrated planning 

3.2.1. This strategy has been developed with the fundamental understanding that land use 

and strategic transport planning are one in the same; they cannot be progressed well 

independently. Therefore this ITS has been produced with an in depth consideration of 

current and future land use, specifically relating to how the City of Perth’s residential 

and employment populations will change over time, and what that means for people 

moving to and within the City.  

3.2.2. The Public Transport Accessibility Study takes a similarly integrated approach, in that it 

focuses on the interplay between the provision of public transport and the distribution 

of homes and jobs. This has helped the City of Perth to embed an integrated approach 

to land use and transport planning not only within this Strategy but also with other 

policy and advocacy work that the Council will progress in future years.  
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4. Initial Community Engagement 

Overview 

4.1. Summary 

4.1.1. The initial community engagement phase of developing the draft Transport Strategy 

was open to the public for one month, from Friday the 24th of April to Friday the 22nd 

of May. It utilised various tools, predominately online, to assist in the early 

development of the Strategy’s scope and emphasis. This chapter highlights the main 

results from the Initial Community Engagement phase, and is supported by a set of 

Appendices (attached).  

Purpose 

4.1.2. The purpose of the initial community engagement phase was to: 

- Raise awareness that the City of Perth is developing Transport Strategy;  

- Spark a community wide conversation relating to the long term development of 
Perth’s transport systems. The spatial scope of the engagement covered an area 
wider than the City of Perth, recognising that many transport issues and 
opportunities are not contained to local government boundaries and there are 
significant destinations just outside of the City of Perth;  

- Provide people with innovative online platforms for sharing their ideas and issues 
relating to transport in the City of Perth; and 

- Encourage a public conversation regarding how transport within the City of Perth 
can be improved over the long term. 

4.2. Engagement tools 

4.2.1. The initial community engagement phase was designed to use online tools that would 

enable people to provide ideas and feedback, and also test new engagement tools that 

the Council has not previously used. This phase was conducted solely online so as to 

take advantage of the City of Perth’s online and social media presence, and also for 

ease of distributing material and enabling people to provide feedback. Screen shots of 

the engagement sites are included in Appendix 1. It is noted that offline methods of 

engagement and consultation will be used following the publication of a draft Strategy.   

Engage Perth 

4.2.2. A project page was developed on the Engage Perth website to be central point of 

information for the project. This site will be used as the draft Strategy is developed, the 

next phase of community engagement is conducted, and the Final transport Strategy is 

published.  
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Forums 

4.2.3. The Forums function on the Engage Perth site was utilised to give people an 

opportunity to provide direct feedback on two open questions:  

- What type of city do you want? 

- How do you think our transport systems can contribute to a better, more liveable 
and productive city? 

4.2.4. These questions were deliberately framed to encourage people to consider the long 

term nature of the Strategy, and to consider how transport can impact the type of City 

that we are planning for.  

Interactive Map 

4.2.5. An additional map-based tool was also created and embedded in the Engage Perth 

project site. This map (provided by CrowdSpot) enabled people to place a spot within 

the general area of the Central City, and identify any of the following: 

- An Idea Spot; 

- A Like Spot; and 

- An Issue Spot.   

4.2.6. The map-based tool was selected for developing the Transport Strategy for the 

following reasons: 

- Many transport ideas and issues are spatial in nature and relate to a specific place; 

- Providing a map for people to add comments to is more interactive than some other 
engagement tools, therefore creating more interest and general involvement in the 
process; and 

- The map enabled us to demonstrate the spatial area that the Strategy is focussed 
on, being approximately a 5km radius around central Perth.  

4.2.7. This method of gathering feedback has been employed by many public sector 

authorities internationally, but this was a first for the City of Perth. It effectively 

represented a trial of map-based engagement tools from which the Council can learn 

from for future community engagement activities. 
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4.3. Communications 

4.3.1. To promote the initial community engagement phase and draw community attention 

to the project, a Communications Plan was established and executed, which involved:  

- A media release at the beginning of the engagement phase, explaining the project;  

- Promoting the online engagement tools via the City of Perth’s social media channels 
(Facebook, Twitter and LinkedIn); 

- Direct communications with stakeholders and collaborators with an interest in 
transport within the central city area; and 

- City of Perth staff and elected members were encouraged to share the engagement 
tools with their networks.  

4.3.2. The communications were effective in drawing attention to the project, reaching a 

wide audience and prompting people to share it with their networks. Appendix 2 

includes some screen shots of the City of Perth posts on social media. By posting these 

messages throughout the engagement phase, we were able to draw people back to the 

site after the initial launch, which proved effective, as demonstrated by some of the 

site analytics (see section 4.4 Participation).  
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4.4. Participation 

On the Transport Strategy page of the Engage Perth site 

4.4.1. The following statistics highlight the activity on the Transport Strategy page of the 

Engage Perth site over the course of the initial community engagement phase: 

- Over 2,500 page views; 

- Over 1,100 unique visitors.  

 
Figure 13 Engage Perth; total views per dayvi 

 

On the Forums 
 

 Views Responses 

What type of city do you want? 189 8 

How do you think our transport systems can 
contribute to a better, more liveable and 
productive city? 

163 17 

 

4.4.2. The Engage Perth site is publically viewable, however in order to contribute to the 

Forums, people were required to create a log in. The requirement to register in order 

to participate in the Forums may have dissuaded some people from getting involved.   
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On the Map 

4.4.3. The following statistics highlight the activity on the CrowdSpot Transport Strategy site 

over the course of the initial community engagement phase. (A full summary report 

provided by CrowdSpot will be made available alongside the draft Transport Strategy 

and related material for the community engagement phase following the endorsement 

of the draft Strategy).  

 
Figure 14 CrowdSpot map; total views per day. 

 

4.4.4. Analytics of the CrowdSpot map site show that: 

- There were 461 ‘Active’ participants, that is people who contributed to the site by 
adding a spot, commenting or ‘supporting’ another spot; 

- A further 1,710 people accessed the site as ‘Passive’ participants, that is people who 
accessed the site but did not contribute.  

4.4.5. Contributions to the site totalled 3,326 ‘interactions’, made up of: 

- 437 spots; 

- 392 comments; and 

- 2,497 supports.  

4.4.6. The CrowdSpot map was publically viewable and open to anyone wanting to add a spot, 

leave a comment or support another spot. This open approach was deliberate and 

aimed to achieve a high level of participation, the general rule being that the more 

barriers people face (eg. needing to register or create a log in), the fewer people are 

likely to contribute and get involved.  
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Participation Summary 

4.4.7. This level of participation exceeded the project teams’ initial expectations, and proved 

to be a successful community engagement exercise. The map tool was considered an 

effective way of drawing attention to the project and providing people with a new and 

different format for giving the City feedback on transport issues, contributing ideas, 

etc.  

4.4.8. The CrowdSpot map site proved very popular and attracted the vast majority of activity 

during this phase of engagement. This can be attributed to the interactivity of the site 

(the act of adding a spot to a map is an inviting process), and the few barriers to 

involvement (eg. no need to log in to add a spot, comment or support another spot.  

4.4.9. The Forums received less participation, potentially due to the requirement to register 

and log in, and also potentially because of the presence of the map site which drew 

attention and provided an easier platform for people to provide comments. However 

the feedback received via the Forums (discussed in the following section) was of a high 

quality, and justified their use.  
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4.5. Feedback via the forums 

What type of city do you want? 

4.5.1. This forum generated some interesting discussion regarding people’s overarching 

values and opinions of how they would like to the City of Perth to develop over the long 

term. By focussing this question on the ‘type of city’, as opposed to the ‘type of 

transport’, the intention was to draw out ideas for future Perth that may not be 

immediately associated with transport planning but can potentially be influenced by it 

indirectly.   

4.5.2. Whilst participation in this forum was low (8 responses), the themes emerging highlight 

some of the broader concepts important for the Strategy, such as: 

- Creating an active city;  

- Ensuring ease of access by efficient transport modes; 

- Creating a safe and inviting public realm; and 

- Making public transport much more viable.  

 

“Cities that prioritise people over cars are by far and away the kind of cities that 

people like best. They're also likely to be far more resilient and prosperous in the 

face of economic or social bad times.” (Jack) 

How do you think our transport systems can contribute to a better, more liveable 
and productive City? 

4.5.3. This forum received more feedback (17 responses), potentially because of its more 

direct scope relating to the city’s transport systems which can be an easier subject to 

spark interest in. It generated some in-depth, high quality responses regarding how 

different approaches to transport planning can contribute to different outcomes for 

the City.  

4.5.4. Responses to the forum show clear support for:  

- Improvements to the public transport network; 

- a less car-oriented approach to the management of streets within the City of Perth; 
and  

- a continued effort to emphasise the importance of people in the City’s planning and 
design work.  

4.5.5. Many responses articulate the benefits to be gained from greater priority for public 

transport, walking and cycling, many of which spill over in to social, environmental and 

economic gains for the city, its residents, businesses and visitors.   

“Perth, and Australia, still prioritises roads and cars. This is not efficient, economic, 

healthy or environmentally sustainable. A multi-modal transport network is 

needed, where cars are just one of the options”. (afletcher) 

4.5.6. Full responses to the forums have been attached in Appendices 3 and 4.  
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4.6. Feedback via the map 

4.6.1. The CrowdSpot map provides most of the feedback as part of the initial community 
engagement phase. Much of the map-based input relates to very specific, local issues. 
This is most likely a result of the interactivity of the map function, which encourages 
detailed information regarding issues at specific places around the City. However, whilst 
a lot of the feedback is very detailed and of a very narrow scope relative to the Strategy, 
we were able to glean from this information the higher order priorities that are 
emerging from the issues, like spots and ideas that people have provided. It is the 
values and priorities embedded in this feedback that will inform the Strategy, whilst the 
detail of many of the contributions will provide the City of Perth with a reference point 
for future public open space and transport projects.  

4.6.2. The full CrowdSpot report provides an overview of the map feedback, broken in to 
sections relating to the types of spots placed on the map – mode based issues, likes and 
ideas. An archive map has also been developed (see  

4.6.3.  
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4.6.4. Figure 17), so that future project work can refer back to the feedback received through 
this engagement project. The following sections of the report detail some of the higher 
order issues, things people like, ideas and recommendations.  

 
Issues 

4.6.5. Almost three quarters of spots on the map related to Issues, with 20% being Ideas and 
6% relating to streets/places/initiatives that people like. There is a tendency for 
feedback on mediums such as the map tool to focus on issues or problems, as opposed 
to aspects of the City that people appreciate or are positive about. However, it was 
encouraging to receive a significant number of ideas as many of these fit well with the 
scope and long term nature of the Strategy. 

 

Figure 15 Percentage breakdown of spots 

 

4.6.6. Bike issue spots represented 49% of all issues on the map. Of these issues, ‘unsafe 
bicycle lanes’ was the most popular definition (52 spots), followed by ‘other’ (38 spots) 
and ‘no bicycle lanes’ (31 spots). Issues raised in the ‘other’ category covered a range of 
topics such as poor traffic light signalling and conflict with other user groups.  

4.6.7. This feedback is echoing some of the sentiment from previous engagement activities 
that the City has undertaken, for example in relation to the City of Perth’s Cycle Plan. 
From this we can be confident that there is solid support for Council progressing 
improvements to the cycling network and being more progressive with the design of 
cycling infrastructure. Many issues raised on the map are currently subject to network 
improvement projects as highlighted in the Cycle Plan, including: 
- A shared path along Roe Street; 

- Improvements to Wellington Street including an off street cycle path;  

- Cycle lanes on Barrack Street; and 

- A study into improvements on Kings Park Road. 

4.6.8. Whilst the City has actioned many of the issues raised in the map feedback, there are 
clear areas for improvement regarding Council’s delivery of cycling infrastructure, 
including:  
- Various issues regarding the design of sections of the shared path network, 

especially where high volumes of cyclists and pedestrians use the same sections of 
path; 
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- The need for a greater emphasis on separated cycling lanes throughout the City of 
Perth; and 

- The need for investment to improve historically poor aspects of the cycling network, 
such as the Causeway bridge path.   

4.6.9. It is noted that cycling issues in particular attracted a significant amount of attention on 
the map, which is potentially a result of the relatively well mobilised cycling lobby, and 
the extent to which the map was shared among cycling advocacy groups.  

4.6.10. Other stand out issues relate to streets that have been designed and managed to 
promote traffic throughput at the expense of pedestrian priority. This broad issue was 
articulated through feedback relating to a lack of priority for pedestrians at signalised 
intersections, streets that require better or new pedestrian crossings, and issues 
relating to fast moving traffic. Other issues relating to inadequate public transport in 
some parts of the City also received significant support, indicating that there is strong 
support for wholesale improvements to the City’s public transport system. 

4.6.11. Again, some of these issues are the subject of ongoing projects being implemented by 
the City and other agencies, such as: 
- A new signalised pedestrian crossing at the intersection of Beaufort and James 

Street, Northbridge; 

- Ongoing alterations to intersections as part of the Parallel Walks project, which are 
being designed to improve pedestrian movement; and 

- Streetscape improvement projects, such as Barrack Street, Hay Street, Wellington 
Street and Museum Street. 

4.6.12. Areas for improvement in these as promoted through the spots and comments on the 
map include: 
- A more progressive approach to public transport improvements; 

- Achieving greater benefits for pedestrians within the Parallel Walks program; and 

- Implementing more infrastructure improvements that support walking around the 
City of Perth. 
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Ideas 

4.6.13. With over 80 idea spots, the engagement phase has provided some excellent input 
regarding new and innovative transport projects, as well as support for some ideas that 
have previously been in the public discourse. 

4.6.14. Fig 5 shows the top five ideas by activity (number of comments and supports). The idea 
to deck over the freeway, between the city and west Perth, is the most popular. This 
idea was originally conceived in the City of Perth What if? project from 2010. Other 
ideas relate to implementing fiscal policies aimed at curtailing traffic congestion 
(congestion charging), improvement ideas for the cycling network, and the concept of a 
public bicycle hire scheme for central Perth.   

 

Figure 16 - Top five ideas by activity 

 

4.6.15. These ideas and the many others received demonstrate an appetite for some wholesale 
changes to improve transport within the central city. The process of asking the 
community for their ideas has been constructive and the response suggests that this is 
valuable. Progressing some of these ideas within the Strategy and other Council policy, 
capital and advocacy work will be the subject of further analysis and review.   

 

Likes 

4.6.16. In addition to ideas and issues, we also asked people to identify aspects of the city or 
places that they like. This provided a space for some positive reflections on different 
aspects of the City that people enjoy and appreciate. Expectedly, this option received 
much less interest than the issue and idea options, which is likely reflective of people’s 
willingness to highlight things that need improving rather than things that don’t.  

4.6.17. Interestingly the majority of Like spots related to Walking; 21 out of the total 29. Many 
of these related to places that have been subject to improvement projects in the recent 
past, for example various laneways within the central City.  

4.6.18. This affirms some of the Council’s work in this area over the past 5-10 years, and 
emphasises the importance of walkability, pedestrian amenity and vibrant, active places 
within the City.   
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Recommendations  

4.6.19. Cycling 
- Improve safety of existing bicycle infrastructure locations; 

- Connect existing bicycle infrastructure; 

- Introduce priority signalling through intersections along major bicycle corridors; 

- Research opportunities for a Perth bike hire scheme. 

4.6.20. Walking recommendations 
- Look into opportunities to pedestrianise laneways;  

- Improve identified ‘unsafe crossings’; 

- Research opportunities for closing streets to traffic. 

4.6.21. Public Transport recommendations  
- Extend peak-hour priority bus lanes hours; 

- Introduce new priority bus lanes on highly congested peak routes; 

- Research further opportunities for closing streets to traffic; 

- Research opportunity to put rail line underground to the east of Perth Station. 

4.6.22. Car recommendations 
- Research vehicle congestion charge zone opportunities with stakeholders. 

4.6.23. Boat recommendations 
- Research opportunity for Swan River Ferry service connecting the CBD with the 

University of Western Australia and the new stadium. 

4.6.24. Other ideas  
- Decking over the freeway (between Parliament, Hay, Elder and Malcolm Streets); 
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4.7. Feedback Summary 

4.7.1. The feedback received via the forums and map tool provides the City with an excellent 
base from which to develop the ITS. Generally, the feedback aligns well with the City’s 
overarching approach to transport planning, in that it affirms recent efforts to make our 
streets places for people, our focus on improving the cycling network, and efforts to 
mitigate the negative aspects of car use in the central city.  

4.7.2. Whilst there is support for this approach generally, many issues regarding the detail and 
implementation of various schemes have been highlighted through this process. This 
indicates that whilst the longer term planning is generally well aligned to the 
community’s vision for the City, there is potentially scope to improve the ways in which 
some schemes are delivered and how they operate once implemented. This link 
between strategy (what we say) and action (what we do) is an that the Transport 
Strategy and its Implementation Plan can respond to. Whilst the Strategy component 
will is planned to be updated every 4 years, the Implementation Plan will be reviewed 
annually, enabling projects to be designed around emerging issues, but ensuring that 
they are consistent with the overarching intent of the Transport Strategy.  

4.7.3. To highlight this, the draft Transport Strategy can incorporate some of the tangible 
ideas captured through the initial engagement phase and progress them in the short 
term, such as: 
- Addressing gaps and issues in the cycling network through the implementation of 

the Cycle Plan, focussing on the Causeway, Kings Park Road and north-south links in 
the central city. 

- Advocating for wholesale improvements to the city’s public transport network.  

- Investigating the decking of the Kwinana Freeway, between Hay Street, Parliament 
and St Georges Terrace.  

- Improving the ways in which enhancements to the walking environment are 
implemented.  

- Providing policy support for the investigation of road user pricing.  

- Providing policy support for the expansion of river transport options.  

4.7.4. Input into the map has been processed into an archive map which demonstrates all of 

the spots on the map, with larger spots indicating more activity (see Figure 17 Screen 
shot of archive map). This map is fully clickable and interactive, and includes all 
comments left on the site. It will be used for further analysis for projects that are taken 
on in the future and will live on as a record of the feedback provided in this engagement 
phase of the project.  
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4.8. Community Engagement Lessons 

4.8.1. The initial community engagement phase for the development of the draft Strategy has 
provided us with various lessons that will help us build targeted and effective 
community engagement in to future projects. The main lessons are summarised below; 

 
Engage early 

4.8.2. This initial community engagement phase was intended to form a basis from which the 
ITS can be developed, and the quality and depth of feedback received has affirmed this 
approach. By undertaking a major community engagement process before beginning 
the drafting of the Strategy, we have encouraged a broad range of input and been able 
to highlight major issues it needs to explore further. 

4.8.3. Whilst it has taken time and resources to complete, this process has been very valuable 
and will enable the Transport Strategy to be formed on a strong and comprehensive 
basis. Not doing this would likely result in a less well informed Strategy, and would not 
have involved people in the process of developing it from the very beginning.  

 
Leverage online tools 

4.8.4. By using online platforms, the City was able to engage with a wide audience quickly, 
relatively cheaply, and without the resource and administrative burden of the 
traditional ‘mail out’ approach. The benefits of this are significant in terms of resourcing 
projects like the Transport Strategy, and can be leveraged in future to ensure that 
community engagement is built in to other planning and design activities.  

 
Interactive tools are useful and popular 

4.8.5. There are many new tech-enabled ways of gathering community input on projects such 
as the Transport Strategy, and this project has demonstrated that interactive tools are 
very effective in creating interest and enabling input.  

 

Prioritise graphics and visuals 

4.8.6. This project involved the development of specific graphics and a ‘visual language’ for 
communications material and the relevant web pages. This helped to promote the 
project and keep a familiarity across the different sites and communications outputs. 
The development of the map tool was also guided by an emphasis on design quality, 
legibility and general appeal, which has been well received.  

 

Map based engagement tools encourage hyper-local and detailed feedback 

4.8.7. Inviting people to place a spot or pin on a map encourages very detailed feedback 
relevant to that specific location. This may not be the most effective platform for 
gathering macro, long term ideas relating to strategy as it may lead people to think too 
specifically.  

4.8.8. However, these detailed comments can catalyse broader discussion regarding strategic 
transport ideas and issues, as has been the case for this project. In some instances 
participants have used the map tool to comment on specific places within the City as 
examples of broader ideas or issues, and this feedback has been useful in understanding 
the values and priorities that underpin specific issues.   
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Comments are likely to follow the scope of other comments 

4.8.9. This project has highlighted the tendency of participants to follow the lead of others in 
terms of the scope of feedback provided to the engagement. Many comments left on 
the site early in the engagement phase were of a detailed and specific nature. This set 
the tone, and subsequently perpetuated more comments and feedback that was very 
detailed and specific.  

 

‘Closing the loop’ on issues and ideas 

4.8.10. As with all community engagement activities, there is a need to listen to, address and 
respond to issues and ideas raised by the community. In this instance, input received 
has informed the development of the Transport Strategy. Due to the specific and 
detailed nature of some of the feedback, it will live on as a reference for future 
transport and public realm projects that the City initiates, and assist Council articulate 
the community’s perspective as we work with State Government agencies. Future 
projects, especially those involving map-based engagement tools, may opt to engage in 
a direct dialogue with participants, as a way for the Council to explain or refine ideas, 
share information relating to past projects or decisions, and generally provide a more 
iterative platform. 
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Appendix 1 – Project Site Screen Shots 

 

Screen shot; Engage Perth, April 2015. 

 

Screen shot; Engage Perth ITS page, May 2015. 
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Screen shot; CrowdSpot ITS map site, May 2015. 
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Appendix 2 – Social Media Screen Shots 

 

Screen shot; City of Perth Twitter feed, April 2015.

 

Screen shot; City of Perth Facebook feed, April 2015. 
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Screen shot; LinkedIn feed, May 2015. 

 

Screen shot; City of Perth Twitter feed, April 2015. 
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n
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p
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 d
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 c
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 b
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. 

C
y
c
lis

ts
 a

n
d

 g
o

p
h

e
r 

d
ri
v
e

rs
 s

h
o
u

ld
 h

a
v
e

 s
p

e
e

d
o

m
e
te

rs
 

to
 c

h
e

c
k
 t
h

e
ir
 s

p
e

e
d

 (
tr

a
ff

ic
 r

u
le

s
 s

h
o
u

ld
 m

a
k
e

 t
h

e
m

 m
a

n
d

a
to

ry
).

 
 D

ir
e

c
t 

b
u
s
 s

e
rv

ic
e

s
 s

h
o

u
ld

 b
e

 i
m

p
le

m
e

n
te

d
 b

e
tw

e
e
n

 W
a
n

n
e
ro

o
 R

o
a
d
 a

n
d

 U
W

A
/S

ti
rl
in

g
 H

ig
h

w
a

y
 

(L
o
n

d
o

n
 S

tr
e

e
t,
 L

o
ft

u
s
 S

tr
e

e
t,
 T

h
o
m

a
s
 S

tr
e

e
t,
 W

in
th

ro
p
 A

v
e

n
u

e
) 

e
v
e

ry
 3

0
 m

in
u
te

s
, 

M
o

n
d

a
y
 t

o
 F

ri
d
a

y
. 

 
 T

h
e
 4

0
6

 b
u

s
 b

e
tw

e
e
n

 G
le

n
d

a
lo

u
g

h
 T

ra
in

 S
ta

ti
o

n
 a

n
d

 E
C

U
, 

M
t 

L
a
w

le
y
 c

o
u
ld

 b
e

 e
x
te

n
d

e
d

 t
o

 M
t 

L
a
w

le
y
 

T
ra

in
 S

ta
ti
o

n
 v

ia
 W

a
lc

o
tt
 S

tr
e

e
t,
 M

t 
L

a
w

le
y
 s

u
b

w
a

y
, 
W

h
a

tl
e
y
 C

re
s
c
e
n
t,
 F

ir
s
t 

A
v
e

n
u

e
 a

n
d

 b
a
c
k
 v

ia
 

G
u

ild
fo

rd
 R

o
a
d

 a
n

d
 M

t 
L

a
w

le
y
 s

u
b

w
a

y
. 

[r
ep

ly
 t

o
 a

b
o

ve
] 

w
h

u
n

t 
A

ls
o

 c
o

u
ld

 l
im

it
 c

o
n
s
tr

u
c
ti
o

n
 t

ru
c
k
s
, 
e

tc
 f
o

r 
b

u
ild

in
g
 s

it
e

s
 t

o
 w

o
rk

in
g

 h
o
u
rs

 b
e
tw

e
e
n

 e
v
e

n
in

g
 p

e
a
k
 a

n
d
 

n
e
x
t 

m
o

rn
in

g
 p

e
a
k
 h

o
u
rs

. 
W

o
rk

s
 i
n

 N
e
w

 Y
o

rk
. 
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 [r

ep
ly

 t
o

 a
b

o
ve

] 
w

h
u

n
t 

R
e

m
e

m
b

e
r 

o
u
r 

P
M

 r
id

e
s
 t

o
 w

o
rk

 s
o

m
e
ti
m

e
s
 w

h
ic

h
 w

o
u
ld

 b
e

 a
 w

o
rk

e
rs

 c
o
m

p
e
n

s
a
ti
o

n
 r

is
k
. 
Im

a
g

in
e
 

h
im

 h
it
ti
n

g
 a

 l
a
rg

e
 s

ti
c
k
 o

r 
s
o
m

e
 m

e
ta

l 
o

b
je

c
t 
a

n
d

 s
o

m
e

rs
a

u
lt
in

g
 o

v
e

r 
h

is
 h

a
n
d

le
 b

a
rs

. 
I 
d

id
 t
h

a
t 
w

h
e
n

 I
 

w
a

s
 d

o
in

g
 a

 p
a

p
e
r 

ro
u
n

d
 (

fr
o

n
t 

c
a
rr

ie
r 

b
ro

k
e

 w
h

e
n

 I
 w

e
n
t 

o
ff

 a
 c

u
rb

) 
w

h
e
n

 h
e

lm
e

ts
 w

e
re

 n
o
t 
w

o
rn

. 
A

n
y
 

e
m

p
lo

y
e

r 
w

h
o
 a

llo
w

s
 t

h
is

 s
h

o
u

ld
 c

h
a

n
g

e
 t

h
e
ir
 w

o
rk

 c
o

n
tr

a
c
ts

. 
T

h
e
 w

o
rk

e
r 

w
o

u
ld

 a
ls

o
 b

e
 w

o
rn

 o
u
t 

w
h

e
n

 t
h

e
y
 g

e
t 
to

 w
o

rk
 a

n
d

 b
e

 l
e

s
s
 p

ro
d

u
c
ti
v
e

. 
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[r
ep

ly
 t

o
 a

b
o

ve
] 

w
h

u
n

t 

R
e

m
e

m
b

e
r 

p
a
s
t 
m

is
ta

k
e

 w
it
h

 c
lo

s
in

g
 F

re
m

a
n
tl
e
 T

ra
in

 L
in

e
 t

o
 b

u
ild

 a
 6

 l
a

n
e

 h
ig

h
w

a
y
. 

R
e

p
la

c
e
 b

y
 l
in

k
 

b
u
s
e

s
. 
 

O
n

ly
 p

u
b

lic
 r

a
ilw

a
y
 l
in

e
 o

p
e
n

e
d

 b
y
 L

ib
e
ra

s
 w

a
s
 t

h
e

 R
o
tt

n
e
s
t 
Is

la
n
d
 l
in

e
. 

W
h
a
t 
h

a
p

p
e

n
 t
o

 B
u

s
w

e
ll'

s
 e

x
p

re
s
s
w

a
y
 t

o
 t

h
e
 a

ir
p
o

rt
 v

ia
 O

rr
a

n
g

 r
o

a
d

?
 

W
ill

 o
u
r 

T
ra

n
s
p

o
rt

 M
in

is
te

r 
b

e
 h

a
v
in

g
 a

 j
u

n
c
k
e

t 
to

 a
 w

a
rm

 c
lim

a
te

?
 

T
h

e
re

 i
s
 a

 p
la

n
 t
o

 e
x
p

a
n

d
 S

ti
rl
in

g
 H

ig
h

w
a

y
 t

o
 6

 l
a
n

e
s
 t

o
 i
n

c
lu

d
e

 b
u

s
 p

ri
o
ri
ty

 l
a

n
e

s
 a

n
d

 a
 m

e
d
ia

n
 s

tr
i 
o
f 

tr
e

e
s
 (

tr
e

e
 l
in

e
 b

o
u

la
v
a

d
e

).
 E

x
te

n
d

 i
t 

b
y
 a

n
o
th

e
r 

2
 l
a
n

e
s
 a

n
d

 K
in

g
 C

o
l's

 g
a
rd

e
n

 a
n

d
 b

a
c
k
y
a

rd
 

d
is

a
p
p

e
a

rs
. 

 I 
h

a
v
e

 n
o

ti
c
e
 w

h
it
e

 h
a

n
d
 p

a
in

te
d

 l
in

e
s
 o

p
p

o
s
it
e
 s

id
e
 r

o
a
d

s
 o

n
 C

h
a
rl
e

s
 S

tr
e
e

t 
b

e
tw

e
e
n

 G
re

e
n
 S

tr
e

e
t 

a
n
d

 S
c
a

rb
o
ro

u
g

h
 R

o
a

d
. 
D

o
e
s
 t

h
is

 i
n

d
ic

a
te

 t
h
a

t 
th

e
y
 a

re
 g

o
in

g
 t
o

 s
o

lv
e

 c
o

n
g

s
ti
o

n
 b

y
 b

lo
c
k
in

g
 r

ig
h

t 
h

a
n

d
 t

u
rn

s
 i
n
to

 C
h
a

rl
e
s
 S

tr
e

e
t!
 W

ill
 c

a
u
s
e

 d
ri
v
e

rs
 t

o
 d

o
 U

 t
u
rn

s
. 

 A
ll 

p
a
rt

ie
s
 i
n
 p

a
rl
ia

m
e

n
t 
s
h

o
u

ld
 s

ig
n
 c

o
n
tr

a
c
t 
to

 b
u

ild
 M

A
X

 l
ig

h
t 
ra

il.
 C

h
a
rl
e

s
 S

tr
e

e
t 
s
h

o
u

ld
 h

a
v
e

 a
 b

u
s
 

p
ri
o
ri
ty

 l
a

n
e

 d
u

ri
n
g

 p
e
a
k
 t
im

e
 f
ro

m
 V

in
c
e
n

t 
S

tr
e

e
t 
v
ia

 C
a
rr

 t
o
 F

it
z
g

e
ra

ld
 S

tr
e

e
t 

a
n
d
 R

o
e
 S

tr
e

e
t.

 
 M

a
y
b

e
 t

h
e
 c

u
rr

e
n
t 
a

d
v
e

rt
 o

n
 c

a
tc

h
in

g
 t
h

e
 f

lu
 i
n

 a
 b

u
s
 w

ill
 m

a
k
e

 p
e

o
p
le

 d
ri
v
e

 o
r 

ri
d

e
 a

 b
ik

e
 t
o

 w
o

rk
 t
o

 
s
ta

y
 h

e
a

lt
h

y
. 

N
o

w
 w

ill
 h

a
v
e

 b
la

c
k
 m

a
il 

a
n
d

 b
u

lly
 b

o
y
 t

a
c
ti
c
s
. 

 V
o

te
 M

A
X

 1
. 
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w
h

u
n

t 
I 

h
a
d
 t

o
 t
ra

v
e

l 
to

 O
s
b

o
rn

e
 P

a
rk

 t
o
 w

o
rk

. 
T

o
o
k
 4

0
 t
o

 5
0

 m
in

u
te

s
 b

y
 2

 b
u

s
e

s
. 
T

a
k
e

s
 1

0
 m

in
u
te

s
 b

y
 

c
a

r/
ta

x
i 
ri
d

e
. 
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[r
ep

ly
 t

o
 a

b
o

ve
] 

w
h

u
n

t 

I 
s
p

o
k
e
 t
o

 m
y
 s

is
te

r 
a

n
d

 s
h

e
 r

e
fu

s
e
s
 t

o
 t

a
k
e
 a

 b
u
s
 t

o
 R

o
e
 S

tr
e

e
t 

B
u

s
 S

ta
ti
o

n
 b

e
c
a

u
s
e

 i
t 

a
d
d

s
 3

0
0
 t
o

 
5

0
0

 m
e
tr

e
s
 e

x
tr

a
 w

a
lk

in
g
 t

o
 g

e
t 
to

 h
e
r 

b
u
s
 s

to
p
 (

L
a

k
e
 S

tr
e

e
t 
e

n
d

 o
f 

s
ta

ti
o

n
).

 M
a

n
y
 p

e
o

p
le

 a
re

 d
o

in
g

 
th

e
 s

a
m

e
 o

r 
ta

k
in

g
 l
e

s
s
 t
ri
p

s
. 

It
s
 a

ll 
ri
g

h
t 
fo

r 
T

ro
y
 t
o

 b
e

 t
a
k
e

n
 i
n
 h

is
 s

ta
te

 f
le

e
t 

c
a
r 

w
h

e
n

 h
e

 w
a

s
n
't 

u
s
in

g
 

th
e
m

 f
o
r 

d
o
d
g

e
m

 p
ra

c
ti
c
e

. 
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 af

le
tc

h
er

 

T
o
 c

o
n
ta

in
 a

 l
a

rg
e
r 

p
o
p

u
la

ti
o
n

 i
n
 a

 s
e

t 
a

re
a
, 

P
e
rt

h
 w

ill
 n

e
e

d
 t

o
 b

o
th

 i
n

c
re

a
s
e

 m
o

b
ili

ty
 a

s
 w

e
ll 

a
s
 r

e
d
u

c
e
 

th
e
 n

e
e

d
 f

o
r 

p
e
o

p
le

 t
o
 m

o
v
e

 f
a
r.

 
 D

e
v
e

lo
p

in
g

 “
h

u
b
s
” 

w
ill

 h
e
lp

. 
P

e
o
p

le
 c

a
n
 t

h
e
n
 l
iv

e
 n

e
a

r 
th

e
ir
 h

u
b

 o
f 
c
h

o
ic

e
. 
H

o
w

e
v
e

r,
 i
n

 a
n
 a

d
v
a

n
c
e

d
 

c
it
y
, 

p
e
o

p
le

 w
ill

 a
lw

a
y
s
 w

a
n
t 
to

 b
e
 a

b
le

 t
o
 e

a
s
ily

 r
e

a
c
h

 o
th

e
r 

p
a
rt

s
 o

f 
th

e
 c

it
y
. 

 S
p

a
c
e

 (
b

o
th

 l
a
n

d
 a

n
d
 t
h
e

 a
re

a
s
 a

b
o

v
e

 a
n

d
 b

e
lo

w
 g

ro
u
n

d
 l
e

v
e

l)
 w

ill
 a

ls
o

 n
e
e

d
 t

o
 b

e
 u

s
e
d
 m

o
re

 
c
re

a
ti
v
e

ly
 a

n
d

 e
ff

e
c
ti
v
e

ly
. 

 P
e

rt
h

, 
a

n
d
 A

u
s
tr

a
lia

, 
s
ti
ll 

p
ri
o
ri
ti
s
e

s
 r

o
a
d

s
 a

n
d

 c
a
rs

. 
T

h
is

 i
s
 n

o
t 
e
ff

ic
ie

n
t,
 e

c
o

n
o

m
ic

, 
h

e
a

lt
h

y
 o

r 
e

n
v
ir
o

n
m

e
n
ta

lly
 s

u
s
ta

in
a
b

le
. 

A
 m

u
lt
i-
m

o
d
a

l 
tr

a
n
s
p
o

rt
 n

e
tw

o
rk

 i
s
 n

e
e

d
e
d

, 
w

h
e
re

 c
a
rs

 a
re

 j
u

s
t 

o
n
e
 o

f 
th

e
 o

p
ti
o

n
s
. 

 A
 h

ig
h
 c

a
p
a

c
it
y
 p

u
b

lic
 t
ra

n
s
p
o

rt
 n

e
tw

o
rk

 i
s
 o

b
v
io

u
s
ly

 n
e
c
e

s
s
a
ry

. 
T

h
e
 h

u
b
s
 n

e
e

d
 t

o
 b

e
 c

o
n
n

e
c
te

d
 

w
it
h

o
u

t 
h

a
v
in

g
 t
o
 t
ra

v
e

l 
th

ro
u
g

h
 t
h

e
 C

B
D

, 
s
o

 e
a
s
t-

w
e

s
t 

a
n
d

 r
in

g
 r

o
u
te

s
 a

re
 n

e
e

d
e

d
. 
 

 R
a

il 
a

n
d

 l
ig

h
t 
ra

il 
s
e

e
m

 t
o

 b
e

 t
h

e
 b

e
tt

e
r 

o
p
ti
o

n
 (

ra
th

e
r 

th
a

n
 b

u
s
e

s
) 

fo
r 

m
a

in
 r

o
u
te

s
, 
g

iv
e

n
 t

h
e
y
: 

 • 
h

a
v
e

 h
ig

h
e
r 

c
a

p
a

c
it
y
; 

• 
d

o
 n

o
t 

c
o

n
tr

ib
u
te

 t
o

, 
o

r 
g

e
t 

s
tu

c
k
 i
n

, 
ro

a
d

 c
o

n
g

e
s
ti
o

n
; 

• 
a

re
 p

re
fe

rr
e

d
 –

 p
e
o

p
le

 d
o
n

’t
 l
ik

e
 b

u
s
e

s
 m

u
c
h
 b

u
t 
th

e
y
 l
ik

e
 t
ra

in
s
; 

• 
in

c
re

a
s
e

 r
e
g

e
n
e

ra
ti
o

n
, 
la

n
d

 v
a

lu
e
s
 a

n
d

 t
o

u
ri
s
m

; 
 

• 
a

re
 p

e
rm

a
n
e

n
t 
a

n
d

 t
ru

s
tw

o
rt

h
y
 –

 p
e
o

p
le

 i
n
s
ti
n

c
ti
v
e

ly
 k

n
o
w

 w
h

e
re

 t
h

e
y
 a

re
, 

w
h

e
re

 t
h

e
y
 g

o
 a

n
d

 h
o
w

 t
o

 
c
a

tc
h

 t
h

e
m

. 
 W

h
e
re

 r
a

il 
is

 n
o
t 
fe

a
s
ib

le
, 

b
u
s
e

s
 c

a
n
 f

e
e
d
 p

e
o

p
le

 f
ro

m
 a

 c
a

tc
h

m
e

n
t 

a
re

a
 i
n
to

 t
h

e
 c

lo
s
e
s
t 

h
u
b
. 

 
H

o
w

e
v
e

r,
 a

 s
m

a
rt

, 
h

e
a

lt
h
y
 c

it
y
 n

e
e

d
s
 m

o
re

 t
h

a
n

 j
u
s
t 
tr

a
in

s
, 

b
u

s
e

s
 a

n
d
 c

a
rs

. 
P

e
o
p

le
 n

e
e

d
 t
o

 b
e
 

e
n
c
o

u
ra

g
e

d
 t
o

 w
a

lk
 a

n
d

 c
y
c
le

 m
o

re
 a

s
 a

 l
e

g
it
im

a
te

 m
e

a
n

s
 o

f 
tr

a
n
s
p

o
rt

. 
 

 P
e

rt
h

 s
h

o
u

ld
 i
n
v
e

s
t 

in
: 

 • 
p

e
d

e
s
tr

ia
n
 a

n
d

 c
y
c
le

 f
ri
e

n
d

ly
 “

h
ig

h
” 

s
tr

e
e
ts

 t
o
 e

n
c
o

u
ra

g
e

 p
e

o
p
le

 t
o
 l
in

g
e

r 
in

 l
o
c
a

l 
s
h

o
p

p
in

g
 a

re
a

s
; 

• 
p

e
d

e
s
tr

ia
n
 a

n
d

 c
y
c
le

 l
a

n
e
s
 t

h
a
t 

a
re

 s
e
g

re
g

a
te

d
 f
ro

m
 e

a
c
h

 o
th

e
r;

 
• 

c
o

n
ti
n

u
o

u
s
, 

s
a
fe

 p
e

d
e
s
tr

ia
n
 a

n
d
 c

y
c
le

 l
a
n

e
s
 a

lo
n
g

 m
a
jo

r 
a

n
d

 m
in

o
r 

tr
a

n
s
p

o
rt

 r
o

u
te

s
; 

• 
e

n
d

 o
f 
tr

ip
 f
a

c
ili

ti
e

s
 (

fo
r 

e
x
a

m
p

le
 s

h
o

w
e

rs
, 

lo
c
k
e

rs
, 

b
ik

e
 r

a
c
k
s
);

  
• 

in
c
e

n
ti
v
is

in
g

 c
o

m
m

u
te

rs
 t

o
 u

s
e
 a

lt
e

rn
a
ti
v
e

 m
o

d
e

s
 o

f 
tr

a
n
s
p

o
rt

. 
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ITEM NO: 3 

ADOPTION OF ENVIRONMENT STRATEGY 

RECOMMENDATION: (APPROVAL) 

That Council adopts the Environment Strategy, as detailed in 
Schedule 4. 

BACKGROUND: 

FILE REFERENCE: P1013010-6 
REPORTING UNIT: Environment and Public Health 
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Planning and Development 
DATE: 1 February 2016 
MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 4 – Environment Strategy 

At its meeting held on 5 August 2014, Council approved Policy 8.5 – Towards an 
Energy Resilient City and endorsed the Towards an Energy Resilient City Strategic 
Directions Paper.  This Paper outlined the City of Perth’s (the City) strategic direction 
to work with stakeholders to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and develop energy 
resilience across central Perth. 

At its meeting held on 17 March 2015, Council approved Policy 8.0 – Environment 
Policy.  Policy 8.0 stands as a component of the City’s updated Strategic 
Environmental Framework.  It incorporates the intentions of Policy 8.5 – Towards an 
Energy Resilient City Policy and the Strategic Directions Paper and brings together 
the City’s other environmental priorities. 

A briefing to Council occurred on 19 May 2015.  The briefing discussed the City’s 
progress towards finalising the updated Strategic Environmental Framework (refer 
Table 1); including the proposed focus areas and objectives of the draft Environment 
Strategy. 

At its meeting held on 21 July 2015, the Council approved that the draft Environment 
Strategy be available for public comment for a six-week period.  

A further briefing to Council occurred on 2 February 2016.  The briefing discussed 
the edited version of the draft Environment Strategy and presented the overarching 
actions identified in the Environment Implementation Plan 2016 – 2020.  
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Table 1: Strategic Environment Framework 
 

Component Document Description 
1 Environment 

Policy 
The policy was adopted on 17 March 2015 and 
provides the overarching mandate for the 
inclusion of environmental considerations into 
work practices and activities. 

2 Environment 
Strategy 

The Environment Strategy will identify the 
strategic focus areas and objectives that will 
provide the greatest benefit to the environment, 
city and the community over the next 15 years. 

3 Implementation 
Plan 

The implementation plan will be developed 
after community consultation on the Strategy 
and will outline the actions the City will 
undertake over the next four years to achieve 
the objectives of the policy and the Strategic 
Community Plan, Vision 2029+. 

 

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY: 

Legislation Section 1.3 of the Local Government Act 1995 
 
Integrated Planning 
and Reporting 
Framework 
Implications 

Strategic Community Plan 
Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome 
S11 – Increase community awareness of environmentally 
sustainable ways of living 
S16 – Increase accessibility to green networks in the city 
S18 – Strengthen the capacity of the organisation 

Policy 
Policy No and Name: 8.0 – Environment Policy 
 8.5 – Towards an Energy Resilient City 
 

DETAILS: 

Environment Strategy  
 
A six-week consultation period for the draft Environment Strategy began on the 21 
July 2015.  In that time, external stakeholders received letters of invitation to 
comment on the document.  The City received seventeen formal responses from 
state agencies, non-government organisations, and associations.  Areas for 
improvement included the need to revise some operational and community targets 
and to align with best practise regarding energy, waste, and water management.   
 
The Engage Perth website offered an online forum for the community and City 
employees to provide ideas and comments regarding the draft Environment Strategy 
and Implementation Plan.  The website provided the City with a further 77 
submissions for consideration. 
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Comments and submissions provided to the City were largely congratulatory and 
praised the City for a positive and proactive approach to environmental management.  
The positive feedback coupled with a number of suggested changes consistently 
aligned to a number of key themes (refer Table 2).  Many formal submissions 
reflected the importance of local government in managing the environment and were 
overall supportive of the strategic objectives presented to them.   
 
Internal consultation consisted of fortnightly and monthly project group meetings, 
monthly steering group meetings, and respective consultation with business unit 
officers and managers. 
 
Table 2: Consistent themes evident across multiple submissions during the 
public comment period 
 

Draft Version Edited Version Reason for change 
The City of Perth 
engages with 10,000-
community members 
p.a. on environmental 
awareness. 
 
 

The City of Perth 
engages with 
50,000-
community 
members p.a. on 
environmental 
awareness. 

Internal consultation provided sufficient 
evidence that social media alone would 
surpass the draft target by more than 
double.   

The City of Perth 
reduces scheme 
water use by 15% 
 

The City of Perth 
reduces scheme 
water use by 
25% 

A recommendation by Water Corporation 
was to increase our target by a further 10% 
given our efforts in the Waterwise Council 
program.  

Residential water use 
falls below 85kL per 
person per year 

Residential water 
use falls below 
78kL per person 
per year 

A recommendation by Water Corporation 
was to revise our draft target to 78kL to 
demonstrate best practise.   
 

Air, land, and water 
quality is protected 
and natural areas are 
enhanced 

Air, land, 
biodiversity, and 
water quality is 
protected and 
natural areas are 
enhanced 

Department of Parks and Wildlife, WALGA, 
and Australian Institute of Landscape 
Architects (AILA) all recommended 
biodiversity be mentioned in strategic 
objective 3.  
 

No acknowledgement 
to traditional 
custodians 

Added page 
acknowledging 
traditional 
custodians 

Community suggestion recommended that 
an acknowledgement of Aboriginal culture 
and heritage be included.  This aligns with 
S16 of the Strategic Community’s Plan 
Vision 2029+.  

Water Wise City focus 
area 

Water Sensitive 
City focus area 

Department of Parks and Wildlife, WALGA, 
and AILA mention that a waterwise city is 
no longer best practise.  The term 
waterwise relates only to water efficiency 
(specifically Water Corporation) and not to 
the holistic management opportunities of 
water within the city.  
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Draft Version Edited Version Reason for change 
There was a 
perception that the 
draft Strategy did not 
equitably represent 
the value of public 
transport and active 
transport i.e. walking 
or cycling 

The Strategy 
gives public 
transport equal 
emphasis as part 
of an integrated 
transport 
network.   

Department of Transport, Public Transport 
Authority, and Main Roads WA collectively 
expressed the need for greater emphasis of 
public transport as an option to reduce car 
dependence within the city.  
 

There was a 
perception that the 
draft Strategy gave 
little consideration to 
community health 
concerns in relation to 
climate change 
adaptation 

A new dot point 
was added under 
objective 5:  
Address risks to 
community and 
assets from 
seasonal 
hazards 
heightened by 
climate change 

WALGA, AILA, and Landcorp 
recommended strengthening the health 
implications of climate change particularly 
in regards to urban heat.  
 

Where applicable, 
waste should be 
mentioned as a 
resource rather than 
simply as waste 

Changes have 
been made, 
where 
applicable, to 
refer to waste as 
a resource 

WALGA, AILA, Landcorp, and Department 
of Environment Regulation recommended 
that there be greater emphasis of waste as 
resource.  
 

 
Stakeholders received a response electronically to thank those who provided 
comment to the draft Strategy.  All stakeholders will receive an electronic copy of the 
final Strategy, and those who provided comment will receive an attached formal letter 
of appreciation. 
 
Environment Implementation Plan 
 
The Strategy outlines five focus areas and identifies eleven strategic objectives.  An 
Implementation Plan underpinning the Strategy has been developed.  The 
Implementation Plan outlines operational initiatives the City will deliver over the next 
four years, many of which include collaboration with external stakeholders.  Actions 
in the Implementation Plan will inform the development of the 2016/17 Corporate 
Business Plan.   
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The cost associated with delivering the commitments within the Strategy and 
subsequently the Implementation Plan are estimates against the City’s future 
financial projections and alignment with the strategic direction set in the Strategic 
Community Plan Vision 2029+.  In some cases, project costing is yet to be 
determined.  This allows specific projects and actions to be proposed when funding is 
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either available or the action becomes a priority of the City.  All projects and costs in 
the Implementation Plan are subject to the City’s budget decisions.   
 

COMMENTS: 

This report proposes that Council adopts the Environment Strategy in Schedule 4.  
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[The foreword will be completed once the Strategy is adopted by Council]

Lord Mayor’s Foreword

1



“The City of Perth respectfully 
acknowledges the Traditional 
Owners of the south-west of 
Western Australia, the Noongar 
People (also spelt Nyoongar, 
Nyungar, Noongah). We pay our 
respects to the Elders past and 
present.”

2



Environmental
Sustainability
and Health

Climate
Response

Water 
Sensitive City

Waste 
Conscious
City

Energy
Resilience

3



The Environment Strategy has been developed to enable the City of Perth 
to achieve excellence in environmental management by delivering on our 
responsibilities and to harness opportunities to improve. Environmental 
excellence will require everyone to work together, this Strategy positions the 
City of Perth to work with community to lead towards a sustainable future 
for the city as a whole. The environment, in the City of Perth, comprises the 
integration of natural and built structures, resource efficiency and how people 
interact with the city.

Introduction

The Environment Strategy has been informed 
by the 2029+ Vision, community consultation, 
and the City of Perth’s Integrated Planning 
Framework. The City of Perth has taken an 
evidence based approach to understand local, 
state, and global environmental challenges. 
The broad environmental goals and regulations 
of the State and Federal Governments guide 
current environmental performance and offer 
best practice improvement opportunities. 

The City of Perth’s commitment to an 
environmentally sustainable future has been 
reflected in its long term commitment to global 
initiatives such as the International Council for 
Local Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI) and World 
Energy Cities Partnership. The City has achieved 
improvements in its own operations, from 
building and street lighting efficiency upgrades 
to water recycling infrastructure and investing in 
solar energy. City projects like the constructed 
stormwater treatment wetland at Point Fraser 
have fostered innovation in environmental 
management, and the City has built strong 
partnerships to facilitate community action 
through environment grants and awareness 
programs.

The Environment Strategy sets out the 
City’s action priorities for the next 15 years 
to work towards its commitment to be an 
environmentally sustainable city. It identifies 
objectives and strategies for delivery over five 
focus areas.

The Environment Strategy addresses 
environmental improvements in the City 
of Perth’s own operations and how it can 
collaborate with stakeholders to facilitate 
community action. The City of Perth community 
comprises residents, workers, businesses, 
visitors, land and property owners, state and 
federal government agencies, and industry 
bodies and stakeholders.

The Environment Strategy is supported by an 
Implementation Plan containing detailed actions, 
priorities, partnerships and responsibilities. The 
Implementation Plan will be reviewed annually.
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Backgroundext

Coordinated global environmental stewardship began with the establishment 
of the United Nations Environment Programme in the 1970s to establish a 
‘voice for the environment’. The 1987 Brundtland Report was the first formal 
introduction to the concept of sustainability as a way to integrate economic, 
social and environmental considerations for present and future generations.

Shortly following the Brundtland Report, the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC) was established to provide concise 
and scientific information on climate change 
and its potential environmental and socio-
economic impacts. In 1992, with the IPCC as a 
foundation, the UN Conference on Environment 
and Development 1992 set in place international 
agreements which have led global progress 
towards environmental sustainability. Over 
the decades, environmental sustainability has 
been a growing forefront in overcoming shared 
challenges. With an increasingly urbanised 
world, cities are becoming showcases for 
effective sustainable action.

Cities play a key role in preserving the future of 
the environment. In dense population centres 
energy and water consumption per capita is 
often lower than suburban or regional areas, 
making cities key to a sustainable future for 
generations to come1. 

As dense urban centres, cities are a major 
contributor to climate change through intensity 
of resource use. They produce around 70% of 
greenhouse gas emissions whilst occupying just 
2 percent of land. However, cities experiencing 
growth and development, like Perth, also 
provide opportunity to trial new technologies 
and innovations. 

The City of Perth is the capital city of Western 
Australia, covering an area of 8.1 km2. It has 
many unique characteristics such as being the 
largest employment hub in Perth and home to 
international, national and local business head 
offices. By 2031, Perth is forecast to have an 
additional 14,452 (based on 2006 figures) new 
residential dwellings and 1.2 million m2 of non-
residential space, with almost a 60% population 
growth by 20362. 

The City of Perth is bordered on two sides by the 
Swan River (Derbal Yerrigan) and on a third by 
Kings Park and Botanic Gardens. Environmental 
consideration in this context must also therefore 
acknowledge and understand the regional and 
global context of many environmental issues, as 
well as the inter-relationships and linkages that 
exist between elements of the natural and built 
environments.
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Cities play a key 
role in preserving 
the future of our 
environment.
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The City of Perth is committed 
to leading, inspiring and 
working with its community 
to ensure Perth is one of the 
world’s most environmentally 
sustainable cities.
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The City of Perth is committed to leading, inspiring and 
working with its community to ensure Perth is one of 
the world’s most environmentally sustainable cities. 
Perth will become a climate resilient city in which energy, 
water, and other natural resources are conserved and ecological 
systems and habitats thrive and enrich the city. The community 
value their environment and actively contribute towards its 
improvement.

The City of Perth will continually improve environmental 
performance in our own operations and capital investments 
through efficient resource use, effective management and 
optimising procurement.

The City of Perth will enrich natural areas with added biodiversity 
value and strengthen the relationship between environment and 
community health and wellbeing. 

The City will foster innovation. It will encourage and enhance 
the community’s and stakeholders’ capacity to reduce Perth 
city’s ecological footprint. We will create a resilient, diverse 
and attractive environment that evokes pride, passion and a 
unique sense of place.

The City of Perth will implement the Environment Strategy in line 
with the principles of an informed, collaborative, accountable and 
responsive city.

A Commitment to an Environmentally Sustainable City City

The City of Perth 
acknowledges that 
environmental 
considerations must be 
balanced with economic and 
social considerations for a 
triple bottom line approach 
to sustainable development. 

City of Perth has reduced 
the environmental impact 
of its commercial car 
parking business through 
initiatives such as a  
$536,000 carbon offset 
tree planting program that 
has seen 380,000 trees 
planted to offset 64,200 
tonnes of greenhouse gas 
emissions.

Other initiatives include: 
water and energy efficiency 
improvements to car park 
infrastructure including 
induction and LED lighting, 
solar panels on parking 
equipment, renewable 
energy at Elder Street car 
park, rainwater harvesting 
and recycling of cleaning 
water, and renewable 
energy generation. 
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Measuring Progress

Focus area City of Perth Operational Targets Community Targets

Environmental 
Sustainability  

and Health

• Reach 50,000 community 
members per year to raise 
awareness of environmental 
sustainability by 20303

• 30% of net lettable area of 
existing office space participates 
in environmental programs, such 
as CitySwitch Green Office and 
Water Wise Office by 20305

Climate 
Response

• All City of Perth Asset 
Management Plans incorporate 
climate response considerations 
by 2030

• The city scores 50% or above in 
disaster resilience as assessed 
by the United Nations Office for 
Disaster Risk Reduction by 2030

Environmental
Sustainability
and Health

Climate
Response

With the City’s commitment to an evidence based approach to environmental management, targets 
for 2030 have been identified within each of five focus areas. As further evidence and new initiatives 
emerge and are developed, the City of Perth can emphasise more ambitious targets as part of the four 
year review process detailed in Integration and Implementation. The City of Perth also acknowledges 
that there are qualitative elements to this Strategy that can also be monitored.
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Focus area City of Perth Operational Targets Community Targets

Energy 
Resilience

• Reduce City of Perth operational 
emissions by 30% (BAU baseline 
by 2030)7 

• Source 25% of the City’s 
operational energy from 
renewable or low carbon sources 
by 20307

•  Work with the community to 
achieve 30% reduction in city-
wide greenhouse gas emissions 
(BAU baseline by 2030)7

• Work with the community to 
achieve 20% of citywide energy 
use from renewable or low 
carbon sources by 20307

Water  
Sensitive City

• Reduce scheme water use in City 
of Perth operations by 25%8 and 
increase use of alternative water 
sources by 2030

• Work with the community to 
achieve residential water use 
below 78kL per person per year 
by 20309

Waste 
Conscious City

• Achieve 65% recovery of municipal solid waste, 70% recovery of 
commercial and industrial waste, and 75% recover of construction and 
demolition waste by 202010 and develop new targets set for 2030.

Energy
Resilience

Water
Wise City

Waste 
Conscious
City
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Focus areas and objectives for delivery

Environmental
Sustainability
and Health

 Be a leader in 
environmental 
sustainability

Environmental 
Sustainability  

and Health

Be a driver of 
environmentally 

sustainable design and 
development  

Air, land, biodiversity, 
and water quality is 

protected and natural 
spaces are enhanced

Climate
Response

Have an advanced 
understanding of 

climate change risks

Climate  
Response

Be prepared for, and 
ready to respond to 
climate change risks

An 
environmentally 
sustainable City 
of Perth
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Energy
Resilience

Improved energy 
efficiency and reduced 

greenhouse gas 
emissions

Energy  
Resilience

High emissions energy 
sources replaced with 

low emissions and 
renewable energy 

sources

Water
Wise City

Improved efficiency in 
water use and quality 

of water

Water  
Sensitive City

Maximum retention, 
re-use, and fit-for-

purpose use of water

Waste 
Conscious
City

Waste is avoided and 
waste recovery is 

maximised through 
reuse & recycling

Waste  
Conscious City

The environmental 
impacts of waste 

generated in the city 
are minimised
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The case for action
Strong city governance and leadership is important to set best practice standards and 
provide a coordinated response to environmental challenges. Encouraging and enabling 
the community towards action can be done through a mix of voluntary and mandatory 
mechanisms governed at local, state and federal levels. Through international joint 
initiatives such as the Carbon Disclosure Project, cities can set targets, benchmark, and 
measure and report on environmental performance.

Environmental Sustainability and Health Environmental
Sustainability
and Health

Directions 2031 provides a 
long term planning framework 
released by the Western 
Australian Department of 
Planning. The framework 
aims to assist in preparing the 
state for future population 
growth and changes to urban 
form. A move towards more 
transit oriented development, 
as advocated in the State 
Government’s Capital City 
Planning Framework (2013) 
and the City of Perth’s Urban 
Design Framework, can help 
to sustainably cope with 
increasing density and manage 
air quality.

These planning and design 
frameworks also guide the 
preservation of the natural 
environment. The City of Perth 
sits within a global biodiversity 
hotspot where our unique 
environment faces a multitude 
of threats from human activity. 
There are almost 360,000 
hectares of reserved parks 
and forested areas across the 
region. The City of Perth is 
fortunate to sit along the Swan 
River and have close proximity 
to the biodiversity offered at 
Kings Park and Heirrison Island. 
It is important that the City of 
Perth plays its role in regional 

efforts to prevent water, land, 
noise, and light pollution and 
care for its urban ecosystems.

The City of Perth Environment 
Policy (CP 8.0) sets the 
environmental position of the 
City of Perth and its desire 
to act as a leader in urban 
environmental sustainability.

The environment is integral 
to community health and 
wellbeing. The strategic 
objectives will guide the City 
and community to place greater 
value on the environment 
within the city.

30% of net lettable 
area of existing office 
space participates in 
environmental programs, 
such as CitySwitch Green 
Office and Water Wise 
Office by 20305

Community Targets 2030

Reach 50,000 community 
members per year to raise 
awareness of environmental 
sustainability by 20303

City of Perth  
Operational Target 2030
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Aspiration
The City of Perth and the community has an 
appreciation for the environment and are 
actively improving performance. Development 
in the city is driven by environmentally 
sustainable design and the City of Perth’s and 
the community’s environmental initiatives 
are enhanced through local, national, and 
international collaboration.

Measures
The City of Perth can measure 
progress towards this aspiration 
through regular reporting on 
environmental performance 
including surveyed understanding of 
environmental issues, vegetation/
tree canopy, biodiversity, building 
sustainability ratings, and water and 
air quality.
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Environmental Sustainability and Health Environmental
Sustainability
and Health

Objective 1:
Be a leader in 
environmental 
sustainability 

•	Monitor, understand and 
report environmental 
performance, aiming for 
continual improvement in 
balance with the City’s social 
and economic priorities

•	Increase understanding of 
environmental sustainability 
within the City of Perth 
and the community to 
build capacity to improve 
environmental performance

•	Integrate the principles of 
environmental sustainability 
into City of Perth decision-
making processes and 
activities

Objective 2:
Be a driver of 
environmentally 
sustainable design and 
development 

•	Review and improve 
design guidelines, approval 
processes, incentives and 
compliance mechanisms to 
facilitate environmentally 
sustainable design and 
improve environmental 
performance of new 
buildings 

•	Collaborate with 
stakeholders to improve 
environmental performance 
and adopt environmental 
best practice in current and 
new development 

•	Integrate the principles of 
environmentally sustainable 
design and value the 
environment into the City 
of Perth’s public realm 
and asset design and 
development, ensuring these 
principles are embraced by 
third parties

Objective 3:
Air, land, biodiversity, 
and water quality is 
protected and natural 
spaces are enhanced

•	Enhance the environmental 
quality, biodiversity, and 
connectivity of the City’s 
ecosystems and natural 
spaces 

•	Strengthen community 
connection and increase 
community access to the 
natural environment

•	Collaborate with 
stakeholders to improve 
the quality of inflows into 
the Swan River and manage 
and maintain groundwater 
quality and riparian areas

•	Investigate and implement 
strategies to measure and 
manage air, noise, and 
light pollution across the 
city in collaboration with 
stakeholders 
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Climate Response

The case for action
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) predicts that changes to the climate 
are significant and have the potential to greatly impact life and society. Climate Change 
in Australia (CSIRO, 2015) projects more hot days and warm spells for Perth as average 
temperatures continue to increase in all seasons coupled with a continuing trend of decreasing 
winter rainfall. Mean sea level will continue to rise and the number of extreme sea-level events 
will also increase, with a harsher fire-weather climate also projected in the future.

Climate
Response

Adapting to climate change 
is a shared responsibility. 
Governments at all levels, 
businesses and households 
have complementary roles to 
play. Countries, states and cities 
around the world are adopting 
plans of action to prepare for 
the future based on their own 
local conditions. 

The State Government’s Capital 
City Planning Framework (2013) 
identifies that climate change 
impacts have the potential 
to cause serious economic, 
social, and environmental 
costs. However these costs 
can be avoided and minimised 
through well-designed 
early adaptation that builds 
robustness against climate 
risks. The Western Australian 
Government’s Adapting to our 
changing climate (2012) focuses 
on climate change responses 
appropriate for Western 
Australia and outlines key 
policies the State Government 
will adopt to tackle this 
important issue.

Climate change poses a number 
of threats to community 
wellbeing, natural resources, 
and our built environment. 
Threats to Perth are : 

• Greater influence of urban 
heat on community and 
assets

• Increase in hot days over 
35oC from 28 days to 67 days 
by 2070

• Increased disruption from 
climate related events, such 
as heatwaves and flooding

• Decrease in mean annual 
rain fall and water runoff

Achieving a climate responsive 
city is about developing a city 
robust and resilient to future 
changes. Preserving natural 
and man-made assets can 
reduce physical vulnerability 
of city systems ahead of 
these changes, and ensure 
infrastructure is prepared to 
withstand climatic events. This 
includes the identification of 
risks and development and 
implementation of responses 
to increases in temperature, 
changes in air quality reduced 
rainfall, sea level rise, flooding, 
and bushfires. 

The city scores 50% or 
above in disaster resilience 
assessed by the Unitied 
Nations Office for Disaster 
Risk Reduction by 2030.

Community Targets 2030

All City of Perth Asset 
Management Plans 
incorporate climate response 
considerations by 2030.

City of Perth  
Operational Targets 2030

17



18



Aspiration
Climate resilience is understood and 
prioritised in the City of Perth. As a 
whole, the City has climate responsive 
built form, healthy natural spaces, 
and a safe and thriving community. 

Measures
The City of Perth can measure progress 
towards this aspiration through 
community awareness about climate 
change impacts on the city and 
their lives, and through completing 
international standardised reporting on 
disaster resilience through the Disaster 
Resilience Scorecard for Cities.
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Objective 4:
Have an advanced 
understanding of 
climate change risks

•	Investigate and 
improve organisational 
understanding of climate 
change risks for City of 
Perth assets including public 
spaces and environmental 
assets such as street trees

•	Work with stakeholders 
to investigate, understand 
and communicate the risks 
from climate change to city 
infrastructure, buildings, and 
community wellbeing.

•	Understand that climate 
change will influence a 
multitude of environmental, 
social and economical 
considerations

Objective 5:
Be prepared for, and 
ready to respond to 
climate change risks

•	Address risks to City assets 
and operations from natural 
hazards and climate change 
to improve performance and 
resilience

•	Work with stakeholders to 
prepare for and positively 
adapt to climate change risks 
through creation of natural 
spaces, facilitating climate 
responsive built form, and 
risk mitigation strategies

•	Work with stakeholders for a 
regional approach to climate 
change adaptation

•	Address risks to community 
and assets from seasonal 
hazards heightened by 
climate change

What is the 
UN Disaster 
Resilience 
Scorecard For 
Cities?
The scorecard provides 
a set of self-assessments 
to enable cities around 
the world to understand 
how resilient they are 
to natural disasters. It 
consists of 85 disaster 
resilience evaluation 
criteria to enable cities 
to establish a baseline 
measurement of their 
current level of disaster 
resilience, to identify 
priorities for investment 
and action, and to 
track their progress in 
improving their disaster 
resilience over time. 
The Scorecard was 
compiled by members 
of the United Nations 
International Strategy for 
Disaster Risk Reduction 
(UNISDR) Private Sector 
Advisory Group.

Climate Response Climate
Response
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The case for action
Generating energy from fossil fuels produces greenhouse gas emissions which are resulting in changes 
to the climate. Transitioning towards energy resilience is a way to future proof against climate change 
through reducing energy use, diversifying energy sources and using renewable energy.

Energy Resilience Energy
Resilience

In December 2015, 195 nations 
including Australia signed 
the Paris Climate Change 
Agreement and adopted the 
first-ever universal, legally 
binding global climate deal.  
This agreement will enter into 
force in 2020 and once it is 
ratified elements will need to 
be reflected within Australian 
domestic climate change policy.

Although sub national 
authorities have no direct 
obligations under the Paris 
Agreement; local and sub 
national governments were 
recognised as essential actors 
in fast tracking transformative 
action in the urban world. The 
Paris Agreement also reflected 
the success of local government 
advocacy, enshrining local 
and sub national actors within 
an international climate 
agreement for the first time.

In signing the Kyoto Protocol, 
an international treaty on 
emissions reduction, the 
Australian Government made 
a commitment to monitor 
and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. This commitment is 
reflected in State Government 
planning policies such as 
the Capital City Planning 
Framework 2013 which sets a 
vision for reducing the city’s 
resource footprint, including, 
greenhouse gas emissions.

Cities are a key opportunity for 

these reductions due to their 
dense built environment, and 
that buildings are responsible 
for around 40% of global 
energy use and one third of 
total emissions with an annual 
growth rate of around 2.5%12. 
The IPCC has found that 
emissions from commercial and 
residential activity can be cost-
effectively reduced by almost 
30%, bringing financial and 
environmental savings.

The City of Perth analysed 
energy use across the City to 
identify opportunities that could 
deliver energy resilience for the 
future and help to achieve more 
than 30% reduction in business 
as usual (BAU) greenhouse gas 
emissions across the City by 
2030. This study found buildings 
are the largest contributor to 
emissions (65%) and transport 
the second largest at 29%. 
Energy efficiency, renewable and 
low carbon energy generation 
and sustainable transport 
strategies can lead us towards an 
energy resilient city. Figure 1 on 
page 27 summarises the findings 
of this study.

The City of Perth has reflected 
its commitment to act on 
reducing carbon emissions by 
signing the World Energy Cities 
Partnership Calgary Climate 
Change Accord. As a member 
of the World Energy Cities 
Partnership, the City of Perth has 
recognised its unique position 

Work with the community 
to achieve 30% reduction in 
city-wide greenhouse gas 
emissions (BAU baseline) by 
20307

Work with the community 
to achieve 20% of citywide 
energy use from renewable 
or low carbon sources by 
20307

Community Targets 2030

Reduce City of Perth 
operational emissions by 
30% (BAU baseline by 2030)7

Source 25% of the City’s 
operational energy from 
renewable or low carbon 
sources by 20307

City of Perth  
Operational Targets 2030

to support and lead on reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

Additionally, the City of Perth 
has become a signatory to 
both the Compact of Mayors 
and Western Australian Local 
Government Association 
Declaration on Climate 
Change, which aligns with the 
City’s current leadership and 
commitment to mitigation and 
adaptation activities that assist 
in responding to climate change.
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Aspiration
The city as a whole minimises carbon 
emissions in line with the energy 
hierarchy: to be lean (use less energy), 
be clean (supply energy efficiently), and 
be green (use renewable energy). A 
pedestrian, cycle, and public transport 
focused network delivers sustainable 
transport options for residents, workers 
and visitors 

The City of Perth works towards 
becoming a carbon neutral organisation 
by reducing energy use and emissions 
across its own operations, as well as 
trialling renewable and low carbon 
energy options.

Measures
The City of Perth can measure 
progress towards this aspiration by 
tracking energy usage (by source) and 
greenhouse gas emissions in City of 
Perth operations and the city as a whole.
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Energy Resilience Energy
Resilience

Objective 6: 
Improved energy efficiency with 
reduced greenhouse gas emissions 

•	Minimise energy use and emissions from City 
operations, fleet, and public spaces

•	Support retrofitting and improved energy 
performance initiatives in existing buildings 

•	Implement transport initiatives that reduce 
energy use and emissions, and improve 
environmental performance

•	Work with community to increase the use of 
public transport and facilitate walking and 
cycling within the city

Objective 7: 
High emissions energy sources 
replaced with low emissions and 
renewable energy sources

•	 Generate renewable energy from City of 
Perth properties 

•	Promote and support renewable and low 
carbon energy sources within new and 
existing developments, precincts, and 
buildings in the city

•	Explore and trial local and precinct scale 
energy generation and retail opportunities

Figure 1. 2006 Greenhouse gas emissions by source and sector

SECTOR

Buildings 65%

Waste 6%

Transport 29%

Retail Buildings 7%

Industrial Buildings 3%

Residential Dwellings 4%

Employee Travel 28%

Residential Travel 1%

Waste 6%

Commerical Buildings 51%

SOURCE
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The case for action
Urban growth puts pressure on supply of natural resources. Cities require a large input of 
freshwater to supply the community, and in turn need adequate capture, drainage and 
treatment of water. OECD predicts that urban water demand will increase by 55% by 205013. 
Australia is the driest continent on Earth and it is important systems and infrastructure are 
in place and maintained to cope with future growth demand. 

Perth’s declining water 
availability from both surface 
and groundwater sources is 
well recognised. The Water 
Corporation predict a 40% 
decline in rainfall by 2060, and 
with the need for an additional 
365 Gigalitres of reticulated 
drinking water for Perth and 
surrounding towns. Despite 
a 20% reduction in water use 
since 2001, metropolitan Perth 
still remains one of the highest 
water using cities in Australia.

Water supplies can be 
supported through the reuse 
of water. Sources of water 
for reuse include stormwater, 
greywater, blackwater 
(sewerage) and industrial 
(operational) water such as 
process water or water from 
cooling towers. 

In order to transition to a 
water sensitive city, the City’s 
operations, businesses and the 
community need to optimise 
their use of water, reduce 
consumption where possible 
and increase the use of non-
drinking water sources for 
appropriate uses.

The City has demonstrated 
its commitment to water 
conservation and efficiency 
through its achievement, the 
final milestone, in the ICLEI 
Water Campaign Program back 
in 2010.

The City of Perth is a founding 
partner in the Waterwise office 
Program aimed at reducing 
water use in commercial 
properties in the CBD. Figures 
2-4 on page 31 show water use 
in residential and commercial 
buildings in the city.

Water Sensitive City Water
Wise City

Work with the community 
to achieve residential water 
use below 78kL per person 
per year by 20309

Community Targets 2030

Reduce scheme water use 
in City of Perth operations 
by 25%8 and increase use of 
alternative water sources by 
2030.

City of Perth  
Operational Target 2030
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Aspiration
Perth highly values its water resources. 
The City of Perth leads by example 
in conserving and efficiently using 
water, replacing scheme water with 
groundwater or recycled water to 
optimise fit-for-purpose use of water 
wherever possible. The City invests in 
water saving technologies and practices, 
actively managing irrigation and other 
operational systems to respond to 
climatic and soil conditions.

Measures
The City of Perth can measure 
progress towards this aspiration by 
tracking the annual volumes of scheme 
water, groundwater and recycled 
water used by Council facilities and 
operations, and tracking community 
water use.
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Objective 8: 
Improved efficiency in water use and 
quality of water runoff

•	Minimise use of ground and scheme water 
from City operations and public spaces

•	Support retrofitting and improved water 
performance initiatives in existing buildings 

•	Implement and promote water sensitive 
urban design

•	Monitor and improve water quality 
discharging into the river and wetlands

Objective 9: 
Maximum retention, re-use, and fit-
for-purpose use of water

•	Increase water reuse and use of non-
scheme water sources in City properties and 
operations including for irrigation

•	Promote and support increased retention, 
reuse and use of non-scheme water sources 
within new and existing developments, 
precincts, and buildings in the city

Water Sensitive City Water
Wise City

Figure 2. Water use of the City of Perth local government area, 2010/11.

Commercial office buildings

Industrial, residential and other
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Figure 3. Water balance of water 
cooled commercial office buildings

  Cooling Towers 46%

  Others (Cleaning) 1.4%

  Irrigation 2.5%

  Urinals 3.1%

  Showers 3.3%

  Kitchen Area 4%

  Leaks 5.1%

  Basins 9%

  Toilets 25.6%

Figure 4. Water balance of air cooled 
commercial office buildings

  Toilets 47.3%

  Others (Cleaning) 2.5%

  Irrigation 4.5%

  Urinals 5.8%

  Showers 6.2%

  Kitchen Area 7.5%

  Leaks 9.4%

  Basins 9.4%

  Toilets 16.7%



The case for action
Australians generate around 43.8 million tonnes of waste per year, and Western Australia 
has the highest per capita waste generation14. Waste generation and management have 
a number of environmental impacts, these can include contamination of land and water, 
methane generation from landfills and the energy and resources required to develop the 
infrastructure and systems required for collection, processing or disposal.

Waste Conscious City
Waste 
Conscious
City

The Western Australian Waste 
Strategy: Creating the right 
environment (2012) is the 
blueprint for the way in which 
waste issues are managed in 
WA. The Strategy employs 
best practice and continuous 
improvement, along with target 
setting, as primary approaches 
to drive this change through 
strategic objectives relating to 
knowledge, infrastructure and 
incentives.

There are three main 
sources of waste: municipal, 
commercial and industrial 
(C&l) and construction and 
demolition (C&D). Each sector 
provides opportunities for 
diversion from landfill and 
reuse. City of Perth Waste 
Strategy 2014-2024+ assists 
in the improvement of waste 
management, thereby reducing 
the potential for waste to 
impact on the environment 
across the City.

“The Western Australian 
Waste Strategy ‘Creating the 
Right Environment’ calls for 
best practice and continual 
improvement. It sets targets 
of diverting 50% of municipal 
solid waste from landfill by 
2015, and 65% by 2020. For 
the commercial and industrial 
sector, targets are 55% landfill 
diversion by 2015 and 70% by 
2020. The construction and 
demolition waste targets are 
60% diversion by 2014 and 75% 
by 2020. The actions in this 
strategy will assist in delivering 
these targets.” 

- City of Perth Waste Strategy 
2014-2024+ 

Figures 5 and 6 on Page 35 
show the waste composition 
of commercial and residential 
waste in the city.

Achieve 65% recovery of 
municipal solid waste, 70% 
recovery of commercial and 
industrial waste, and 75% 
recover of construction and 
demolition waste by 2020 
and develop new targets set 
for 203010

City of Perth  
Operational Targets & 
Community Targets 2030
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Aspiration
The City of Perth leads the community in the 
overall reduction of waste per capita and in 
significantly increasing recycling and recovery 
of resources towards the targets set in the 
State Government Waste Strategy.

Measures
The City of Perth can measure progress 
towards this aspiration by tracking the 
weight of municipal and commercial 
waste generated, collected and recycled 
per worker, resident, and visitor.
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Waste Conscious City
Waste 
Conscious
City

Objective 10:
Waste is avoided and resource 
recovery is maximised by encouraging 
reuse, recycling and recovery of waste

•	Build the capacity of the community to 
practise waste minimisation and recycling

•	Reduce waste volumes and increase resource 
recovery through improved residential and 
commercial waste, recycling and green waste 
services

•	Current and new development practice waste 
minimisation and maximise resource recovery 
through reuse, recycling and recovery

Objective 11:
The environmental impacts of waste 
generated in the city are minimised

•	Ensure City of Perth procurement and 
purchasing systems minimise environmental 
impacts and prioritise the use of recycled 
products and sustainable materials in 
procurement

•	Apply relevant processes to ensure that local 
businesses and the community manage their 
waste in an environmentally responsible 
manner

•	Manage City of Perth waste operations to 
reduce the amount of waste generated 
to ensure waste does not escape into the 
natural or urban environmental systems

Figure 5. The City of Perth average 
household general waste composition

  Paper & Cardboard 15.2

  Green & Organic 8.4%

  Food 40.1%

  Metals 3.5%

  Glass 6.8%

  Plastic 8.4%

  Other 9.2%

  Building Material 6.6%

  Wood 2%

Figure 6. Commercial General Waste 
Composition

  Recycleable Containers 10.4%

  Other Organics 12.5%

  Others 5.3%

  E-Waste 4.5%

  Food 48.5%

  Plastic 5.6%

  Cardboard 8.0%

  Recycleable Paper 8.4%
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Integration and Implementation 

The City of Perth’s Environment Strategy works in conjunction with a suite of strategic 
and operational documents that guide the integration of environmental consideration 
with social advancement and economic prosperity within all city activities. 

Intergrated Planning & Reporting Framework

Strategic  
Enablers

Strategic 
Community Plan Informing Strategies

Informing Strategy
Action Plan

• Community vision and aspirations
• Objectives and strategies

• Priorities and delivery program
• Operational service levels
• Key initiatives and projects
• Informing Strategy Actions

• Issue Specific Strategies 
(This Strategy)

• Service Delivery Plans
• Council Policies

• Annualised four year budget

Corporate  
Business Plan

Annual Budget

Workforce  
Plan

Long Term  
Financial Plan

Corporate Asset
Management  

Plan

The City of Perth adopts an Integrated Planning 
Approach. The City of Perth’s Integrated 
Planning and Reporting Framework (IPRF) is 
outlined in the diagram below, showing the 
interaction between the plans and the influence 
of the informing strategies. The intent of the 
IPRF is to ensure the priorities and services 
provided by the City of Perth are aligned with 
our community’s needs and aspirations.

The Strategic Community Plan, Vision 2029+, 
is the City’s long term strategic direction that 
expresses the community’s vision for the future 
together with the strategies to address strategic 
community outcomes. 

This drives the City of Perth’s Corporate Business 
Plan, which is the detailed implementation 
plan for services, key projects and capital 
investments over the next four years. The 
actions to activate the City’s Informing Strategies 
are key components of the City’s Corporate 
Business Plan. 

The Environment Strategy is one of these 
Informing Strategies, identifying and shaping 
environmental priorities, projects, programs 
and service delivery to meet the outcomes of 
the Strategic Community Plan (Figure 7). The 
City’s key strategic enablers show how we are 
equipped to deliver on the commitments made 
in the Corporate Business Plan.

Figure 7. The City of Perth Intergrated Planning and Reporting Framework
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These strategic enablers are: 

•	 Long Term Financial Plan  
This plan allows for appropriate decision 
making with emphasis on financial 
sustainability. 

•	 Workforce Plan  
This plan identifies the workforce 
requirements needed for current and 
future operations. 

•	 Corporate Asset Management Plan  
This plan provides guidance on service 
provision to inform the City’s financial 
and key service needs. 

The City’s Annual Budget is based on the 
projected costing of year one of the Corporate 
Business Plan, with opportunity to review during 
the mid-year budget review processes.

The aspirations, objectives, and strategies for 
delivery detailed in this Environment Strategy 
will guide a four year implementation plan in 
which the City’s commitments are prioritised, 
resources allocated, and partnerships and 
responsibilities identified. The implementation 
plan will be reviewed annually in line with the 
City’s Annual Budget. 

The Environment Strategy will be reviewed in 
alignment with developments in the Strategic 
Community Plan. It will be reviewed every two 
years, alternating between a minor review 
(updating as needed) and a major review 
(seeking community input and retesting the 
aspriations).

Figure 8 below outlines the interface of the 
Environment Strategy with other City of Perth 
strategic and operational documents with 
special relevance for the environment.

Strategic direction

Figure 8. Interface of the draft City of Perth Environment Strategy
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Key Operational Documents

•	 City of Perth Environment Policy CP8.0
•	 Towards an Energy Resilient City Policy 

CP8.5
•	 Influencing policies:

o Asset Management Policy CP9.12
o Purchasing Policy CP9.7
o Disposal of Property Policy CP9.14
o Contributed Asset Policy CP9.15

Related Plans and Strategies:

•	 Urban Design Framework (2010)

•	 Energy resilient City Strategic Directions 
Paper (2014)

•	 Lighting Strategy (2014)

•	 Waste Strategy 2014-2024+

•	 Economic Development Strategy (2014)

•	 Urban Forest Plan (in development

•	 Integrated Transport Plan (in 
development)

•	 City Planning Strategy (in development)

1 United Nations (2011) Hot Cities: Battle Ground for Climate Change. From http://mirror.unhabitat.org/downloads/docs/E_Hot_Cities.pdf ac-
cessed on 5 June 2015.

2 Forecast ID (2015). City of Perth population forecasts. From http://forecast.id.com.au/perth accessed 5 June 2015
3 In 2014 the City of Perth reached at least 2000 community members to raise awareness about environmental sustainability
4 In 2014 the City of Perth did not require an environmental sustainability statement on new development applications
5 In 2014 14% of NLA participated in the CitySwitch Green Office Program and 4% in the Waterwise Office Program
6 Most cities achieve less than 50% of the aspirational definition of disaster resilience
7 These targets were informed by the City’s Energy Resilient City Strategic Directions Paper and Study. Emissions in 2013/14 the City of Perth’s 
operational emissions from buildings was 10,479 tonnes CO2-e. Citywide business as usual emissions were estimated to reach 1,196,000 tonnes 
CO2-e by 2031.

8 This target is informed by the WA Water Corporation aim to reduce per person scheme water use by 15% by 2030. In 2014 City of Perth’s 
scheme water use was just over 740,000 kL

9 This target is informed by the WA Water Corporation aim to lead households towards reducing per person water use to 85 kL per year by 2030. 
10 This target is informed by the WA Waste Authority targets outlined in the Western Australian Waste Strategy: Creating the Right Environment
11 United Nations Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (2014) Disaster Resilience Scorecard for Cities. From http://www.unisdr.org/2014/cam-

paign-cities/Resilience%20Scorecard%20V1.5.pdf accessed on 5 June 2015.
12 Precentage UNEP 2009 Buildings and Climate Change, Summary for decision makers.
13 http://www.oecd.org/environment/resources/Policy-Perspectives-Managing-Water-For-Future-Cities.pdf
14 (http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/Lookup/4613.0Chapter40Jan+2010).

A pdf version of this document can be viewed and is available for download from the City of Perth website 
(www.cityofperth.wa.gov.au). The document can also be made available in alternate formats by calling +618 
9461 3333 or emailing info.city@cityofperth.wa.gov.au. 

While the City of Perth makes every effort possible to publish full and correct credits for each work 
included in this volume, errors of omission and commission may sometimes occur. For this we are regretful, 
but hereby must disclaim any liability.
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ITEM NO: 4 

100 (LOTS 101 AND 305) PLAIN STREET, EAST PERTH – 23 LEVEL 
MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT CONTAINING 165 MULTIPLE 
DWELLINGS, 136 SHORT STAY APARTMENTS, TEN COMMERCIAL 
TENANCIES AND 250 CAR PARKING BAYS 

RECOMMENDATION: (ADVICE TO THE 
METROPOLITAN 
REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY) 

That Council advises the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 
that it: 

1. supports in principle the proposed 23 level mixed use
development containing 165 multiple dwellings,136 short
stay apartments, ten commercial tenancies and 250 car
parking bays at 100 (Lot 101 and 305) Plain Street, East
Perth subject to the following design revisions and
considerations:

1.1 the setbacks of the tower above the podium abutting
De Vlamingh Avenue being increased to align with 
the Chemlabs Precinct Design Guidelines to assist in 
maintaining the De Valmingh Avenue view axis 
(including sky views) and to reduce the perceived 
bulk and scale of the development from De Vlamingh 
Avenue; 

1.2 further justification being provided by the applicant 
to demonstrate how the development complies with 
the 20% bonus plot ratio being sought for 
maintaining or creating a community asset, and to 
illustrate compliance with a maximum 4.8:1.0 plot 
ratio over the entire site; 

1.3 the number of ‘Adaptable Units’ being increased to 
comply with the requirements of the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority’s Central Perth design 
Policy 10 – Adaptable Housing; 

(Cont’d) 
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1.4 the number of ‘Affordable Units’ being increased to 
comply with the requirements of the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority’s Central Perth Design 
Policy 9 – Affordable and Diverse Housing; 

 
1.5 the development being revised to provide the 

relevant minimum balcony size and dimension 
requirements of the Chemlabs Design Guidelines; 

 
1.6 the development being revised to provide a further 

physical separation to the chimney of the Materials 
Science Building which is considered to compromise 
the landmark qualities of the chimney; 

 
1.7 the design of the development being reviewed to 

ensure the authenticity of the fabric (specifically 
exposed steel roof trusses) and appreciation of the 
double-height volume of the space within the 
Materials Science Building will be retained in any 
approved adaptive reuse of the building; 

 
1.8 removal of the proposed drop off zone due to its 

detrimental impact on the streetscape, including loss 
and limitation of street trees; 

 
1.9 the scale of the proposed crossovers to both Plain 

Street and De Vlamingh Avenue being reduced to 
minimise the crossover impact on the streetscape 
and pedestrian amenity and safety; 

 
1.10 the number of commercial car parking bays being 

reduced to achieve compliance with the maximum 
car parking bays prescribed by the Chemlabs Design 
Guidelines; 

 
1.11 further details being provided of the partially 

ventilated car park to the southern façade and further 
details of the treatment of the remainder of the 
southern façade prior to the application being 
determined to ensure the development is of a high 
quality; 

 
1.12 a revised waste management plan is to be provided in 

consultation with the City to satisfy the City’s waste 
management guidelines;  

(Cont’d) 
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1.13 the development being modified to ensure sufficient 
vertical clearance for the ramps between the ground 
floor level and the mezzanine level to allow access 
for waste collection vehicles; 

1.14 an acoustic report being submitted by the applicant 
demonstrating compliance with the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority’s Central Perth Design 
Policy 3 – Sound and Vibration Attenuation Policy, 
the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 
1997; 

1.15 a revised Transport Impact Assessment being 
provided by the applicant in consultation with the 
City and Main Roads WA, addressing the following: 

a) the impact of the development on the local road
network being significantly more than stated;

b) a review of the risk of crashes at the entry/exit as
the data is not reflective of the risk;

c) a revision of cycle times used in the traffic signal
assessment;

d) details of the impact the development will have
on the road network if restricted to an entry only
on Plain Street, or exit with a left turn only onto
Plain Street;

2. recommends that, should approval be granted by the
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority for the 23 level
mixed use development containing 165 multiple
dwellings,136 short stay apartments, ten commercial
tenancies and 250 car parking bays at 100 (Lot 101 and
305) Plain Street, East Perth without further design
refinement, the approval be subject to the following
conditions:

2.1 final details and a sample board of the high quality
and durable materials, colours and finishes for the 
proposed building being prepared in consultation 
with the City and being submitted to the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority for approval prior to 
applying for a building permit; 

(Cont’d) 
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2.2 all development and works shown outside of the Lot 
boundaries including vehicle crossover/s, the 
proposed drop off zone, footpaths and alfresco areas, 
not forming part of this approval and being subject to 
separate applications for approval and lease/licence 
arrangements where relevant; 

2.3 air conditioner condensers and any proposed 
external building plant, lift overruns, piping, ducting, 
water tanks, transformers, and fire booster cabinets 
shall be located so as to minimise any visual and 
noise impact on the future occupants of adjacent 
properties and being screened from public view, 
including any such plant or services located within 
the vehicle entrance of the development, with details 
of the location and screening of such plant and 
services being submitted and approved by the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority in 
consultation with the City prior to applying for a 
building permit; 

2.4 a minimum of one residential store being provided for 
each residential dwelling with each store achieving  a 
minimum internal dimension of 1.5 square metres 
and minimum area of 4 square metres; 

2.5 a detailed landscaping and reticulation plan being 
submitted and approved by the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority prior to applying for a 
building permit, with the approved landscaping being 
installed prior to the occupation of the building and 
thereafter maintained to a high standard; 

2.6 on-site stormwater disposal/management being to 
the City’s specifications with details being submitted 
to the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority for 
approval in consultation with the City prior to 
applying for a building permit; 

(Cont’d) 
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2.7 a maximum of 48 commercial tenant car parking bays 
provided on site being for the exclusive use of the 
tenants or occupants of the commercial tenancies or 
staff and/or guests of the special residential 
apartments within the development and not being 
leased or otherwise reserved for use of the tenants or 
occupants of other buildings or sites; 

 
2.8 a minimum of 182 residential car bays and a 

minimum of 16 residential visitor car bays being 
provided on site, with a minimum of one residential 
car bay being allocated to each multiple dwelling and 
with all on-site residential car bays being for the 
exclusive use of the residents of the development or 
their visitors; 

 
2.9 the dimensions of all car parking and commercial 

vehicle facilities including bays, aisle widths, wheel 
stops, column locations, ramps, head room clearance 
and circulation areas, complying with AS 2890.1:2004 
and AS 2890.2-2002 with a report prepared by a 
qualified engineer being submitted by the applicant 
and approved by the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority prior to applying for a building permit; 

 
2.10 the proposed levels of the pedestrian and vehicle 

entrances to the building being designed to match 
the current levels of the immediately adjacent 
footpaths, to the City’s satisfaction with details being 
submitted and approved by the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority in consultation with the 
City prior to applying for a building permit; 

 
2.11 a detailed acoustic report demonstrating how the 

development will comply with the ‘satisfactory’ 
criteria of AS/NZS 2107:2000 and the Environmental 
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 being submitted 
and approved by the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority, in consultation with the City, prior to 
applying for a building permit; 

 
(Cont’d) 
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2.12 a revised Waste Management Plan being submitted 
by the applicant and approved by the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority in consultation with the 
City prior to applying for a building permit; 
 

2.13 the proposed Plain Street and De Vlamingh Avenue 
crossovers being reduced in width in consultation 
with the City and restricted to a left turn exit only 
onto Plain Street; 

 
2.14 the ground floor commercial tenancies being 

restricted to ‘retail’, ‘dining’ and ‘entertainment’ uses 
with any other land uses requiring a separate 
application for approval;  

 
2.15 a street corner truncation of 8.5m (6m x 6m) being 

provided at the intersection of Hay Street and De 
Vlamingh Avenue at the owner’s cost; 

 
2.16 a 2m x 2m sightline being provided at the crossovers. 

All sightlines shall be maintained clear of 
obstructions above a height of 0.75m; 

 
2.17 the proposed crossover location being finalised in 

consultation with the Public Transport Authority and 
the City to ensure its location will not cause conflict 
with the existing bus stop or its infrastructure,  with 
the final details of the crossover location being 
approved by the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority prior to applying for a building permit; 

 
2.18 a standard archival record being provided that 

includes a record of the heritage place prior to works 
commencing. In the event that fabric of earlier period 
is uncovered, a suitable approach for its retention or 
interpretation is to be prepared in consultation with 
the State Heritage Office and being submitted and 
approved by the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority prior to applying for a building permit; 

 
(Cont’d) 
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2.19 an Interpretation Plan, prepared by a heritage 
interpretation professional in consultation with the 
State Heritage Office, to provide for the extensive, 
meaningful and long-term interpretation of the 
Material Science Building being submitted by the 
applicant and approved by the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority prior to applying for a 
building permit; 

2.20 a construction management plan for the proposal 
being submitted by the applicant and approved by 
the City prior to applying for a building permit, 
detailing how it is proposed to manage: 

a) the delivery of materials and equipment to the
site;

b) the storage of materials and equipment on the
site;

c) the parking arrangements for the contractors
and subcontractors;

d) any dewatering of the site;

e) any other matters likely to impact on the
surrounding properties; and

3. advises the applicant that in regards to condition 2.6, the
City’s preferred option is full stormwater discharge into the
City’s Hay Street stormwater drainage system in
accordance with the City of Perth’s Connection Guidelines.

BACKGROUND: 

SUBURB/LOCATION: 100 (Lots 101 and 305) Plain Street, East Perth 
FILE REFERENCE: 2016/5546 
REPORTING UNIT: Development Approvals 
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Planning and Development 
DATE: 2 February 2016 
MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 5 – Location map and coloured 

perspectives for 100 Plain Street, East Perth 
3D MODEL PRESENTATION: N/A 
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LANDOWNER: Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority 
APPLICANT: Lot 101 Hay Street East Perth Pty Ltd C/- Rowe 

Group 
ZONING: (MRS Zone) Redevelopment Scheme/Act Area 
 (City Planning Scheme Precinct) East Perth (P15) 

(City Planning Scheme Use Area) N/A  
APPROXIMATE COST: $74 million 
 

SITE HISTORY: 

The subject site is 12,210m2 in area and falls within the ‘Queens Precinct’ situated in 
the area bounded by Plain Street, Hay Street, Erskine Link and Adelaide Terrace. 
The Precinct forms part of the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority’s (MRA) greater 
Riverside Project Area.  
 
The subject site, also referred to as the former Chemistry Centre or Chemlabs site, is 
on the assessment list for inclusion on the State Register of Heritage Places.  The site 
was developed over a number of phases between 1942 and 1984.  The primary 
function of the former Chemistry Centre included the assessment of the various 
resources relating to agriculture and mining as well as the testing and processing of 
forensic evidence for the police.  
 
The site ceased to operate as a Chemistry Centre in 2009 when a new facility was 
opened at Curtin University. 
 
On the 28 August 2014 the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority approved the 
demolition of the existing Chemistry Labs, car park, access reconfiguration and site 
service infrastructure work at the site.  
 

DETAILS: 

A development application for a new 23 level mixed use development containing 165 
multiple dwellings, 136 short stay apartments, ten commercial tenancies and 250 car 
parking bays at 100 Plain Street, East Perth has been referred to the City for 
comment by the MRA.  
 
The development application proposes a podium element (five storeys) with two 
towers above, one of nine storeys and one of 23 storeys, comprising of 
predominately residential and short stay apartments with dining and retail uses at the 
ground floor level.  
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A summary of the main features of the proposed development are as follows: 
 
Permanent 
Residential 

A total of 165 residential dwellings will be provided within the 
eastern tower.  The development will comprise of a mixture of 
dwelling types including 30 one-bedroom apartments, 120 
two-bedroom apartments and 15 three-bedroom apartments. 
A storeroom will be provided for each of the residential 
apartments which will be located on the corresponding floor. 
 

Transient 
Residential 

A total of 136 short stay apartments will be provided in the 
podium and within the western and eastern towers. The short 
stay apartments will be comprised of 56 studio, 72 one 
bedroom, 5 two bedroom and 3 three bedroom apartments. 
   

Commercial A supermarket is proposed at be located within the existing 
heritage building to the Hay and Plain Street intersection. 
Four office tenancies will be provided on the mezzanine level 
which will be accessed via the lift lobby servicing the larger 
tower (which also services the permanent and transient 
residential uses). Dining and retail uses will be provided to 
ground floor tenancies and a food and beverage outlet to the 
western entrances.  
 

Vehicle Parking 250 car bays comprised of 20 commercial tenant parking 
bays, 182 permanent residential bays, 28 transient residential 
bays, 16 visitor bays and 4 ACROD bays. The parking will be 
accessed via crossovers to Plain Street and de Vlamingh 
Avenue and will be comprised of five levels at and above 
ground level. The car parking levels will be sleeved behind 
the commercial tenancies and transient residential dwellings 
to the north, east and west and partially open to the south 
which is proposed to be treated with creeper planting. 
 

Communal 
Facilities 

Pool, gym, dining, meeting and functions rooms are proposed 
to be located on level one. These facilities will also be able to 
be utilised by the transient and permanent residential 
apartments within the complex. A communal garden, terrace 
garden and infinity garden is proposed to be located on level 
four of the development. 
 

Other Facilities A mail room, one permanent residential lobby and two 
transient residential lobbies will be provided at the ground 
floor level. Bicycle storage, end of trip facilities and an 
internal office lobby is proposed to be provided to the 
mezzanine level. Building service facilities including 
substations, switch rooms, fire tank and pump rooms, bin 
storage and wash down areas, fire booster and control rooms 
will also be provided at the ground floor level. 
 

I:\CPS\ADMIN SERVICES\COMMITTEES\5. PLANNING\PL160308 - AGENDA.DOCX 



 - 24 -  
 
 

LEGISLATION / POLICY: 

Legislation Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority Act 2011 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority’s Central Perth 
Redevelopment Scheme 

 
Policy Riverside Master Plan Review 2008 

Chemlabs Design Guidelines 2010 
Perth Parking Policy 2014 

 

COMPLIANCE WITH PLANNING SCHEME: 

Land Use and Development Standards 
 
Under the provisions of the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority Act 2011, the 
MRA is responsible for planning and development control within the Central Perth 
Redevelopment Area (CPRA). The Riverside project area, which includes the 
Queens Precinct, is subject to the provisions of the MRA’s Central Perth 
Redevelopment Scheme (CPRS). The general land use intent of the CPRS is to 
create a vital community hub for residents and workers, as well as attracting visitors 
to the area.  A range of densities and built form will provide new opportunities for 
permanent living and commercial development. Permanent and transient residential 
development in this and other precincts will facilitate a critical mass of people for 
revitalisation of the Project Area. The Precinct will be a mixed land use Precinct 
comprising of residential, commercial, retail and dining uses.  Community and civic 
facilities that support the community hub will also be contemplated for the Precinct. 
 
Comprehensive design guidelines have been prepared and adopted by the MRA for 
the subject Chemlabs site.  These guidelines replace the Queens Design Guidelines 
(2005) and will be used as the primary criteria for assessing any applications on the 
site.  The main intent for the Chemlabs site is to incorporate new development that 
will realise the critical mass of residential population and land use mix necessary to 
activate the public realm in the locality including residential apartments, retail uses, a 
local supermarket, commercial opportunities and the completion of ‘Eat Street’ along 
De Vlamingh Avenue. Further, the site is intended to incorporate sustainability 
targets that will set a benchmark for future development in Riverside. 
 
The development of Chemlabs will be guided by the following key elements: 
 
• Reinforce the individual character of Hay Street, De Vlamingh Avenue, Adelaide 

Terrace and Plain Street through an appropriate built form design and 
landscape architecture response; 

• Provide an active interface to all street frontages; 
• Provide a "Main Street" environment along De Vlamingh Avenue with a focus 

on eating, shopping and general retail as well as a meeting place for local 
residents; 

• Provide a small local supermarket to service the wider Riverside Project Area 
and a more broader regional catchment (i.e. CBD workers leaving the city); 
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• Optimise residential development yield whilst addressing the height constraints; 
• Minimise the impact of car parking on the pedestrian experience; and 
• Promote the use of sustainable modes of transport and a healthy way of living 

through active engagement with the urban environment. 
 
The Central Perth Development Policies set out development approval requirements 
and performance standards for the development of land in the CPRA.  The policies 
relevant to this development include Green Building Design, Heritage Places, Sound 
and Vibration Attenuation, Providing Public Art, Signage, Affordable and Diverse 
Housing and Adaptable Housing. 
 

COMMENTS: 
 
Land Use 
 
The land uses proposed are generally in accordance with the preferred land uses 
stipulated in the CPRS and Design Guidelines. The proposed supermarket is not 
located in the preferred location under the guidelines which fronts onto De Vlamingh 
Avenue. It is considered the proposed location of the supermarket within the 
‘Materials Science Building’ heritage listed building to the intersection of Hay and 
Plain Streets is acceptable from a streetscape perspective given the lack of openings 
within the building meaning the ‘back of house’ to the supermarket is not required to 
be sleeved by other retail uses. 
 
The proposed development falls short on the specified target floor area for retail, 
dining, entertainment and commercial floor area identified under the MRA guidelines 
however, it is considered that this can be supported given the development does 
provide sufficient retail, dining and entertainment uses at the ground floor level and 
noting the current level of demand for new office space within the City.  
 
Setbacks and Building Envelope 
 
The proposed height of the development is proposed to be substantially in excess of 
the allowances under the MRA guidelines with the maximum height of the main tower 
being 23 storeys in height in lieu of 6 storeys and 16 storeys under the guidelines. 
The secondary smaller tower also exceeds the maximum building heights under the 
guidelines with a maximum height of 4 to 6 storeys required and seven levels 
proposed. The intent of the height limitations is to provide an attractive and activated 
area at street level through the incorporation of a podium structure to provide a 
human scaled environment, provide a graduation of heights with taller building 
elements located towards Adelaide Terrace and grading down towards Hay street 
(Queens Gardens) and to minimise overshadowing of adjacent streets and public 
spaces. 
 
Whilst the development does propose substantial variations to the building height the 
main bulk of the building is located away from Hay Street to the south which will 
reduce the impact of the building height on the Hay Street streetscape and does 
provide for an active podium level of a human scale. Additionally the proposed 
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development will not overshadow the surrounding streets or public plaza areas and is 
considered acceptable The surrounding buildings range from 13 storeys in height to 
the north, 7 storey in height to the east and 18 storeys in height to the north-east with 
the Development Assessment Panels recently approving a 34 level mixed use 
development to the south side of Adelaide Terrace opposite the site.   
 
The site forms part of the eastern gateway to the city which is an important entry 
point to residents and workers, and is often the first image that tourists and visitors 
gain of the City. For this reason a landmark development which reflects this 
significance is warranted and to achieve this, buildings of greater height than 
envisaged under the Riverside Design Guidelines would be appropriate with lower 
buildings possibly being a lost opportunity. 
 
The development is generally compliant with respect to the setback requirements of 
the Design Guidelines with the exception of the Plain Street and De Vlamingh 
Avenue setbacks. A three storey podium is required to be provided to Plain Street 
with a 3 metre balcony depth being provided above this height to a maximum height 
of 6 storeys. The proposed setback ‘podium’ levels are compliant however due to the 
reduced 1m to 3.8 metre setback to the upper levels there is no clear podium 
provided to this frontage. However, the tower is relatively low scale and it is not 
considered the reduced setbacks will have a detrimental impact on the streetscape or 
markedly increase the perceived bulk of the building and can be supported. 
 
The MRA guidelines require a three storey podium to be provided to De Vlamingh 
Avenue with a 5 metre setback and then a 3 metre balcony depth being provided 
above this height.  The proposed development will provide a nil setback to level 5 
with a 2.8 metre setback being provided above this height. It is also proposed that 
the building will encroach into the required 5 metre setback and subsequent 3m 
balcony depth to a minimum setback of 2.8 to 4.9 meters. The reduced setbacks to 
the tall tower element to De Vlamingh Ave will increase the perceived bulk and 
impact of the building on the streetscape.  Therefore, it is considered that the design 
should be revised to provide a greater setback to the tower element from the street to 
reduce the building bulk and to create a greater distinction between the podium and 
tower elements with an increase in the views to the sky. 
 
Building Design  
 
The Design Guidelines require development to take into consideration the provisions 
outlined within the City’s Safer Design Policy and the Western Australian Planning 
Commission’s (‘WAPC’) Designing Out Crime publication. The applicant has advised 
that the design of the proposed Chemlabs development has taken into consideration 
the relevant requirements outlined within each document through the provision of the 
lighting, balconies, extensive use of visually permeable materials, easily accessible 
active ground floor uses and an active short stay hotel lobby and 24 hour 
supermarket. It is considered that the proposed elements adequately address the 
policy requirements.  
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Plot Ratio 
 
The development is proposing a maximum plot ratio on the site of 5.6:1.0 in lieu of 
the maximum 4.0:1.0 permitted under the design guidelines. The applicant has not 
provided any justification to why the development warrants the additional plot ratio 
area or what applicable bonuses they are proposing to achieve the additional plot 
ratio under, if any. The MRA’s Central Perth Redevelopment Scheme allows for a 
maximum 40% plot ratio bonus to be awarded on the site comprised of a maximum 
20% Heritage bonus and 20% for maintaining or creating a community asset. Given 
the development proposes the retention of the proposed Minerals House building 
which is listed on the State Heritage Register it is considered the application warrants 
the awarding of a 20% bonus for heritage purposes. The application however, does 
not propose to retain or relocate a major community asset listed in the MRA’s 
Community Asset Register or create a new Community Asset on the site. Further 
justification is required demonstrating a Community Asset has been provided or how 
the development meets plot ratio bonus requirements with a maximum 20% bonus 
(being a maximum plot ratio of 4.6:1.0) over the entire site prior to the application 
being supported by the City. 
 
Residential Design 
 
The MRA’s Affordable and Diverse Housing requires at least 20% of dwellings to be 
studio or single bedroom dwellings with a maximum provision of 40%. The policy also 
dictates that the average floor area of all studio and single bedroom dwellings is to be 
not more than 45m2 and at least 10% of dwellings are to be three or more bedroom 
dwellings and have a maximum floor area of 110m2 each.  
 
The applicant states that the development proposes to provide a variety in dwelling 
size and type, however, the development does not fully conform with the minimum 
percentage of one and three bedroom dwellings outlined in the policy with the 
provision of 18% one bedroom dwellings and 9% three bedroom dwellings in lieu of 
the required 20% and 10% minimums.  The development also proposes minor 
variations to the maximum floor area of both the one bedroom dwellings (being 55m2) 
and the three bedrooms dwellings (123m2). 
 
The MRA design guidelines also impose a minimum of 15% of dwellings to comply 
with Australian Standard AS4299 – Adaptable Housing. The development is seeking 
a variation of 10% adaptable housing to be provided.  MRA’s Affordable and Diverse 
Housing policy requires the development to provide a minimum of 12% of dwellings 
as affordable housing for either social housing or affordable owner occupier housing. 
The applicant has not provided any details on the minimum number of affordable 
units to be provided and as such it is recommended a condition of approval be 
imposed on any approval granted requiring these minimum requirements to be 
complied with. 
 
Only three of the eleven units on the each permeant residential level comply with the 
relevant minimum balcony sizes and none of the units comply with the minimum 
dimension requirements of the MRA’s guidelines. The applicant’s has justified the 
variations by stating that the private open space areas will be functional and secure 
for residents and guests of the proposed development. Whilst this is considered 
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beneficial it is still recommended that the balcony sizes and dimensions comply with 
the minimum requirements outlined in the MRA guidelines. 
 
Heritage 
 
The MRA guidelines outline specific criteria to provide for the adaptive reuse and 
redevelopment of the Materials Science Building at the corner of Plain and Hay 
Streets that demonstrates a built form outcome that complements and largely retains 
the key heritage fabric of the Materials Science Building, while facilitating the 
activation of those streets through new built form opportunities. 
 
The proposed transformation of the site with a significant injection of new residential 
and retail facilities is generally in accord with conservation policies and design 
guidelines and considered a compatible adaptive re-use of the place. The podium 
level structures immediately adjacent to the Materials Science Building have a 
horizontal emphasis that responds to the proportions and massing of the existing 
building and feature fabric and detailing that is visually distinct.  
 
The chimney of the Materials Science Building is a prominent feature contributing to 
the landmark presence and the aesthetic qualities of the place. The development 
plans show the new podium block is setback only 0.72 metres from the chimney at 
levels 2 and 3 which is considered to compromise the landmark qualities of the 
chimney. It is recommended that and additional setback is provided between the 
podium block and the chimney prior to the application being approved. 
 
The design proposal introduces new retail facilities to the east and south of the 
Materials Science Building in buildings that directly abut the culturally significant 
building. Along Hay Street the new form is visually distinct and set back from the 
Materials Science Building to be clearly identifiable as new work and maintain view 
lines to the Materials Science Building as recommended in the Conservation Plan.  
 
The adaptive reuse of the Materials Science Building to accommodate a café and 
retail liquor outlet with an adjoining supermarket requires modification of the existing 
interior structure and spaces. It is proposed that partition walls at the eastern end of 
the building will be removed and new enclosures created to physically separate the 
two new facilities. The proposal to construct a roof deck and pool will also likely 
impact on the exposed steel roof trusses of the Materials Science Building and may 
require their relocation at a lower level to accommodate the facilities directly 
overhead and within the height of the parapet walls. These internal modifications will 
reduce the authenticity of the fabric and appreciation of the double-height volume of 
the space and the design should be reviewed to ensure that this will be retained. 
 
Details of any signage proposed to be incorporated into the heritage building should 
be low impact and should respect the heritage character of the building. It is 
recommended a Heritage Interpretation Plan and Archival Record should be required 
prior to any works occurring onsite given that the application proposes significant 
redevelopment. 
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Traffic 
 
The proposed drop off zone (porte cochere) is not supported as the applicant has not 
demonstrated any need for this facility and given that there will be 28 short stay 
parking bays provided within the building carpark. Furthermore the porte cochere is 
considered to have a detrimental impact on the streetscape due to potential loss of 
trees in the location as well as on pedestrian amenity. 
  
The scale of the proposed crossovers to both Plain Street and De Vlamingh Avenue 
are considered by the City to be excessive with the crossovers to Plain Street and De 
Vlamingh Avenue proposed to be 7.4 metres and 10.2 metres respectively. The 
City’s crossover requirements are a minimum width of 3m (per crossover) and a 
maximum width of 7.2m for a double crossover. It is considered the proposed 
crossover widths will have a detrimental impact on the streetscapes and pedestrian 
amenity and as such should be reviewed to be minimised taking into consideration 
the City’s crossover requirements.  
 
It is unclear from the proposed plans or the Traffic Impact Assessment how cyclists 
will access the proposed end of trip facilities and what clear route they will take. This 
will need to be addressed to ensure that cyclist safety is not compromised.  
 
The traffic impact assessment provided with the application does not provide any 
testing for the impact the development will have on traffic on Plain Street. The 
assessment does however recommend that consideration be given to providing entry 
only from Plain Street. The City has safety concerns in relation to this crossover and 
recommends that should be restricted left turn in or left turn out to Plain Street. 
 
Issues cited in the City’s review of the Traffic Impact Assessment include the: 
 
• impact of development on the local road network being significantly more than 

stated; 
• review of risk of crashes at the entry/exit due as data is not reflective of the risk; 
• the need for revision of cycle times used in the traffic signal assessment; and 
• lack of details of the impact the development will have on the road network if 

restricted to an entry only on Plain Street, or exit with a left turn only onto Plain 
Street.  

 
It is considered a revised assessment should be provided by the applicant 
addressing the above stated issues to accurately assess the impact the proposal will 
have on traffic within the area. 
 
Car Parking 
 
The Design Guidelines require the provision of residential car parking at a maximum 
rate of 1.2 car parking bays per dwelling which equates to a maximum of 198 parking 
bays for the 165 dwellings proposed. Residential visitor bays are also required to be 
provided on site at a minimum rate of 0.1 bays per dwelling being 17 bays for the 
subject development.  
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The development is compliant with respect to the maximum number of residential 
bays however the applicant is seeking a minor variation with regard to the resident 
visitor parking. A total of 16 resident visitor bays are proposed which results in an 
under provision of 1 visitor bay. The applicant has based the variation to the resident 
visitor car parking due to the proximity to the red CAT bus route which provides a 
rapid transit service to the City and a large public car parking area is located 
approximately 150m north of the subject site providing additional car parking facilities 
for visitors to the proposed development.  As visitor parking is not required in other 
central city precincts under the City’s planning control it is considered the one visitor 
bay shortfall is acceptable.   
 
Parking for the hotel and commercial tenancies is required to comply with the 
maximum tenant parking requirements specified under the Perth Parking Policy, 
which allows for a maximum of 93 commercial tenant bays on the site. The 
development complies with the maximum permissible bays outlined under the Perth 
Parking Policy.  
 
The development proposes to provide all parking above ground level. The proposed 
parking level will be partially ventilated to the southern façade which will be visible 
from within the site and whilst the site is not fully developed from Adelaide Terrace. 
The development plans have indicated that this car park will be screened by the 
provision of creeper plants to the façade and a two metre easement being provided 
abutting the facade to allow for ventilation to be maintained.  
 
The applicant has not provided a southern elevation and the City has concerns in 
relation to how well the plants will screen the car park and has concerns regarding 
the maintenance and longevity of the plants on a southern facade where there is little 
access to direct sunlight. Further details of the treatment of this façade are required 
to be provided prior to the application being determined to ensure the development 
will not have a detrimental impact on the area.  
 
Waste Management 
 
The waste management plan provided as part of the application  is inadequate as it 
does not provide the information required in terms of the City’s requirements in 
relation to bin room sizes and service vehicles access and parking.  Further details 
should be required as a condition of any approval. 
 
Noise 
 
The development will be located in a mixed-use precinct incorporating retail, dining 
and entertainment uses at the ground floor level. To avoid conflict between these 
activities and residents of the proposed development, the building will need to be 
designed to ameliorate these noise impacts. 
 
No details have been provided by the applicant demonstrating compliance with 
MRA’s requirements, the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 and the 
National Construction Code. In accordance with the MRA's Sound and Vibration 
Attenuation Policy, a further Acoustic Report will be submitted at the working 
drawings stage addressing all of the relevant considerations. Any approval should 
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include a condition requiring that the building be constructed and certified to comply 
with the requirements. 
 
Environmental Sensitive Design 
 
The MRA guidelines require all buildings to comply with Development Policy on 
Green Building Design, to achieve a minimum Tier Two (5 star Green Star) 
development across the site. The applicant has provided a report indicating the 
development is capable of compliance with the 5 Star Green Star rating. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Whilst the proposed development is generally consistent with the MRA’s associated 
guiding documents, fundamental issues including building height and setbacks to De 
Vlamingh Avenue, unit and balcony sizes and heritage issues have been identified. It 
is therefore recommended that the MRA be advised of the issues, with the matters to 
be addressed by way of conditions on any development approval or subject to further 
details being provided to the City’s satisfaction prior to any approval being issued by 
the MRA. 
 
 

I:\CPS\ADMIN SERVICES\COMMITTEES\5. PLANNING\PL160308 - AGENDA.DOCX 



2
0

1
6

/5
5

4
6
 -

 1
0

0
 (

L
O

T
S

 1
0

1
 A

N
D

 3
0

5
) 

P
L

A
IN

 S
T

R
E

E
T

, 
E

A
S

T
 P

E
R

T
H

 

S
C

H
E

D
U

LE
 5

SCHEDULE 5



                

2
0

1
6

/5
5

4
6
 -

 1
0

0
 (

L
O

T
S

 1
0

1
 A

N
D

 3
0

5
) 

P
L

A
IN

 S
T

R
E

E
T

, 
E

A
S

T
 P

E
R

T
H

 



 - 32 -  
 
 

 

ITEM NO: 5 
 

DESIGN OPTIONS FOR COMMUNITY CONSULTATION – NO. 75 
(LOT 70) HAIG PARK CIRCLE, EAST PERTH 

RECOMMENDATION: (APPROVAL) 

That Council endorses undertaking preliminary community 
consultation on Design Options A, B, and C for No. 75 (Lot 70) 
Haig Park Circle, East Perth, as detailed in this report. 
 

BACKGROUND: 

FILE REFERENCE: P1030607 
REPORTING UNIT: Strategic Planning 
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Planning and Development  
DATE: 28 January 2016 
MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 6 – Site Plan 

Schedule 7 – Design Options A, B, C 
Schedule 8 – Public Consultation Boundary 

 
Site Description and Context 
 
No. 75 (Lot 70) Haig Park Circle, East Perth (the site) has an area of 2,233m2 and is 
bound by Plain Street to the west, Haig Park Circle to the south and east, and two 
mixed use buildings on Royal Street to the north.  A pedestrian access way (PAW) 
extends along a portion of the southern boundary of the site leading from Haig Park 
Circle to Plain Street.  Refer to Schedule 6 – Site Plan.   
 
The site was developed by the (former) East Perth Redevelopment Authority (EPRA) 
as an at-grade car park to service the retail and commercial uses in the immediate 
locality and is privately owned.  The car park has access from Sovereign Close and 
Haig Park Circle and currently contains 50 car bays. 
 
A 1.5 metre gradient affects the site with the land sloping down in a north-west 
direction towards Royal and Plain Streets resulting in the site being situated below 
Haig Park Circle.  A low limestone retaining wall and a narrow landscaping strip, as 
well as a Western Power substation (46m2) are situated on the site’s southern 
boundary.  
 
A number of pedestrian and vehicular access easements exist over the site 
benefiting adjoining Lot 71 (corner of Royal Street and Plain Street). 
 
The site is situated within a mixed use area, with residential uses generally being 
focussed to the south and commercial and retail uses being focussed on Royal 
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Street.  Surrounding buildings vary from two to six storeys in height with most 
residential buildings in close proximity to the site being predominately between two 
and four storeys (with the top portion of the building envelopes typically designed at 
45 degrees to the vertical) with street setbacks ranging from nil to 3 metres.   
 
The lots immediately to the north of the site contain a two storey commercial/retail 
building (Lot 71) and a three storey retail/residential building (Lot 72) with parking 
provided for in basements.   
 
Development to the west of the site (on the other side of Plain Street) accommodates 
a six storey City of Perth (the City) public car park with retail at the street level. 
 
Within the broader East Perth area (along East Parade and within the area east of 
Wellington Square), there have been a number of recent approvals for residential 
developments varying in height from 6 to 12 storeys. 
 
Existing Planning Provisions 
 
The site is included in Precinct EP1:  Claisebrook Inlet under Local Planning Scheme 
No. 26 (LPS No. 26) where land use permissibilities and maximum plot ratio are as 
follows: 
 
 EP 1:  Claisebrook Inlet 
Land Use 
Permissibility 

 

Preferred Commercial 
Retail 
Permanent Residential 1 
Transient Residential 
Community 

Contemplated Culture and Creative Industry 
Dining and Entertainment 

Maximum Plot 
Ratio 

1.0:1 however may be increased to 2.0:1 provided that in any 
development having a plot ratio in excess of 1.0, not less than 
50% of the excess relevant floor area shall be dedicated to 
residential use. 

 
The South Cove Design Guidelines which apply to the site identify its use as a 
carpark. In providing guidance for the development of adjoining Lots 71 and 72, the 
Design Guidelines state that the car park on the site is, and will remain, a public 
parking facility intended to service the retail and commercial uses in this area.   
 
The preferred uses however identified for Precinct EP1:  Claisebrook Inlet under LPS 
No. 26 take precedence over the South Cove Design Guidelines relating to land use, 
so the site is not restricted to car parking. 
 
The Design Guidelines lack guidance for the site in terms of built form outcomes. 
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Restrictive Covenant 
 
A restrictive covenant on the title of Lot 70, registered to EPRA, now the Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority (MRA), restricts the use of the site to car parking.   
 
As a restrictive covenant does not form part of the planning framework, development 
consent can be granted to permit a use which is contrary with the terms of the 
restrictive covenant.  Any development however in contravention of the restrictive 
covenant could be grounds for civil action (currently by the MRA). 
 
At its meeting held on 11 March 2014, Council agreed to accept management of the 
restrictive covenant from the MRA.  This has yet to occur as the landowner has yet to 
consent to this.  A change of land ownership occurred on the 28 April 2015 and it is 
understood that the MRA will be liaising with the new landowner shortly in relation to 
this. 
 
Previous Development Applications 
 
The site has been subject to two development applications. 

 
At its meeting held on 31 October 2006, Council approved a three storey office 
building with two car parking levels containing 45 tenant car parking bays and 49 
short stay public car parking bays.  The proposed development had a plot ratio of 
1.11:1. 
 
On the 28 November 2013, despite the City’s Administration and Design Advisory 
Committee supporting amended plans, the City’s Local Development Assessment 
Panel (LDAP) refused a 5 storey mixed use development on the grounds that “the 
proposed development does not respect the scale, form and character of the local 
area and that of the surrounding buildings”.  The proposed development had a plot 
ratio of 1.5:1 and a nil setback to Haig Park Circle. 
 
A total of 411 submissions were received in relation to the development proposal.  
Key community concerns related to: 
 
• Community expectations – the retention of the existing at-grade public car 

park aligns with the restrictive covenant and planning objectives; 
• Various parking issues – lack of visitor parking, increase in traffic congestion; 
• Building and urban design – concerned about the scale and massing of the 

development as well as setback to Haig Park Circle; and  
• Amenity issues – concerned about the reduced feeling of openness, decline in 

property values due to blocked views, increased noise and diminished privacy. 
 

Normalised Redevelopment Area Planning Amendments 
 
At its meeting held on 10 December 2013, Council resolved to adopt the Normalised 
Redevelopment Authority planning amendments which were subsequently gazetted 
on the 17 March 2015. 
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Under these amendments, Lot 70 along with the two other lots to the north (Lots 71 
and 72) were transferred from the Precinct EP 2:  Constitution Street to Precinct EP1: 
Claisebrook Inlet.  The planning rationale for this was: 
 
"These lots accommodate commercial and retail land uses, and together with the lots 
on the northern side of Royal Street, fall within the South Cove Design Guidelines 
Area 20.  As the lots have similar development requirements, it is proposed they be 
in one precinct." 
 
This resulted in changes to land use permissibility as well as the maximum plot ratio 
of the site. 
 
Council in considering the amendments, also considered a submission requesting 
that the Lot 70 be reclassified to ‘Scheme Public Purposes (Car Park)’.  The report to 
Council noted in respect to this: 
 
“Reserved land is generally in public ownership.  Any reservation of land in a scheme 
or amendment gives rise to injurious affection compensation under the Planning and 
Development Act 2005.  Lot 70 is in private ownership and any proposed 
reclassification of the land would need to be discussed with the current landowner 
and consideration given to compensation by Council.” 
 
The request was not supported, however, highlighted the absence of planning 
guidance for Lot 70 which resulted in Council also resolving for officers to investigate 
the development of specific design guidelines for No. 75 (Lot 70) Haig Park Circle, 
East Perth, for incorporation into the East Perth Design Guidelines Area 20 – South 
Cove.   
 
Design Guidelines/Options 
 
In response to Council’s resolution of the 10 December 2013, the Administration 
prepared a number of design options for the site.  These were presented to the 
Elected Members at a briefing session on the 30 June 2015 where it was requested 
that the Administration investigate further design options. 
 
Further design options along with a proposed approach for engaging the community 
were presented to the Elected Members at a briefing session on the 23 February 
2016. 
 
Landowner Consultation 
 
The City’s Administration met with the current landowner of the site in December 
2015 at their request to discuss their intentions for the site.  At this meeting the City’s 
Administration provided the landowner with the history of the site.  No discussions 
have been held with the landowner with respect to the Design Options presented in 
this report.   
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LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY: 

Legislation Planning and Development Act 2005 
Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2015 
City of Perth – Local Planning Scheme No. 26 (EP1 – 
Claisebrook Inlet) 

 
Integrated Planning 
and Reporting 
Framework 
Implications 

Strategic Community Plan 
Council Four Year Priorities:  Community Outcome 
Major Strategic Investments 
S1 Ensure that major developments effectively 

integrate into the city with minimal disruption and 
risk. 
 

Council Four Year Priorities:  Community Outcome 
Perth as a Capital City 
S5 Increased place activation and use of under-

utilised space 
  
Policy 
Policy No and Name: Claisebrook 

East Perth – Area 20 South Cove Design Guidelines  

DETAILS: 

Three Design Options have been developed for the site.  All options utilise the 
maximise plot ratio (2.0:1) currently allocated to the site under LPS No. 26 which 
equates to a plot ratio floorspace of 4,453m2 or a dwelling yield of approximately 60 
dwellings. 
 
Under all of the Deign Options: 
 
• the development is proposed to be largely residential in use with commercial 

tenancies allowed for along Plain Street;  
• residential and tenant parking is proposed to be located in the basement of the 

development with access from Sovereign Close to minimise any increase in 
traffic on Haig Park Circle; and 

• the vehicular and pedestrian access easements over the site benefiting 
adjoining Lot 71 are accommodated  

 
Option A 
 
This option considers building development on the western portion of the site only 
with the eastern portion of the site being developed as a public space to enhance the 
amenity along Haig Park Circle.  The public space also provides pedestrian access to 
Sovereign Close. 
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The proposed building is comprised of a 3 storey podium and 14 storey tower 
element adjacent to Plain Street.   The podium is setback 2 metres and the tower 
element is setback a further 2 metres (a total of 4 metres) from Haig Park Circle.  The 
eastern extent of the tower footprint aligns with the angle of Haig Park Circle as it 
heads south away from the site. 
 
From August through to April (9 months), the tower element would overshadow 
approximately 6 adjoining properties in the middle of the day for four months 
(August/September and March/April). 
 
Refer to Schedule 6 for further details. 
 
Option B 
 
This option considers building development on both the western and eastern portions 
of the site with a central public space area which breaks up the building mass and 
enhances the amenity along Haig Park Circle.  Like Option A, the public space also 
provides for pedestrian access to Sovereign Close. 
 
The proposed building on the western portion of the site is comprised of a 3 storey 
podium and an 8 tower storey element adjacent to Plain Street.  Like Option A, the 
podium is setback 2 metres and the tower element is setback a further 2 metres (a 
total of 4 metres) from Haig Park Circle.  The eastern extent of the tower footprint 
also aligns with the angle of Haig Park Circle as it heads south away from the site. 
 
The proposed building on the eastern portion of the site is generally 4 storeys in 
height with a 2 storey element over the existing sub station.  This building conceals 
the backs of the buildings on Royal Street and is setback either 2 metres or 11 
metres from Haig Park Circle. 
 
From August through to April (9 months), the tower element would overshadow 
approximately 3 adjoining properties in the middle of the day for two months 
(August/April). 
 
Refer to Schedule 6 for further details. 
 
Option C (Preferred) 
 
Like Option B, this option considers development on both the western portion and 
eastern portions of the site with a central public space which breaks up the building 
mass and enhances the amenity along Haig Park Circle.  Like the other Options, the 
public space also provides for pedestrian access to Sovereign Close. 
 
The proposed building on the western portion of the site is comprised of a 3 storey 
podium with a 9 storey tower element adjacent to Plain Street.  The tower has a 
reduced footprint compared to that under Option B which lessens the building bulk 
and allows for a greater setback from Haig Park Circle in parts.  The podium is 
setback 2 metres and the tower element is setback either a further 2 metres (a total 
of 4 metres) or 9 metres (a total of 11 metres) from Haig Park Circle. 
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Like Option B, the proposed building on the eastern portion of the site is generally 4 
storeys in height with a 2 storey element over the existing sub station.  This building 
conceals the backs of the buildings on Haig Park Circle and is setback either 2 
metres or 11 metres from Haig Park Circle. 
 
From August through to April (9 months), the tower element would overshadow 
approximately 3 adjoining properties in the middle of the day for two months 
(August/April). 
 
Refer to Schedule 6 for further details. 
 
It should be noted that the Design Options have been detailed to given them a sense 
of realism and in this regard may not necessarily reflect any actual development on 
the site.  The key design principles of the preferred design option are intended to be 
identified and incorporated into LPS No. 26 and/or Design Guidelines which will 
provide the community with sufficient certainty of any development outcomes but 
also provide any future developers with a level of flexibility in terms of design. 
 
Preliminary Community Consultation 
 
Given the previous levels of community interest in the site, preliminary community 
consultation is proposed on the three Design Options as follows.   
 
• Letters, information brochures and structured feedback forms will be sent to the 

owners of surrounding properties as highlighted in Schedule 6 outlining the 
Design Options and seeking their feedback on the key design principles of 
each; 

• A public notice will be placed in the local newspaper and information will be 
provided on the City’s website welcoming feedback from the general public on 
the Design Options. 

• Surrounding landowners and the general public will also be invited to attend an 
information session to provide them with an opportunity to ask staff questions 
and to see the 3D digital model of the Design Options. 

 
Feedback is intended to be sought over a 21 day period consistent with that required 
for planning policy amendments. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

ACCOUNT NO: CL 16201000 
BUDGET ITEM: Community Amenities – 7.06 Town Planning & 

Regional Development – Other Town Planning 
BUDGET PAGE NUMBER: 8 
BUDGETED AMOUNT: $ 1,154,199  (this component is $52,099) 
AMOUNT SPENT TO DATE: $    586,821  (this component is $28,309) 
PROPOSED COST: $        2,400 
BALANCE: $        2,400 
  
ANNUAL MAINTENANCE: $               0 
ESTIMATED WHOLE OF LIFE COST: $    564,978 
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All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST. 
 
Preliminary community consultation is expected to cost $2400 in addition to staff 
time. 

COMMENTS: 

Highest and Best Land Use 
 
The current use of the site as an at-grade public car park is not considered to be the 
highest and best use of the site from an urban planning perspective given its inner 
city location. 
 
It is considered contrary to both the State Government and the City’s planning 
objectives which seek to promote: 
 
• development of a sufficient intensity within the city to reflect its capital city status 

whilst recognising the individual character and needs of the specific localities 
within the city; 

• higher density development around higher density near activity centres and 
public transport nodes; and 

• public transport and other sustainable transport modes over the private vehicle.  
 

The redevelopment of the site for residential uses would assist in meeting the State 
Government’s draft Central Sub-regional Planning Framework (May 2015) housing 
target for the City of 16,000 additional dwellings for a metropolitan population of 3.5 
million.  It would also offer a greater range of housing choice within the locality and 
would assist in increasing the vitality of the area after normal business hours, as well 
as potentially supporting local businesses. 
 
The need to retain the site for public parking purposes is questioned.  The Regal 
Place public carpark with 234 bays is located opposite the site, the Victoria Garden 
public car park within 15 bays is located at the end of Royal Street, and 345 on-street 
public car parking bays exist within the immediate area. 
 
The Council has previously approved and the City’s Administration has previously 
supported the mixed use development of the site. 
 
Should the Council continue to support the redevelopment of site for uses other than 
car parking, and should the restrictive covenant be transferred from the MRA to the 
City, the City would need to take steps to remove the restrictive covenant. 
 
Design Options 
 
The three Design Options have been prepared taking into consideration the concerns 
previously raised by the community and look to enhance the amenity of the residents 
of Haig Park Circle through the provision of a public space along the Haig Park Circle 
frontage.  Design Option C is currently the City’s Administration’s preferred option 
given the additional benefits it is considered to provide. 
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CONCLUSION 

 
As outlined above, there is currently a disconnect between the preferred uses for the 
site outlined under LPS No. 26 and the use guidance provided for the site under the 
South Cove Design Guidelines.  The Design Guidelines also lack guidance for the 
site in terms of built form outcomes. This has resulted in a lack of clarity of 
development outcomes for both the landowner and surrounding community. 
 
The inclusion of built form guidance for the site in the Design Guidelines will assist in 
providing clarity in relation to the siting of any development, building heights and 
setbacks, vehicular access points as well the provision of any public space and 
pedestrian links. 
 
Feedback is intended to be sought from the community on the key design principles 
of the three Design Options prepared. 
 
This feedback will be considered by the City’s Administration in arriving at a preferred 
Design Option and preparing the associated amendments to LPS No. 26 and the 
Design Guidelines for Council’s consideration. 
 
It should be noted that further community consultation will be required to be 
undertaken once any specific changes to LPS No. 26 and the Design Guidelines are 
drafted. 
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ITEM NO: 6 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT NO. 35 TO CITY PLANNING SCHEME NO. 
2 AND AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO MINOR TOWN PLANNING SCHEMES 
NO.S 11, 13, 14, 16, 21, 23 AND 24, AND LOCAL PLANNING 
SCHEME NO. 26 TO ACCORD WITH THE PLANNING AND 
DEVELOPMENT (LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME) REGULATIONS 2015 

RECOMMENDATION: (APPROVAL) 

That Council: 

1. pursuant to section 75 of the Planning and Development
Act (the Act) prepares Amendment No. 35 to the City
Planning Scheme No. 2 and Amendment No. 2 to Minor
Town Planning Schemes No. 11, 13, 14, 16, 21, 23 and 24,
and Local Planning Scheme No. 26 as detailed in
Schedules 9, 10 and 11;

2. resolves pursuant to Regulation 35(2) of the Planning and
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015
(Regulations) resolves that the proposed Amendments (as
1. above), are basic amendments pursuant to Regulation 34
as they:

i) delete provisions that have been superseded by the
Deemed Provisions in Schedule 2: Planning and
Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations
2015;

ii) ensure that City of Perth City Planning Scheme No.2 is
consistent with any other Act that applies to the
Scheme or the Scheme area;

iii) are an administrative correction;

3. pursuant to section 81 of the Act, refers the Amendments
(as 1. above), to the Environmental Protection Authority;

(Cont’d) 
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4. pursuant to Regulation 58, provides the Amendments (as 1.
above), to the Western Australian Planning Commission for
assessment;

5. pursuant to sub-regulation 62(3), authorises the affixing of
the common seal to and endorses the signing of the
Amendment documentation on or after 15 March 2016, and
forwards the documentation to the Western Australian
Planning Commission for its endorsement;

6. pursuant to sub-regulation 63(1) forwards the Amendment
documentation for the endorsement of the Minister for
Planning pursuant to sub-regulation 63(2);

7. advises the Department of Planning that it would welcome
the opportunity to further discuss the issues arising from
the impacts on the Regulations on the operation of City
Planning Scheme No. 2 raised in this report dated 12
February 2016.  These discussions will need to be
undertaken prior to the six month review of the Planning
and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations
2015 being finalised.  In particular, Council supports:

i) an exemption for development within mixed use zones
or Scheme Use Areas and/or development in activity
centres from clauses 61(1)(b) and 61(2)(b) of the
Deemed Provisions; and

ii) clause 61(1)(b) of the Deemed Provisions being
amended whereby an exemption from development
approval for internal work will only be applied to
buildings on the Heritage List if the List identifies that
the interior is not of heritage significance.

BACKGROUND: 

FILE REFERENCE: P1032214 
REPORTING UNIT: Strategic Planning 
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Planning and Development 
DATE: 12 February 2016 
MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 9 – Supplemental Provisions 

Schedule 10 – CPS2 Scheme Amendment No.35 
Report 
Schedule 11 – Minor Town Planning Schemes No.11, 
13, 14, 16, 21, 23 and 24, and Local Planning Scheme 
No.26 – Scheme Amendment No.2 Reports 
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The Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 

The ‘Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015’ 
(hereafter referred to as the Regulations) were gazetted on 25 August 2015 and took 
effect from 19 October 2015.  The Regulations replace the Town Planning 
Regulations 1967 and associated Model Scheme Text.   

The Regulations are a major part of the State Government’s planning reform agenda. 
The Regulations affect arrangements for local planning strategies, local planning 
schemes and scheme amendments. 

The Regulations are set out in three sections, being: 

1. Local Planning Scheme Regulations (Parts 1 to 9);
2. The Model Provisions for Local Planning Schemes (Schedule 1 of the

Regulations); and
3. The Deemed Provisions for Local Planning Schemes (Schedule 2 of the

Regulations).

1. Local Planning Scheme Regulations

The Regulations set out how local planning schemes are prepared, amended
and reviewed. The key changes include:

• Introduction of standardised and non-variable provisions into all local planning
schemes in Western Australia known as the Deemed Provisions.  The 
Deemed Provisions supercede any provisions within the local planning 
scheme which are inconsistent. 

• Introduces changes to the scheme amendment process.  The Regulations
have introduced risk based amendment processes for basic, standard or 
complex amendments. 

A basic amendment is generally an administrative amendment, which 
includes the deletion of scheme provisions that have been superseded by 
the Deemed Provisions.  

A standard amendment is where the amendment is generally consistent 
with the existing planning framework, while a complex amendment is 
where an amendment is not consistent with a local planning strategy or is 
of a scale that may have an impact on the locality.  

The classification of the amendment influences the public consultation and 
processing timeframes for the local government and the Western 
Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) as indicated in the table below. 
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 Advertising Local government 
final consideration 
period 

WAPC timeframe to 
make a recommendation 
to the Minister 

Basic Not required N/A 42 days 
Standard 42 days 60 days after 

advertising finishes 
60 days 

Complex 60 days 90 days after 
advertising finishes 

90 days 

 
It will be at the discretion of the local government to determine the type of 
amendment; however, the Regulations provide guidance around this.   

 
2. Model Provisions for Local Planning Schemes 
 

Model Provisions are scheme provisions that are to be included in local 
planning schemes when preparing a new local planning scheme. There is the 
ability for a local government to vary from the model provisions where such a 
variation can be justified under section 257A (3) of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005’ (Act). 

 
3. Deemed Provisions for Local Planning Schemes 

 
Section 257B of the Act provides the ability for the Deemed Provisions to be 
enforced as part of each local planning scheme. 
 
The Deemed Provisions generally address administrative matters and have 
been introduced so that the provisions are consistent across Western Australia.  
However, they do also include exemptions from the requirement to obtain 
development approval. 
 
Section 73(2A) of the Act provides for local planning schemes to add 
Supplemental Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal 
with special circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has 
not been made in the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them.  If there 
is inconsistency between a local planning scheme and a Deemed Provision, the 
latter prevails.  

 
The Deemed Provisions include: 
 
•  Definitions, most of which are administrative; 
•  The process for the preparation of local planning policies; 
•  Standard heritage provisions which includes a general discretion clause; 
•  The process for the preparation of structure plans which includes the 

WAPC as the only determining authority; 
•  Exemptions from the requirement for development approval, which 

include: 
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o Development of a region reserve under the Metropolitan Region
Scheme (MRS);

o Permitted ‘P’ uses (with no works component or where works do not
require approval);

o Any other use specified in a local planning policy or local
development plan which does not require development approval;

o Internal works, excluding properties on the State Heritage Register or
buildings on a Heritage List which are identified as having an interior
with cultural heritage significance;

o Single house, ancillary accommodation, outbuildings external fixtures
etc. where it complies with the deemed to comply provisions of the
Residential Design Codes (R-codes);

o Demolition of single house, excluding places on the Heritage List,
State Heritage Register or located within a Heritage Area;

o A home office;
o Temporary works or use which exist for less than 48 hours;
o Temporary election signage;
o Other signage as defined by the Scheme unless the sign is to be

erected or installed on a heritage place or on land located within a
Heritage Area; and

o Any other development specified in writing (local planning policies)
by the local government.

• Provisions to amend or revoke a development approval.  The provisions
enable minor amendments to an aspect of the development, extensions of
the approval timeframe, as well as conditions to be reconsidered.

• New Application Forms; and
• New delegation, enforcement and administrative provisions.

Previous Council Resolution 

In late 2014 the Department of Planning (DoP) released for public comment the 
following draft documents: 

• ‘Planning makes it happen:  Phase two discussion paper – Planning and
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2014’; and

• Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2014.

At its meeting held on 3 February 2015, Council resolved to advise the DoP with 
respect to the draft Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2014 that it supports Parts 1 to 9 subject to a number of issues being 
resolved prior to the gazettal of the Regulations. 

Furthermore, Council considered that the Deemed Provisions would have an impact 
on the future built form of the city and the existing operation of the City of Perth City 
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Planning Scheme No. 2 (CPS2) and therefore the City should be exempt from the 
Deemed Provisions.   
 
Whilst the City has not been excluded from the Deemed Provisions of the new 
Regulations 2015, the State Government has addressed a number of the City’s initial 
concerns. 
 
However, there are still a number of significant matters relating to the impact of the 
Deemed Provisions on the operations of CPS2 which have not been addressed and 
are discussed further in the report. 
 

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY: 

Legislation Planning and Development Act 2005 
City Planning Scheme No. 2 and associated Minor Town 
Planning Schemes No.11, 13, 14, 16, 21, 23 and 24, and 
Local Planning Scheme No.26 
Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2015 

 
Integrated Planning 
and Reporting 
Framework 
Implications 

Strategic Community Plan 
Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome 
Capable and responsive organisation 
S18 Strengthen the capacity of the organisation 

 

DETAILS: 

From 19 October 2015, the Deemed Provisions automatically applied to the Minor 
Town Planning Schemes (MTPS), Local Planning Scheme (LPS), CPS2 as well as 
documents pursuant to CPS2 such as planning policies and precinct plans.  Whilst 
the Deemed Provisions automatically apply without any action from Council, 
amendments to CPS2, MTPS and LPS are necessary to delete any inconsistent 
provisions to ensure the Schemes are not in conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
AMENDMENT NO. 35 TO CPS2 

Amendment No 35 to CPS2 proposes to: 
 
• Remove those provisions of CPS2 that have been superseded by the Deemed 

Provisions;  
• Include existing clauses of CPS2 which are not covered in the Deemed 

Provisions but relate to these, in the Supplemental Provisions of CPS2; and  
• Amend the existing provisions of CPS2 to make them consistent with the 

Deemed Provisions. 
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The new CPS2 structure will comprise of the following: 

• Scheme text – this includes provisions similar to the Model Scheme Text, as
well as other provisions;

• Scheme map and other plans outlined in clause 3(1) of CPS2;
• Supplemental Provisions – as outlined above these expand on the Deemed

Provisions but cannot limit them; and
• Deemed Provisions.

Superseded CPS2 Provisions 

The following clauses or parts of clauses are proposed to be removed from CPS2 as 
they have been superseded by the Deemed Provisions. 

Part 3, Division 2 – Places of Cultural Heritage Significance 

Clauses 30(1) – (4) to 33 of CPS2 being the ‘Declaration of Places of Cultural 
Heritage Significance, Declaration of a Conservation Area’, ’Register of Places of 
Cultural Heritage Significance’ and ‘Heritage Agreements’ are to be deleted as they 
have been replaced with clauses 7 to 13 of the Deemed Provisions. 

Clauses 34 and 35 of CPS2 relating to the Transfer of Plot Ratio and Register of 
Transfer of Plot Ratio remain but will be renumbered to clauses 30 and 31. 

Part 4 – Planning Approval 

Clauses 36 to 39, 43, 49(1) to 52 and 54 to 55 of CPS2 being ‘Need for Planning 
Approval’, ‘Exemption from Planning Approval’, ‘Unauthorised Existing 
Developments’, ‘Form of Application’, ‘Determination of Application – General 
Provisions’, ‘Notice of Council Decision’, ‘Term of Planning Approval’, ‘Temporary 
Planning Approval’, ‘Revoked of Amended Planning Approval’, ‘Deemed Refusal’ and 
‘Appeals’ are to be deleted as they have been replaced with Part 7 of the Deemed 
Provisions relating to ‘Requirements for Development Approval’. 

Part 5 – Miscellaneous 

Clauses 56(1)-(8), 57(5), 58 and 59 of CPS2 being ‘Planning Policies’, Precinct Plans 
and Other Scheme Documents, ‘Agreement and Dealings with Land’ and ‘Delegation’ 
are to be deleted as they have been replaced with Part 2 and clauses 81 to 84 of the 
Deemed Provisions. 

Clause 57A of CPS2 relating to Special Control Areas has been retained (and 
renumbered to clause 32) in the Scheme text of CPS2. 

Part 6 – Enforcement 

Clause 63(1) of CPS2 relating to ‘Authorised Entry’ is to be deleted and replaced with 
clause 79 of the Deemed Provisions. 
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Schedules 
 
Schedule 4 – Definitions of CPS2 has been amended to delete those definitions 
which are now included in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Schedule 7 – Forms has been amended as the Deemed Provisions contain the new 
Application for Development Approval Form.  It is noted that an applicant will need to 
submit the MRS Form 1 and the Application for Development Approval (two forms). 
 
Schedule 9 – Special Control Area has been amended to reflect the Deemed 
Provisions, however, there is no impact to the provisions or operation of the Special 
Control Areas. 
 
CPS2 Supplemental Provisions 
 
As outlined above, the Act provides for local planning schemes to add Supplemental 
Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal with special 
circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has not been made in 
the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them. 
 
Accordingly, a number of the provisions of CPS2 are proposed to be amended and 
retained as Supplemental Provisions.  These provisions relate to the various sections 
of the Deemed Provisions such as ‘local planning policies’, ‘heritage protection’, 
‘procedure for dealing with applications for development approval’, and ‘enforcement 
and administrative’ and expand on matters not fully addressed in the Deemed 
Provisions.  Please refer to Schedule 9. 
 
Additional Supplemental Provisions are also proposed including: 
 
• clause 5(3) to enable the local government to make a minor amendment to a 

precinct plan without advertising the amendment; 
• clause 8(6) to enable the local government to undertake minor administrative 

changes to the Heritage List without the need to advertise; and 
• clause 9(1A) provides that those Conservation Areas previously included in the 

CPS2 are Heritage Areas under the heritage provisions of the Deemed 
Provisions  

 
With the deletion and movement of a number of the Scheme text provisions, those 
provisions which remain in the Scheme text will need to be renumbered. 
 
Schedule B provides a copy of the Amendment No.35 Report. 
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CPS2 Consistency with Deemed Provisions 
 
The Deemed Provisions include terminology that is not consistent with CPS2 
terminology. Therefore to address the inconsistency the following terms in CPS2 
have been replaced as the terminology in the Deemed Provisions cannot be 
amended: 
 
• ‘Council’, ‘City’ and ‘City of Perth’ deleted and replaced with ‘local government; 
• ‘Metropolitan Region Scheme’ with ‘Region Planning Scheme‘; 
• ‘Residential Design Codes’ with ‘R-Codes’; 
• ‘planning approval’ with ‘development approval’; 
• ‘Register of places of cultural heritage significance’ with ‘Heritage List’; and 
• ‘conservation area’ with ‘Heritage Area’. 
 
 
MINOR TOWN PLANNING SCHEMES AND LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 

Minor amendments are proposed to the MTPS No.11, 13, 14, 16, 21, 23 and 24, and 
LPS No. 26 Scheme provisions to ensure consistency with the Regulations 2015 
including: 
 
• Providing consistent terminology and definitions with the Deemed Provisions; 
• Deleting references to clauses superseded by the Deemed Provisions; and 
• Cross referencing the Deemed Provisions and proposed Supplemental 

Provisions of CPS2. 
 
Schedule 11 details the minor changes to the MTPS No.11, 13, 14, 16, 21, 23 and 
24, and LPS No. 26 that are subject to these amendments. 
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The costs the City has incurred to date relating to the introduction of the new 
Regulations include: 
 
• Consultant Fees – $ 22,000 (excluding GST).  A consultant was engaged by the 

City’s Administration to review the CPS2 and other various planning documents 
to outline the changes required to these documents in order to accord with the 
Deemed Provisions. 

• Estimated Legal Costs – $2,000. Legal advice has been sought on the 
implications of a number of the Deemed Provisions on the operations of CPS2. 

• Estimated Gazettal and Public Notice costs – $ 6,700. 
 
Additionally, there may be future costs estimated to be $270,000 if contractors are 
engaged by the City to undertake internal assessments of 167 properties on the 
Heritage List to determine whether the interiors are of significance.  Currently the 
Regulations allow any internal works to be exempt from requiring a development 
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approval, unless the interiors are noted as having significance.  This matter is 
outlined further in the report.  Ongoing discussions with the DoP may be able to 
resolve this matter if the necessary modifications to clause 61(1)(b) are undertaken 
as part of its six month review of the Deemed Provisions. 
 

COMMENTS: 

The Regulations 2015 require the City to take action to ensure that it’s City Planning 
Scheme and associated documents, as well as MTPS, LPS and amendment 
processes are aligned with this new legislation.  
 
The proposed amendments are basic amendments in accordance with Regulation 34 
of the Regulations 2015.  The changes are administrative in nature and propose to 
delete CPS2 provisions that have been superseded by the Deemed Provisions and 
ensure that CPS2, the MTPS’s and LPS align with the Regulations 2015. 
The next steps for a basic amendment requires: 
 
i) the amendment to be referred to the Environmental Protection Authority to 

determine whether it needs to be assessed under the Environmental Protection 
Act or not ;  

ii) the amendment to be forwarded to the WAPC within 21 days of passing of the 
resolution to prepare the amendment; 

iii) the affixing of the common seal to and endorses the signing of the Amendment 
documentation;  

iv) forwarding the signed and sealed amendment documentation to the WAPC for 
its endorsement (42 days) and for the endorsement of the Minister for Planning; 

v) WAPC publishes notice in the Government Gazette; and 
vi) the City advertises approved amendment. 
 
Impacts on the operation of CPS2 
 
A number of key issues have arisen out of the Deemed Provisions that will need 
further consideration by the DoP including: 
 
ISSUE 1 Permitted (‘P’) Use Exemption 
 
Clause 61(2)(b) of the Deemed Provisions allows the exemption from development 
approval of permitted uses in the zone in which the development is located ‘where 
there is no works component; or development approval is not required for the works 
component of the development’.  The Deemed and Model Scheme Text (MST) 
Provisions refer to ‘permitted’ and ‘discretionary’ land uses, as well as ‘zones’, while 
the City’s CPS2, MTPS and LPS refers to ‘preferred’ and ‘contemplated’ land uses 
and ‘Scheme Use Areas’.  The question is whether this clause is applicable to the 
City as CPS2, MTPS and the LPS do not use this terminology. 
 
Based on preliminary legal advice, it is considered that there is sufficient ambiguity 
relating to the applicability of the terms ‘permitted’, ‘discretionary’ and ‘zones’ to 
determine that the application of clause 61(2)(b) does not apply to CPS2.   
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Clause 61(2)(b) would have significant amenity implications if it was to apply and 
would require the City to review its land use categories and associated use 
permissibilities for the following reasons: 

i) broad land use categories such as ‘Entertainment’ which is a preferred use in
certain areas of the city would be exempt from development approval which
would remove the ability for Council to place standard conditions relating to
noise attenuation, restrictive trading hours etc. on any change of use
development application for ‘Entertainment’.

ii) the potential to convert ‘Residential’ use to ‘Special Residential’ use which may
not comply with CPS2 policies and the State Government’s Perth Parking Policy
(PPP) (the tenant parking may exceed the PPP parking requirements).

Should an amendment be required to consider changing the use permissibilities of 
the CPS2, it would be preferable to undertake this as part of a Scheme review (due 
for completion in approximately 18 months) rather than through a separate standard 
amendment given the complexities of the city environment.   

ISSUE 2  Internal Works Exempt from Development Approval 

Clause 61(1)(b) of the Deemed Provisions states that development approval is not 
required for the ‘carrying out of internal building work which does not materially affect 
the external appearance of the building unless the work is on a building identified as 
having an interior with cultural heritage significance’.   

It is noted that the State and City are currently working together on developing design 
excellence standards.  However, by removing the requirement for development 
approval for significant interior modifications of large scale developments, this may 
potentially compromise good interior design and reduce the internal amenity for the 
existing or future occupants of the affected buildings. 

Further clarification is required from the DoP as to whether the original intent of the 
provision was to permit major internal refurbishments of existing large scale 
residential, commercial or mixed use developments.   

ISSUE 3 Less flexible and a more complicated Scheme 

The DoP has advised that an alternative approach to dealing with the City’s concerns 
expressed for clauses 61(1)(b) and 61(2)(b) is to incorporate additional internal 
development standards and requirements in CPS2.  DoP advised that this would 
ensure that a use was not permitted unless compliant with those standards and 
requirements. 

Preliminary legal advice suggests that the above approach is contrary to the 
contemporary model adopted by CPS2 and other local authorities (which is to have 
requirements and standards located in local planning policies not in the Scheme 
itself).  The current approach provides local governments with the flexibility to amend 
planning policy requirements and standards through a simpler process which only 
requires Council approval, rather than the more complex and time consuming 
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process associated with scheme amendments which requires both WAPC and 
Ministerial Approval.  Consequently, introducing additional provisions for some uses 
into CPS2 would be inconsistent with this approach and would create a less flexible 
City Planning Scheme. 
 
Additionally, the Deemed Provisions do not explicitly state that development which is 
exempt from development approval has to comply with the provisions of a City 
Planning Scheme.  As such it is unclear whether development which is exempt from 
development approval needs to comply with the standards of the City’s CPS2 and 
documents made pursuant to CPS2.  Further legal advice is being sought on this 
matter. 
 
ISSUE 4 Heritage Properties – Protection of Interiors 
 
Clause 61(1)(b) of the Deemed Provisions may also promote potential adverse 
planning and heritage outcomes whereby only the facades of buildings of cultural 
heritage significance on the Heritage List are likely to be retained unless the City 
identifies that they have significant interiors.  This has significant resourcing and 
financial implications for all local governments.  Additionally, it is understood that the 
City has no legal power of entry to undertake the assessment of interiors of such 
properties if the owner does not permit access.  This matter has been discussed with 
the DoP who have informally advised that as part of the six month review of the 
Regulations (which should conclude by April 2016), an approach may be possible 
where an exemption from development approval for internal work will only be applied 
to buildings on the Heritage List if the List identifies that the interior is not of heritage 
significance.  This would protect potentially significant building interiors until 
assessments have been undertaken, and may act as an incentive for property 
owners to facilitate an interior assessment if they wish to be exempt from 
development approval. 
 
ISSUE 5 Variations to Local Planning Scheme Provisions for Heritage Purposes  
 
The Deemed Provisions include a discretionary variation clause which enables any 
site or development requirement of CPS2 to be varied to facilitate the conservation of 
a heritage place or to preserve heritage values in a heritage area. Generally this is a 
positive provision as it provides flexibility however; there is no limitation to the 
variation. The bonus plot ratio provisions in the CPS2 include plot ratio bonuses for 
residential land uses (up to 20%), special residential land uses (up to 20% or 40%), 
public facilities and/or heritage (up to 20%) to a maximum of 20% or 50%, depending 
on the area within the city. The general variation clause would mean discretion to 
approve plot ratio to encourage the conservation of heritage places in excess of the 
20% heritage plot ratio bonus and in excess of the 20% and 50% overall plot ratio 
bonus. This would undermine the bonus plot ratio provisions within the CPS2 for non-
heritage purposes and the maximum plot ratio permitted on any one site. 
 
Ideally the plot ratio limits outlined in the Scheme text of CPS2 should be retained. 
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ISSUE 6 Exemption (demolition) 

Clause 61(1)(e) of the Deemed Provisions states that development approval is not 
required for the demolition of a single house except where the house is located on a 
Heritage List /Area or on the State’s Register of Heritage Places. 

This may have implications for places of potential cultural heritage significance, as it 
is noteworthy that the City continues to work with the community to identify properties 
worthy of consideration for inclusion on the Heritage List. 

The previous clause 32(1)(b) of CPS2 enabled Council to declare ‘an intent’ to 
register as an interim measure to protect places prior to Council’s review of these for 
final declaration. This clause has been superceded by clause 8 of the Deemed 
Provisions. 

Further discussion is required with the DoP to amend the Deemed Provisions to 
include a mechanism to protect places which have yet to be entered into the Heritage 
List but are being considered for entry. 

Clarification is also required on whether the demolition of a single house converted 
for office use would also be exempt from development approval. 

ISSUE 7 User ability of the City Planning Scheme 

The DoP has advised that the clause numbering of the Deemed Provisions cannot be 
modified for inclusion into CPS2 and that the Supplemental Provisions should sit 
separate to the Scheme text as a Schedule.  There is strong concern that the 
separation of the Deemed Provisions and Supplemental Provisions from the Scheme 
text will make it difficult to read and use CPS2.  The DoP has suggested that the City 
develop a combined working copy of the Deemed and Supplemental Provisions for 
internal use only, however, this would result in two versions of the CPS2 and the 
potential for inconsistency, and fails to address the fundamental issue of creating 
easy to navigate regulations for customers. 

ISSUE 8 Additional Forms 

As part of the Regulations several new forms are required as outlined in clause 86 of 
the Deemed Provisions including: 

i) Application for Development Approval; and
ii) Additional Information for Development Approval for Advertisements.

In addition to these, the MRS Form 1 is still required under the Metropolitan Region 
Scheme (MRS).  This means that all applications will require at least two forms and 
DAP applications or signage applications will require additional forms. 

This together with the potential for a more complicated CPS2 appears to be counter 
intuitive to the primary aim of the planning reforms which was to reduce red tape and 
simplify the planning process.   
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ISSUE 9 Single House Exemption  
 
Clause 61(1)(c) of the Deemed Provisions allow single houses to be exempt from 
development approval in R-Coded areas where the development satisfies the 
deemed to comply requirements of the R -Codes.  The R-Codes only apply in select 
areas of the city, being a section in Crawley, Terrace Road, Goderich Street and 
Mount Street.  Developments in these areas are guided by specific planning policies, 
in addition to the R Codes.  However, the DoP has advised that as the City’s local 
planning policies cannot be applied. 
 
This was initially considered to be a low risk due to the limited areas subject to the R- 
Codes and the limited number of single house developments within those four areas 
of the city.  However, with the recent passing of the City of Perth Bill and the new 
boundary alignment, further consideration is required on the potential impact of the 
above provision on the additional residential areas (including approximately 221 
single dwellings) to be incorporated into the City of Perth on 1 July 2016. 
 
The DoP has advised that it is currently liaising with WALGA to further discuss this 
aspect of the Regulations, given the issue has been raised by a number of local 
governments. 
 
MINOR ISSUES 
 
A number of other issues also exist but are considered to pose less risk including: 
 
• Administrative matters – other issues are more administrative in nature such as 

the need to incorporate a waiver clause into the Deemed Provisions obviating 
the requirement to advertise where an owner nominates their own property for 
inclusion onto the Heritage List.  This is supported as the City was already 
planning to amend its CPS2 to implement this. 

 
As outlined above, the City’s Administration has discussed the above issues with the 
DoP who has advised that these matters will be considered as part of its six month 
review of the Regulations.  The review may also include a potential change so that 
the blanket exemption for clause 61(1)(b) and 2(b) would not apply to development 
within mixed use zones or Scheme Use Areas, and/ or development in activity 
centres.  This is the City’s Administration preferred approach.  
 
These planning scheme amendments need to be progressed ahead of the City of 
Perth Act taking effect and the additional areas within the City of Subiaco and 
Nedlands being incorporated into the City to provide clarity around existing planning 
provisions as soon as possible.  Existing planning schemes in the affected areas of 
the City of Subiaco and City of Nedlands will continue to apply until the City of Perth 
puts in place planning schemes covering the new areas in its boundaries.  
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CONCLUSION: 

The new Regulations 2015 are part of the State Government’s planning reform 
agenda to stream line the planning process and make all local government more 
consistent.  However, a number of issues have arisen from the application of the 
Deemed Provisions which adversely affect the operations of CPS2 and in some 
cases appear to be counter intuitive to the aims of reducing red tape.   

The City’s Administration has continued to advocate to the DoP seeking 
amendments to the Deemed Provisions. It is recommended that the DoP consider 
excluding development within mixed use zones or Scheme Use Areas and/or activity 
centres from clause 61(1)(b) and 61(2)(b) of the Deemed Provisions as part of its six 
month review process for the reasons explained in this report.  Additionally, for 
clause 61(1)(b) of the Deemed Provisions to be amended whereby an exemption 
from development approval for internal work will only be applied to buildings on the 
Heritage List if the List identifies that the interior is not of heritage significance. 

This amendment is the first set of changes to the City’s Planning Schemes.  A 
subsequent report will be brought to Council to address necessary changes to the 
City’s planning policies and precinct plans. 
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Schedule A - Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions 

These provisions are to be read in conjunction with the Deemed Provisions 
contained in the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2015: Schedule 2.  

Clause 3: Local Planning Policies 

(6) The following planning policies as adopted by the local government 
at its meeting held on 26 June 2001 shall be taken to be policies 
adopted in accordance with the requirements of this clause:- 
(a) General Planning Procedures policy; 
(b) Residential Development policy; 
(c) Development and Design policy; 
(d) Parking and Access policy; 
(e) Mount Street Design policy; 
(f) James, William Roe and Lake Street policy; 
(g) King Street Heritage Precinct Design Guidelines; 
(h) Future Development of Northbridge (Northbridge Report - 

Chapter 3 and Appendix 1) policy; 
(i) Terrace Road Design policy; and 
(j) Goderich Design policy. 

Clause 3A: Precinct Plans and Other Scheme Documents 

(1) The local government may make precinct plans for the purpose of 
setting out the intent of a particular precinct. 

(2) The making and amendment of any precinct plan or functional road 
hierarchy map must follow the procedure set out in clause 4. 

(3) The following precinct plans as adopted by the local government at 
its meeting held on 26 June 2001 shall be taken to be precinct plans 
adopted in accordance with the requirements of clause 3 - 
(a) City Centre Precincts Plan; 
(b) Northbridge Precinct Plan; 
(c) Cultural Centre Precinct Plan; 
(d) Stirling Precinct Plan; 
(e) Victoria Precinct Plan; 
(f) Citiplace Precinct Plan; 
(g) St Georges Precinct Plan; 
(h) Civic Precinct Plan; 
(i) Foreshore Precinct Plan; 
(j) Matilda Bay Precinct Plan; 
(k) West Perth Precinct Plan; 
(l) Hamilton Precinct Plan; 
(m) Langley Precinct Plan; 
(n) Adelaide Precinct Plan; 
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(o) Goderich Precinct Plan; and 
(p) East Perth Precinct Plan. 

(4) An amendment to - 
(a) a precinct use area boundary; 
(b) the Scheme Text; 
(c) the Scheme Map; 
(d) the Plot Ratio Plan; 
(e) the Maximum Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(f) the Public Facilities Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(g) the Heritage Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(h) the Residential Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; and 
(i) the Special Residential Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(j) the Maximum Building Height Plan; and 
(k) the Street Building Height and Setback Plan. 
can be made only in accordance with the procedures applying to a 
town planning scheme amendment set out in section 7 of the Act. 

(5) Where a precinct plan or planning policy is required to be amended 
to reflect an amendment to the City Planning Scheme or a minor 
local planning scheme, then, and not withstanding clause 4, this 
action can be undertaken without the need to follow the procedure 
set out in clause 4. 

Clause 5: Procedure for Amending Local Planning Policy 

(3) Despite subclause (1), the local government may make an amendment 
to a precinct plan without advertising the amendment if, in the opinion 
of the local government, the amendment is a minor amendment. 

Clause 8: Heritage List 

(5) Any place which:- 
(a) as at the gazettal date had been the subject of resolution under 

clause 30(1) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 repealed by the 
Regulations; or 

(b) is included in the State Register of Heritage Places established 
under the provisions of the Heritage of Western Australia Act 
1990,  

is deemed to be included in the Heritage List under clause 8(1) of the 
Deemed Provisions. 

(6) Despite clauses 8.3 and 8.4, the local government may make an 
amendment to the Heritage List without advertising the amendment if, 
in the opinion of the local government, the amendment is of a minor 
administrative nature. 
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Clause 9: Designation of Heritage Areas 

(1A) Any area which as at the gazettal date had been the subject of 
resolution under clause 31(1) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 repealed 
by the Regulations is deemed to be the subject of a designation under 
clause 9(1) of the Deemed Provisions. 

Clause 61: Development for which Development Approval Not Required 

(1A) Development approval of the local government is not required for the 
following works - 
(i) building or other work carried out by the local government, a 

public authority or a Commonwealth agency in connection with 
the maintenance or improvement of a public street;  

(ii) building or other work carried out by the local government, a 
public authority or a Commonwealth agency in connection with 
any public utility, or public works; or 

(iii) minor development listed in Schedule 8 of City Planning 
Scheme No. 2, subject to the prerequisites and standards 
identified in Schedule 8. 

Clause 64: Advertising Applications 

(1A) An application for development approval must be advertised under 
this clause if the proposed development involves an unlisted use. 

(1B) Where an application involves the development of land affected by a 
minor town planning scheme as listed in clause 8 of City Planning 
Scheme No. 2 or a special control area as listed in Schedule 9 of 
City Planning Scheme No. 2, the local government may direct the 
applicant to advertise the application to all owners within the area 
affected by that minor town planning scheme or special control area, 
in a manner that it considers appropriate. 

(6) The local government may decline to consider a submission that has 
not been lodged on time or fails to comply with any other requirement 
applying to it. 

Clause 66A: Design Advisory Committee 

(1) The local government is to appoint a design advisory committee for the 
purpose of considering, and advising the local government with respect 
to, applications. 

(2) The design advisory committee - 
(a) is to be consulted where an application seeks the local 

government’s permission under clause 28 of City Planning 
Scheme No. 2 for bonus plot ratio; and 
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(b) may be consulted on other design matters relating to 
development. 

Clause 66B: Referral of Applications to the Western Australian Planning 
Commission 

(1) This clause applies to an application which – 
(a) in respect of a non-residential development in the Perth Parking 

Management Area, seeks a car parking bonus of 10% or more 
than is permitted in the Perth Parking Management Area; 

(b) proposes a public car park with 50 bays or more in the Perth 
Parking Management Area; or 

(c) is made by, or on behalf of, the local government. 

(2) In respect of an application to which this clause applies, the local 
government, at the completion of the advertising procedure, if any, 
required by it, is to forward to the Western Australian Planning 
Commission copies of - 
(a) the application; and 
(b) the submissions, if any, duly lodged with the local government in 

response to the advertising of the application. 

(3) The Western Australian Planning Commission after considering the 
application and submissions is to notify the local government in writing 
within 21 days of receiving the application that it either - 
(a) supports the application on such terms and conditions, if any, as it 

specifies; 
(b) does not support the application; or 
(c) requires a further period of 21 days, or a specified longer period, 

to respond to the local government. 

(4) Following receipt of the notification from the Western Australian 
Planning Commission referred to in subclause 3(a) or (b) above, the 
local government will determine the application in accordance with 
clause 68 of the Deemed Provisions. 

Clause 68: Determination of Applications 

(3) Where - 
(a) the approval of an application requires an absolute majority; and 
(b) the decision of the local government in respect of the application 

is not an approval by an absolute majority,  
then the decision is taken to be a decision to refuse the application. 
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Clause 68A: Determination of Application for a Preferred Use 

Where, in a precinct, a use group category is classified as a preferred use 
then, in considering an application involving a use from that category in that 
precinct, the local government - 
(a) shall refuse the application if it involves a change of use prohibited by 

clause 68D; 
(b) cannot otherwise refuse the application by reference to the proposal to 

begin or continue the preferred use; and 
(c) may impose whatever conditions it considers appropriate in granting 

approval. 

Clause 68B: Determination of Application for a Contemplated Use 

The provisions of clause 67 apply to an application for a contemplated use. 

Clause 68C: Determination of Application for an Unlisted Use 

(1) Subject to subclause (2), the local government may refuse or approve 
an application which involves an unlisted use. 

(2) The local government cannot grant development approval for a 
development which involves an unlisted use unless - 
(a) the advertising procedure set out in clause 64 has been followed; 

and 
(b) it is satisfied, by an absolute majority, that the proposed 

development is consistent with the matters listed in clause 67. 

Clause 68D: Change of Use of Development Granted Bonus Plot Ratio 

(1) Where approval has been granted for a development which 
incorporates- 
(a) a residential use with bonus plot ratio permitted under clause 

28(2)(b) of City Planning Scheme No. 2, any subsequent change 
of use of the residential portion of the development; or 

(b) a special residential use with bonus plot ratio permitted under 
clause 28(2)(c) of City Planning Scheme No. 2, any subsequent 
change of use of the special residential development or any part 
of the special residential development, except a change of use 
incidental to the special residential use; 

 is prohibited within 10 years following the date on which that portion of 
the development is lawfully occupied. 

(2) Where bonus plot ratio has been granted under clause 28(2)(c)(ii) of 
City Planning Scheme No. 2 for a development which incorporates a 
new hotel which provides high quality accommodation a change of use 
incidental to the hotel use may only be granted if in the opinion of the 
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local government the hotel will maintain sufficient facilities and 
amenities to ensure that it will continue to provide high quality 
accommodation. 

(3) Where a minor bonus plot ratio has been granted under clause 28(6)(ii) 
of City Planning Scheme No. 2 a subsequent change of use of the floor 
area derived from that bonus plot ratio to office is prohibited. 

NOTE: Refer to City Planning Scheme No.2 Policy: Bonus Plot Ratio for information on ‘high 
quality accommodation’ and ‘minor bonus plot ratio’. 

Clause 68E: Determination of Non-Complying Applications 

(1)  In this clause - 
(a) an application which does not comply with a standard or 

requirement of City Planning Scheme No. 2 (including a standard 
or requirement set out in a planning policy, the relevant precinct 
plan or minor town planning scheme), is called a ‘non-complying 
application’;  

(b) a non-complying application does not include an application 
involving a prohibited use or an application to increase the 
maximum plot ratio which exceeds the limits set out in clause 28 
and/or 30 of City Planning Scheme No. 2.  

(2)  Subject to subclause (3), the local government may refuse or approve 
a non-complying application. 

(3)  The local government cannot grant development approval for a non-
complying application unless - 
(a) if so required by the local government under clause 64, the 

application has been advertised; 
(b) in respect of an application to which clause 66B(1)(a) or (b) 

applies the Western Australian Planning Commission has either 
notified the local government of its support for the application or 
has not responded within the 21 days, or the extended period, 
referred to in clause 66B(3)(c); and 

(c) the local government is satisfied by an absolute majority that - 
(i) if approval were to be granted, the development would be 

consistent with - 
(A)  the orderly and proper planning of the locality; 
(B)  the conservation of the amenities of the locality; and 
(C)  the statement of intent set out in the relevant precinct 

plan; and 
(ii) the non-compliance would not have any undue adverse 

effect on - 
(A)  the occupiers or users of the development; 
(B)  the property in, or the inhabitants of, the locality; or 
(C)  the likely future development of the locality. 
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Clause 68F: Determination of Application for Demolition 

In considering an application for or involving demolition, which is not exempt 
by clause 61, the local government is to have regard to the matters listed in 
clause 67 and - 
(a) may defer consideration of the application until - 

(i) it has granted development approval for subsequent development 
of the relevant site; 

(ii) it has issued a building licence for that development; and 
(iii) it is satisfied that the subsequent development will commence; 

(b) may approve the application, subject to conditions including – 
(i) the retention, maintenance, reinstatement or repositioning of any 

part of the existing building or structure; 
(ii) the screening of the site during redevelopment; and 
(iii) where the development that has been approved has not been 

substantially commenced for a total period of more than 6 
months, the landscaping of or other treatment of the site to the 
satisfaction of the local government; or 

(c) may refuse the application. 

Clause 70: Form and Date of Determination 

(3) The local government may give a copy of the documents referred to 
in subclause (1) to the owner or occupier of the lot to which the 
application relates. 

Clause 77A: Inconsistent Development Approvals 

Where, in relation to a particular premises, the local government grants a 
development approval which is inconsistent with an earlier development 
approval in respect of the same premises, then, to the extent of the 
inconsistency, the later development approval is to prevail. 

Clause 79: Entry and Inspection Powers 

(3) An authorised officer exercising the power of entry under subclause (2) 
or any other person accompanying an authorised officer who - 
(a) finds a person committing; or 
(b) on reasonable grounds suspects a person of having committed, a 

breach of a provision of this Scheme, may ask that person his or 
her name and address. 

(4) A person who - 
(a) in any way delays or obstructs an authorised officer in the 

exercise of his or her powers under this clause; or 
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(b) when asked to do so under subclause (3), refuses to give his or 
her name or address or gives a false name or address, commits 
an offence. 

(5) A person who gives or is suspected of giving a false name or address 
to the person making the enquiry under subclause (3) may, without any 
other warrant, be apprehended by the person making the demand and 
taken before a Justice to be dealt with according to law. 

Clause 79A: Offences 

(1) Subject to clause 61, a person shall not erect, alter or add to a building, 
or use or change the use of any land or building, or permit or suffer any 
land or building to be used or the use of any land or building to be 
changed for any purpose - 
(a) other than a purpose permitted or approved of by the local 

government in the use area in which that land or building is 
situated; 

(b) unless all approvals, consents or licences required by this 
Scheme or any other law have been granted or issued; 

(c) unless all conditions imposed upon the grant or issue of any 
approval, consent or licence required by this Scheme or any other 
law have been and continue to be complied with; and 

(d) unless all standards laid down and all requirements prescribed by 
this Scheme or determined by the local government under this 
Scheme with respect to that building or that use of that land or 
building have been and continue to be complied with. 

(2) Where the local government has granted development approval for the 
development of land on a condition which involves the maintenance or 
continuance of the state or condition of any place, area, matter or thing, 
a person shall not use or permit or suffer the use of that land for any 
purpose while the state or condition of that place, area, matter or thing 
is not being maintained or continued in accordance with that condition. 

NOTE: A person who fails to comply with a provision of this Scheme is guilty of an offence 
and is subject to the penalty set out in Part 13 of the Planning and Development Act 
2005. 

Clause 80A: Giving Documents 

(1) Unless otherwise stated in the Scheme, a document may be given to a 
person in any of the ways provided for by sections 9.50, 9.52, and 9.53 
of the Local Government Act 1995. 

(2) Unless otherwise stated in this clause, a document may be given to the 
local government in any of the ways provided for in section 9.51 of the 
Local Government Act 1995. 
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NOTE: A "document" is defined very broadly in section 5 of the Interpretation Act 1984. It 
would include an application for development approval and a notice of the Local 
Government’s decision. 

Clause 80B: Notices and Expenses under the Act 

A notice required to be given by the local government under Section 218 of 
the Act is to be a 60 day notice signed by the Chief Executive Officer and sent 
by registered post to the owner or any occupier or lessee of the premises 
affected by the notice. 

NOTE: 1.  The reference to the Act is to the Planning and Development Act 2005. 
2. Subject to Amendment No. 29 gazetted on 17 March 2015.

Clause 85A: Compensation 

(1) Claims for compensation under section 11(1) of the Act by reason of 
the land or property of a person being injuriously affected by the 
making of this Scheme are not to be made later than 6 months after the 
gazettal date. 

(2) Any claim made by the local government under section 11(2) of the Act 
is to be made within 6 months of the completion of the work or the 
section of the work by reason of which the land in which the claim is 
made is increased in value. 

(3) If, where compensation for injurious affection is claimed under the Act, 
the local government elects to purchase or take the land compulsorily 
the local government is to give written notice of that election to the 
claimant within 3 months of the claim for compensation being made. 

(4) The local government may deal with or dispose of land acquired by it 
for the purpose of a Local Reserve upon such terms and conditions as 
it thinks fit but the land must be used and preserved, for a use 
compatible with the purpose for which it is reserved. 

NOTE: 1. The reference to the Act is to the Planning and Development Act 2005. 
2. The gazettal date is defined in Schedule 4.
3. Part 11 of the Planning and Development Act 2005 empowers the Council to

purchase or compulsorily acquire land comprised in a Scheme.
4. A “document” is defined very broadly in section 5 of the Interpretation Act 1984. It

would include an application for development approval and a notice of the local
government’s decision.
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 CITY PLANNING SCHEME NO. 2 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 35 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend City Planning Scheme No. 2 by: 
 
1. Deleting the following clauses from the Scheme Text, as they have 

been superseded by the Deemed Provisions set out in the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015, 
Schedule 2: 

 
 30(1)-(4), 31, 32, 33, 36, 37(1)(a), 37(2), 38, 39, 41(2) and (3), 43, 

49(1), 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56(1)-(8), 57 (5), 58, 59 and 63(1).  
 
2. Removing the following clauses from the Scheme Text and inserting 

them into Schedule A – Supplemental Provisions: 
 
 30(5), 37(1) (b)-(d), 40, 41(1), 41(4)-(5), 42, 44, 45, 46, 46a, 47, 48, 

49(2) and (3), 53, 56(9), 57(1) – (4), 57(6), 60, 61, 62, 63(2)-(4) and 64. 
 
3. Inserting the following provisions into Schedule A – Supplemental 

Provisions: 
  

Clause 3: Local Planning Policies 
 
(6) The following planning policies as adopted by the local 

government at its meeting held on 26 June 2001 shall be taken 
to be policies adopted in accordance with the requirements of 
this clause:- 
(a)   General Planning Procedures policy; 
(b)   Residential Development policy; 
(c)   Development and Design policy; 
(d)   Parking and Access policy; 
(e)   Mount Street Design policy; 
(f)   James, William Roe and Lake Street policy; 
(g)   King Street Heritage Precinct Design Guidelines; 
(h)   Future Development of Northbridge (Northbridge Report 

- Chapter 3 and Appendix 1) policy; 
(i)   Terrace Road Design policy; and 
(j)   Goderich Design policy. 
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Clause 3A: Precinct Plans and Other Scheme Documents 
 

(1) The local government may make precinct plans for the purpose 
of setting out the intent of a particular precinct. 
 

(2) The making and amendment of any precinct plan or functional 
road hierarchy map must follow the procedure set out in clause 
4. 

 
(3) The following precinct plans as adopted by the local government 

at its meeting held on 26 June 2001 shall be taken to be precinct 
plans adopted in accordance with the requirements of clause 3 - 
(a)   City Centre Precincts Plan; 
(b)   Northbridge Precinct Plan; 
(c)   Cultural Centre Precinct Plan; 
(d)   Stirling Precinct Plan; 
(e)   Victoria Precinct Plan; 
(f)   Citiplace Precinct Plan; 
(g)   St Georges Precinct Plan; 
(h)   Civic Precinct Plan; 
(i)   Foreshore Precinct Plan; 
(j)   Matilda Bay Precinct Plan; 
(k)   West Perth Precinct Plan; 
(l)   Hamilton Precinct Plan; 
(m) Langley Precinct Plan; 
(n)   Adelaide Precinct Plan; 
(o)   Goderich Precinct Plan; and 
(p)   East Perth Precinct Plan. 

 
(4) An amendment to - 

(a)   a precinct use area boundary; 
(b)   the Scheme Text; 
(c)   the Scheme Map; 
(d)   the Plot Ratio Plan; 
(e)   the Maximum Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(f)   the Public Facilities Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(g)   the Heritage Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(h)   the Residential Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; and 
(i)   the Special Residential Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(j)   the Maximum Building Height Plan; and 
(k)   the Street Building Height and Setback Plan. 
can be made only in accordance with the procedures applying to 
a town planning scheme amendment set out in section 7 of the 
Act. 
 

(5) Where a precinct plan or planning policy is required to be 
amended to reflect an amendment to the City Planning Scheme 
or a minor local planning scheme, then, and not withstanding 
clause 4, this action can be undertaken without the need to 
follow the procedure set out in clause 4. 
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Clause 5: Procedure for Amending Local Planning Policy 
 

(3) Despite subclause (1), the local government may make an 
amendment to a precinct plan without advertising the 
amendment if, in the opinion of the local government, the 
amendment is a minor amendment. 

 
Clause 8: Heritage List 
 
(5) Any place which:- 

(a) as at the gazettal date had been the subject of resolution 
under clause 30(1) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 
repealed by the Regulations; or 

(b) is included in the State Register of Heritage Places 
established under the provisions of the Heritage of Western 
Australia Act 1990,  

is deemed to be included in the Heritage List under clause 8(1) 
of the Deemed Provisions. 
 

(6) Despite clauses 8.3 and 8.4, the local government may make an 
amendment to the Heritage List without advertising the 
amendment if, in the opinion of the local government, the 
amendment is of a minor administrative nature. 

 
Clause 9: Designation of Heritage Areas 
 
(1A) Any area which as at the gazettal date had been the subject of 

resolution under clause 31(1) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 
repealed by the Regulations is deemed to be the subject of a 
designation under clause 9(1) of the Deemed Provisions. 

 
Clause 61: Development for which Development Approval Not 
Required 
 
(1A) Development approval of the local government is not required 

for the following works -  
(i) building or other work carried out by the local 

government, a public authority or a Commonwealth 
agency in connection with the maintenance or 
improvement of a public street;  

(ii) building or other work carried out by the local 
government, a public authority or a Commonwealth 
agency in connection with any public utility, or public 
works; or 

(iii)  minor development listed in Schedule 8 of City Planning 
Scheme No. 2, subject to the prerequisites and 
standards identified in Schedule 8. 
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Clause 64: Advertising Applications 
 
(1A) An application for development approval must be advertised 

under this clause if the proposed development involves an 
unlisted use.  

 
(1B) Where an application involves the development of land 

affected by a minor town planning scheme as listed in clause 
8 of City Planning Scheme No. 2 or a special control area as 
listed in Schedule 9 of City Planning Scheme No. 2, the local 
government may direct the applicant to advertise the 
application to all owners within the area affected by that minor 
town planning scheme or special control area, in a manner 
that it considers appropriate. 

 
(6) The local government may decline to consider a submission that 

has not been lodged on time or fails to comply with any other 
requirement applying to it. 

 
Clause 66A: Design Advisory Committee 

 
(1) The local government is to appoint a design advisory committee 

for the purpose of considering, and advising the local 
government with respect to, applications. 
 

(2) The design advisory committee - 
(a) is to be consulted where an application seeks the local 

government’s permission under clause 28 of City 
Planning Scheme No. 2 for bonus plot ratio; and 

(b) may be consulted on other design matters relating to 
development. 

 
Clause 66B: Referral of Applications to the Western Australian 
Planning Commission 

 
(1) This clause applies to an application which – 

(a) in respect of a non-residential development in the Perth 
Parking Management Area, seeks a car parking bonus of 
10% or more than is permitted in the Perth Parking 
Management Area; 

(b) proposes a public car park with 50 bays or more in the 
Perth Parking Management Area; or 

(c) is made by, or on behalf of, the local government.  
 

(2) In respect of an application to which this clause applies, the local 
government, at the completion of the advertising procedure, if 
any, required by it, is to forward to the Western Australian 
Planning Commission copies of - 
(a) the application; and 
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(b) the submissions, if any, duly lodged with the local 
government in response to the advertising of the 
application. 
 

(3) The Western Australian Planning Commission after considering 
the application and submissions is to notify the local government 
in writing within 21 days of receiving the application that it either 
- 
(a) supports the application on such terms and conditions, if 

any, as it specifies; 
(b) does not support the application; or 
(c) requires a further period of 21 days, or a specified longer 

period, to respond to the local government. 
 

(4) Following receipt of the notification from the Western Australian 
Planning Commission referred to in subclause 3(a) or (b) above, 
the local government will determine the application in 
accordance with clause 68 of the Deemed Provisions. 

 
Clause 68: Determination of Applications 
 
(3) Where - 

(a) the approval of an application requires an absolute 
majority; and 

(b) the decision of the local government in respect of the 
application is not an approval by an absolute majority,  

then the decision is taken to be a decision to refuse the 
application. 

 
Clause 68A: Determination of Application for a Preferred Use 

 
Where, in a precinct, a use group category is classified as a preferred 
use then, in considering an application involving a use from that 
category in that precinct, the local government - 
(a) shall refuse the application if it involves a change of use prohibited 

by clause 68D; 
(b) cannot otherwise refuse the application by reference to the 

proposal to begin or continue the preferred use; and 
(c) may impose whatever conditions it considers appropriate in 

granting approval. 
 

Clause 68B: Determination of Application for a Contemplated Use 
 

The provisions of clause 67 apply to an application for a contemplated 
use. 

 
Clause 68C: Determination of Application for an Unlisted Use 

 
(1) Subject to subclause (2), the local government may refuse or 

approve an application which involves an unlisted use. 
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(2) The local government cannot grant development approval for a 
development which involves an unlisted use unless - 

(a) the advertising procedure set out in clause 64 has been 
followed; and 

(b) it is satisfied, by an absolute majority, that the proposed 
development is consistent with the matters listed in clause 
67. 

 
Clause 68D: Change of Use of Development Granted Bonus Plot Ratio 

 
(1) Where approval has been granted for a development which 

incorporates- 
(a) a residential use with bonus plot ratio permitted under 

clause 28(2)(b) of City Planning Scheme No. 2, any 
subsequent change of use of the residential portion of the 
development; or 

(b) a special residential use with bonus plot ratio permitted 
under clause 28(2)(c) of City Planning Scheme No. 2, any 
subsequent change of use of the special residential 
development or any part of the special residential 
development, except a change of use incidental to the 
special residential use; 

  is prohibited within 10 years following the date on which that 
portion of the development is lawfully occupied. 

 
(2) Where bonus plot ratio has been granted under clause 28(2)(c)(ii) 

of City Planning Scheme No. 2 for a development which 
incorporates a new hotel which provides high quality 
accommodation a change of use incidental to the hotel use may 
only be granted if in the opinion of the local government the hotel 
will maintain sufficient facilities and amenities to ensure that it will 
continue to provide high quality accommodation. 
 

(3) Where a minor bonus plot ratio has been granted under clause 
28(6)(ii) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 a subsequent change of 
use of the floor area derived from that bonus plot ratio to office is 
prohibited. 

 
Clause 68E: Determination of Non-Complying Applications 

 
(1)  In this clause - 

(a) an application which does not comply with a standard or 
requirement of City Planning Scheme No. 2 (including a 
standard or requirement set out in a planning policy, the 
relevant precinct plan or minor town planning scheme), is 
called a ‘non-complying application’;  

(b) a non-complying application does not include an 
application involving a prohibited use or an application to 
increase the maximum plot ratio which exceeds the limits 
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set out in clause 28 and/or 30 of City Planning Scheme 
No. 2.  
 

(2) Subject to subclause (3), the local government may refuse or 
approve a non-complying application. 
 

(3) The local government cannot grant development approval for a 
non-complying application unless - 
(a) if so required by the local government under clause 64, 

the application has been advertised; 
(b) in respect of an application to which clause 66B(1)(a) or 

(b) applies the Western Australian Planning Commission 
has either notified the local government of its support for 
the application or has not responded within the 21 days, 
or the extended period, referred to in clause 66B(3)(c); 
and 

(c) the local government is satisfied by an absolute majority 
that - 
(i) if approval were to be granted, the development 

would be consistent with - 
(A)  the orderly and proper planning of the locality; 
(B)  the conservation of the amenities of the 

locality; and 
(C)  the statement of intent set out in the relevant 

precinct plan; and 
(ii) the non-compliance would not have any undue 

adverse effect on - 
(A)  the occupiers or users of the development; 
(B)  the property in, or the inhabitants of, the 

locality; or 
(C)  the likely future development of the locality. 

 
 Clause 68F: Determination of Application for Demolition 
 
 In considering an application for or involving demolition, which is not 

exempt by clause 61, the local government is to have regard to the 
matters listed in clause 67 and - 
(a) may defer consideration of the application until - 

(i)   it has granted development approval for subsequent 
development of the relevant site; 

(ii)   it has issued a building licence for that development; and 
(iii) it is satisfied that the subsequent development will 

commence; 
(b) may approve the application, subject to conditions including – 

(i) the retention, maintenance, reinstatement or repositioning of 
any part of the existing building or structure; 

(ii) the screening of the site during redevelopment; and 
(iii) where the development that has been approved has not 

been substantially commenced for a total period of more 
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than 6 months, the landscaping of or other treatment of the 
site to the satisfaction of the local government; or 

(c) may refuse the application. 
 

Clause 70: Form and Date of Determination 
 
(3) The local government may give a copy of the documents 

referred to in subclause (1) to the owner or occupier of the lot to 
which the application relates. 

 
Clause 77A: Inconsistent Development Approvals 

 
 Where, in relation to a particular premises, the local government grants 

a development approval which is inconsistent with an earlier 
development approval in respect of the same premises, then, to the 
extent of the inconsistency, the later development approval is to 
prevail. 
 
Clause 79: Entry and Inspection Powers 
 
(3) An authorised officer exercising the power of entry under subclause 

(2) or any other person accompanying an authorised officer who - 
(a)   finds a person committing; or 
(b)   on reasonable grounds suspects a person of having 

committed, a breach of a provision of this Scheme,  
may ask that person his or her name and address. 
 

(4) A person who - 
(a)   in any way delays or obstructs an authorised officer in the 

exercise of his or her powers under this clause; or 
(b)   when asked to do so under subclause (3), refuses to give his 

or her name or address or gives a false name or address,  
 commits an offence. 
 

(5) A person who gives or is suspected of giving a false name or 
address to the person making the enquiry under subclause (3) 
may, without any other warrant, be apprehended by the person 
making the demand and taken before a Justice to be dealt with 
according to law. 

 
 Clause 79A: Offences 
 

(1) Subject to clause 61, a person shall not erect, alter or add to a 
building, or use or change the use of any land or building, or permit 
or suffer any land or building to be used or the use of any land or 
building to be changed for any purpose - 
(a)   other than a purpose permitted or approved of by the local 

government in the use area in which that land or building is 
situated; 
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(b)   unless all approvals, consents or licences required by this 
Scheme or any other law have been granted or issued; 

(c)   unless all conditions imposed upon the grant or issue of any 
approval, consent or licence required by this Scheme or any 
other law have been and continue to be complied with; and 

(d)   unless all standards laid down and all requirements 
prescribed by this Scheme or determined by the local 
government under this Scheme with respect to that building or 
that use of that land or building have been and continue to be 
complied with. 
 

(2) Where the local government has granted development approval for 
the development of land on a condition which involves the 
maintenance or continuance of the state or condition of any place, 
area, matter or thing, a person shall not use or permit or suffer the 
use of that land for any purpose while the state or condition of that 
place, area, matter or thing is not being maintained or continued in 
accordance with that condition. 

 
Clause 80A: Giving Documents 

 
(1) Unless otherwise stated in the Scheme, a document may be given 

to a person in any of the ways provided for by sections 9.50, 9.52, 
and 9.53 of the Local Government Act 1995. 
 

(2) Unless otherwise stated in this clause, a document may be given to 
the local government in any of the ways provided for in section 9.51 
of the Local Government Act 1995. 

 
 Clause 80B: Notices and Expenses under the Act 
 
 A notice required to be given by the local government under Section 

218 of the Act is to be a 60 day notice signed by the Chief Executive 
Officer and sent by registered post to the owner or any occupier or 
lessee of the premises affected by the notice. 

 
Clause 85A: Compensation 

 
(1) Claims for compensation under section 11(1) of the Act by reason 

of the land or property of a person being injuriously affected by the 
making of this Scheme are not to be made later than 6 months 
after the gazettal date. 
 

(2) Any claim made by the local government under section 11(2) of the 
Act is to be made within 6 months of the completion of the work or 
the section of the work by reason of which the land in which the 
claim is made is increased in value. 

 
(3) If, where compensation for injurious affection is claimed under the 

Act, the local government elects to purchase or take the land 
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compulsorily the local government is to give written notice of that 
election to the claimant within 3 months of the claim for 
compensation being made. 

 
(4) The local government may deal with or dispose of land acquired by 

it for the purpose of a Local Reserve upon such terms and 
conditions as it thinks fit but the land must be used and preserved, 
for a use compatible with the purpose for which it is reserved. 

 
4. Deleting the following definitions from Schedule 1, as they have been 

superseded by the definitions in the Deemed Provisions set out in the 
Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015 
Schedule 2: 

 
• absolute majority; 
• Act; 
• advertisement; 
• Chief Executive Officer; 
• City; 
• City of Perth scheme reserve; 
• conservation area; 
• Council; 
• owner; 
• place; 
• premises; 
• register of places of cultural heritage significance; 
• Residential Design Codes; and 
• Scheme area. 

 
5. Amending clauses 18(1), 18(2)(c), 25(1) and Schedule 8 by removing 

the cross reference to the clause deleted by the amendment and 
replace them with cross reference to Deemed Provisions set out in the 
Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015 
Schedule 2. 
 

6. Amend clause 16(2)(b) by removing the cross reference to the clause 
deleted by the amendment and replacing with cross reference to 
Supplemental Provision 68D. 

 
7. Amend Schedule 8 by removing the cross reference to ‘section 

37(1)(d)’ and replace with ‘Supplemental Provision 61(1A)(iii). 
 
8. Delete reference to the following terms and replace them with the 

corresponding term throughout the Scheme: 
 

• ‘City’ with ‘local government’; 
• ‘Council’ with ‘local government’; 
• ‘City of Perth’ with ‘local government’; 
• ‘Metropolitan Region Scheme’ with ‘Region Planning Scheme‘; 
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• ‘Residential Design Codes’ with ‘R-Codes’; 
• ‘planning approval’ with ‘development approval’; 
• ‘Register of places of cultural heritage significance’ with ‘Heritage 

List’; 
• ‘conservation area’ with ‘Heritage Area’; 
 

9. Update the following clauses and definitions as detailed below: 
 

• Clause 3(1)  
(i)  delete ánd’ 
(j) insert a semi colon after ‘Plan’ 
add  
(k)  the Deemed Provisions; and  
(l)  the Supplemental Provisions contained in Schedule A to the 

Deemed Provisions.  
 
• Clause 3(2) 

(c) delete ‘and’ 
(d) insert a semi colon after ‘map’; 
add 
(e)  each structure plan;  
(f)  each activity centre plan;  
(g)  each local development plan; and 
(h) the Heritage List. 

 
• Clause 10. – add 
 ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 4’; 
 
• Clause 19(3)(a) – add 
 (iv) clause 67 of the Deemed Provisions; and 
 
• Clause 28(2)(a)(i) – delete ‘under clause 30 has been declared by 

the Council to be significant and worthy of conservation’ and 
replace with ‘is included in the local government’s Heritage List. 

 
• Clause 28(2)(c)(ii) – delete ‘Planning Policy 4.6.1’ and add after 

Bonus Plot Ratio ‘Planning Policy’. 
 

• Clause 28(5)(a) - delete ‘adversely affect the cultural heritage 
significance of any place declared by the Council under clause 30 
or any conservation area’; and replace with ‘adversely affect the 
cultural heritage significance of any place included in the local 
government’s Heritage List or any Heritage Area designated by the 
local government; and’. 

 
• Clause 28(6)(b) - delete ‘clause 34’ and replace with ‘clause 30’. 
 
• Clause 28(7)(a) - delete ‘clause 41’ and replace with ‘the Deemed 

Provisions’. 
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• Clause 57A – renumber clause ‘57A’ to ‘clause 32’ and add ‘(4) 
Where a provision of a special control area is inconsistent with any 
provision of the Deemed Provisions, the provisions of the Deemed 
Provisions is to prevail.’ 

 
• Schedule 1 - Residential delete ‘an advertising procedure’ and 

replace with ‘the advertising procedure of the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
• Schedule 3, (1) of Table P9, P10, P13 and P 14 add ‘of the 

Deemed Provisions’ after ‘procedure’. 
 
• Schedule 4  
 

Amended definition of ‘amenities’ to delete ‘depending on its 
context, means – (a) The expectations of those living and working 
in an area about the quality of their environment including its 
pleasantness, character, beauty, harmony on the exterior design of 
buildings, privacy and security; or (b) facilities providing use, 
convenience or enjoyment;’ and replace with ‘means facilities 
providing use, convenience or enjoyment;’ 
 
Amend the definition of ‘planning policy’ to delete ‘clause 56’ and 
replace with ‘the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
Amend the definition of ‘Perth Parking Policy’ by deleting ‘and 
published in the Government Gazette on 16 July 1999’. 
 
Incorporate a new definition ‘Deemed Provisions - means the 
provisions set out in the Planning and Development (Local 
Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015: Schedule 2’; 

 
• Schedule 7  

 
Delete the following - 

‘This schedule contains the following forms: 

Metropolitan Region Scheme (Form 1) – Application for Approval to 
Commence Development; and Notice of Decision on Application for 
Planning Approval’; and replace with the following - 

‘The Metropolitan Region Scheme contains the ‘Metropolitan 
Region Scheme Form 1’. 

Clause 86 of the Deemed Provisions contains the ‘Application for 
Development Approval Form’. 

Both forms are required to be submitted for all development 
applications, unless the development is located on a Region 
Planning Scheme Reserve in which case only the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme (Form 1) is required. 
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Clause 86 of the Deemed Provisions contains the ‘Additional 
Information for Development Approval for Advertisements’ form, 
which is required to be submitted in addition to the above forms 
where advertisements are proposed.’ 

• Schedule 8 
 

Add – ‘Clause 61 of the Deemed Provisions provide exemptions 
from the requirement to obtain development approval and prevail 
over the provisions of this Schedule.’ 
 
Delete – ‘A street tree or tree listed within the City's Register of 
Places of Cultural Heritage Significance will not be affected in any 
way or removed.’ and replace with ‘A street tree or tree listed within 
the local government’s Heritage List will not be affected in any way 
or removed’.  
 
Delete – ‘Compliant with the setback and open space requirements 
of the 'Acceptable Standards' of the Residential Design Codes 
(2008) and the provisions of the City Planning Scheme No. 2 (as 
amended)’ and replace with ‘Compliant with the setback and open 
space requirements of the ‘Deemed to Comply’ provisions of the R-
Codes and the provisions of the City Planning Scheme No. 2 (as 
amended).’ 
 
Delete – ‘Exemptions in accordance with City Planning Scheme 
No. 2 Policy 4.7 – Signs’ and replace with ‘Exemptions in 
accordance with City Planning Scheme No. 2 Policy– Signs’. 

 
• Schedule 9  

 
Clause 2.5 – delete ‘Notwithstanding Clause 39(a) of the Scheme,’ 
and replace with ‘An application for development approval’. 
Clause 6.2(c) – delete ‘With respect to the buildings the subject of 
a declaration under sub-clause 30(1) of the Scheme’ and replace 
with ‘With respect to the buildings included in the local 
government’s Heritage List’. 
Clause 6.5 (a) – delete ‘the subject of a declaration under clause 
30(1) of the Scheme’ and replace with ‘included in the local 
government’s Heritage List’. 
Clause 6.5(c)(i) - delete ‘subject of a declaration under clause 
30(1)’ and replace with ‘included in the local government’s Heritage 
List’. 
Clause 6.7(a) - delete ‘In addition to the requirements of Clause 39 
an’ and replace with ‘An application for development approval’. 
Clause 6.7(b) – add ‘or the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Scheme’. 
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Clause 17.2(d) – delete ‘the subject of a declaration under 
subclause 30(1) of the City Planning Scheme’ and replace with 
‘which are listed in the local government’s Heritage List’. 

 
10. Renumber the remaining Scheme provisions and schedules 

sequentially and update any cross referencing to the new clause 
numbers as required.   

 
 
 
Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 
 
           
       ________________________ 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  
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AMENDMENT REPORT 
 

 
Purpose 
 
The amendment removes City of Perth City Planning Scheme No. 2 (CPS2) 
provisions and definitions that are superseded by the Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The deletion of the provisions from CPS2 will ensure that provisions that may, 
or may be seen to conflict, with the Deemed Provisions are removed.  The 
deletion of the provisions will also assist in the day to day administration of 
CPS2 by removing provisions which are no longer required. 
 
The existing provisions of CPS2 are also to be amended (where applicable) to 
make them consistent with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
  
Superseded CPS2 Provisions 
 
The following clauses or subclauses are proposed to be removed from CPS2 
as they have been superseded by the Deemed Provisions.  
 
Part 3 Division 2 – Places of Cultural Heritage Significance 
 
Clauses 30(1) – (4) to 33 of CPS2 being the ‘Declaration of Places of Cultural 
Heritage Significance, Declaration of a Conservation Area’, ’Register of 
Places of Cultural Heritage Significance’ and ‘Heritage Agreements’ are to be 
deleted as they have been replaced with clauses 7 to 13 of the Deemed 
Provisions. 
 
Clauses 34 and 35 of CPS2 relating to the Transfer of Plot Ratio and Register 
of Transfer of Plot Ratio remain but will be renumbered to clauses 30 and 31. 
 
Part 4 Planning Approval 
 
Clauses 36 to 39, 43, 49(1) to 52 and 54 to 55 of CPS2 being ‘Need for 
Planning Approval’, ‘Exemption from Planning Approval’, ‘Unauthorised 
Existing Developments’, ‘Form of Application’, ‘Determination of Application – 
General Provisions’, ‘Notice of Council Decision’, ‘Term of Planning Approval’, 
‘Temporary Planning Approval’, ‘Revoked of Amended Planning Approval’, 
‘Deemed Refusal’ and ‘Appeals’ are to be deleted as they have been replaced 
with Part 7 of the Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Requirements for 
Development Approval’. 
 
Part 5 Miscellaneous 
 
Clauses 56(1)-(8), 57(5), 58 and 59 of CPS2 being ‘Planning Policies’, 
Precinct Plans and Other Scheme Documents, ‘Agreement and Dealings with 

16 
 



Land’ and ‘Delegation’ are to be deleted as they have been replaced with Part 
2 and clauses 81 to 84 of the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Clause 57A of CPS2 relating to the Special Control Area has been retained 
(and renumbered to clause 32). 
 
Part 6 Enforcement 
 
Clause 63(1) relating to ‘Authorised Entry’ is to be deleted and replaced with 
clause 79 of the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Schedules 
 
Schedule 4 - Definitions of CPS2 has been amended to delete those 
definitions which are now included in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Schedule 7 – Forms has been amended as the Deemed Provisions contain 
the new Application for Development Approval Form.  It is noted that an 
applicant will need to submit the MRS Form 1 and the Application for 
Development Approval (two forms). 
 
Schedule 9 – Special Control Area has been amended to reflect the Deemed 
Provisions, however, there is no impact to the provisions or operation of the 
Special Control Areas. 
 
A number of the CPS2 provisions being deleted are cross referenced 
elsewhere in the Scheme.  The amendment updates these cross references 
to reference the Deemed Provisions.   
 
 
CPS2 Supplemental Provisions 
 
Section 73(2A) of the Act provides for local planning schemes to add 
Supplemental Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal 
with special circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has 
not been made in the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them.   
 
The amendment introduces the Supplemental Provisions in Schedule A. The 
following provisions of CPS2 have been amended and retained as 
Supplemental Provisions. 
 
Clause 30(5) Declaration of Cultural Heritage Significance of CPS2 has been 
retained as clause 8(5) of the Supplemental Provisions, as it provides that 
those places previously included in CPS2 Places of Cultural Heritage 
Significance Register or the State Register of Heritage Places are places 
under the Heritage List provisions of the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Clause 37(1)(b) to (d) of CPS2 relating to ‘Exemption from Planning Approval’ 
has been retained as clause 61(1A) (i) – (iii) of the Supplemental Provisions 
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as it provides exemptions for public works and also the exemptions identified 
in Schedule 8 of CPS2. 
 
Clause 40 of CPS2 relating to ‘Design Advisory Committee’ has been retained 
as clause 66A of the Supplemental Provisions, as the Deemed Provisions do 
not provide any clauses relating to Design Advisory Committees. 
 
Clauses 41(1), (4) and (5) of CPS2 relating to ‘Advertising Procedure’ have 
been retained as clauses 64(1A), 64(1B) and 64 (6) of the Supplemental 
Provisions. Clause 41(1) relates to advertising of an unlisted use.  The 
Deemed Provisions include different terminology and therefore to ensure that 
the advertising is still undertaken it is included as a Supplemental Provision.  
Clauses 41(4) and (5) have been retained as they are not covered by the 
Deemed Provisions. 
 
Clause 42 of CPS2 relating to ‘Referral of Application to the Western 
Australian Planning Commission’ has been retained as clause 66B of the 
Supplemental Provisions, as it is not referred to in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Clauses 44 to 48 of CPS2 relating to the ‘Consideration of Applications for 
Preferred Uses’, ‘Contemplated Uses’, ‘Unlisted Uses’, ‘Changes of Use of 
Development Granted Bonus Plot Ratio’, ‘Non-complying Applications’ and 
‘Demolition’ have been retained  as clauses 68A to 68F of the Supplemental 
provisions, as they are not covered by the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Clauses 49(2) and (3) of CPS2 relating to absolute majority decisions of the 
Council and the giving of determinations have been retained as clauses 68(3) 
and 70(3) of the Supplemental Provisions, as they are not fully covered by the 
Deemed Provisions. 
 
Clause 53 of CPS2 relating to ‘Inconsistent Planning Approvals’ has been 
retained as clause 77A of the Supplemental Provisions, as the clause is not 
included in the Deemed Provisions and is required in the City given the 
significant number of applications that occur on the one site. 
 
Clause 56(9) of CPS2 relating to ‘Planning Policies’ has been retained as 
clause 3(6) of the Supplemental Provisions, as it provides that those policies 
previously adopted under CPS2 are policies adopted under the Deemed 
Provisions. 
 
Clause 57(1) – (4) and (6) of CPS2 relating to ‘Precinct Plans and Other 
Scheme documents’ has been retained as clause 3A of the Supplemental 
Provisions, as the Deemed Provisions do not deal with Precinct Plans. 
 
Clause 60 of CPS2 relating to ‘Compensation’ has been retained as clause 
85A of the Supplemental Provisions, as the Deemed Provisions do not include 
a compensation clause that would revoke this. 
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The majority of Part 6 ‘Enforcement’ of CPS2 has been retained as clauses 
79 (3) to (5), 79A, 80A and 80B of the Supplemental Provisions, as the 
Deemed Provisions do not include clauses that would revoke this. 
 
Additional Supplemental Provisions have been included as follows:- 
• clause 5(3) to enable the local government to make a minor amendment 

to a precinct plan without advertising the amendment; 
• clause 8(6) to enable the local government to undertake minor 

administrative changes to the Heritage List without the need to advertise; 
and 

• clause 9(1A) provides that those Conservation Areas previously included 
in the CPS2 are Heritage Areas under the heritage provisions of the 
Deemed Provisions  

 
With the deletion and movement of a number of the CPS2 provisions, those 
provisions which remain in the scheme will need to be renumbered to assist in 
the Scheme amendments.   
 
CPS2 Consistency with Deemed Provisions 
 
The Deemed Provisions include terminology that is not consistent with CPS2 
terminology. Therefore to address the inconsistency the following terms in 
CPS2 have been replaced as the terminology in the Deemed Provisions 
cannot be amended. 
 
• ‘Council’, ‘City’ and ‘City of Perth’ deleted and replaced with ‘local 

government; 
• ‘Metropolitan Region Scheme’ with ‘Region Planning Scheme‘; 
• ‘Residential Design Codes’ with ‘R-Codes’; 
• ‘planning approval’ with ‘development approval’; 
• ‘Register of places of cultural heritage significance’ with ‘Heritage List’; 

and 
• ‘conservation area’ with ‘Heritage Area’. 
 
Appendix A provides a detailed assessment of the existing and proposed 
clauses that are subject to this amendment. 
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment in accordance with Regulation 34 for 
the following reasons: 
 
i) to delete provisions that have been superseded by the Deemed 

Provisions in Schedule 2: Planning and Development (Local 
Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015;  

 
ii) to ensure that City of Perth City Planning Scheme No.2 is 

consistent with any other Act that applies to the Scheme or the 
Scheme area; and 
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iii) an minor administrative correction. 
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 

 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 CITY PLANNING SCHEME NO.2 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 35 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that 
behalf by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends City 
Planning Scheme No.2 by: 
 
1. Deleting the following clauses from the Scheme Text, as they have 

been superseded by the Deemed Provisions set out in the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015, 
Schedule 2: 

 
 30(1)-(4), 31, 32, 33, 36, 37(1)(a), 37(2), 38, 39, 41(2) and (3), 43, 

49(1), 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56(1)-(8), 57(5), 58, 59 and 63(1).  
 
2. Removing the following clauses from the Scheme Text and inserting 

them into Schedule A – Supplemental Provisions: 
 
 30(5), 37(1) (b)-(d), 40, 41(1), 41(4)-(5), 42, 44, 45, 46, 46a, 47, 48, 

49(2) and (3), 53, 56(9), 57(1) – (4), 57(6), 60, 61, 62, 63(2)-(4) and 64. 
 
3. Inserting the following provisions into Schedule A – Supplemental 

Provisions: 
  

Clause 3: Local Planning Policies 
 
(6) The following planning policies as adopted by the local 

government at its meeting held on 26 June 2001 shall be taken 
to be policies adopted in accordance with the requirements of 
this clause:- 
(a)  General Planning Procedures policy; 
(b)  Residential Development policy; 
(c) Development and Design policy; 
(d) Parking and Access policy; 
(e) Mount Street Design policy; 
(f) James, William Roe and Lake Street policy; 
(g) King Street Heritage Precinct Design Guidelines; 
(h) Future Development of Northbridge (Northbridge Report - 

Chapter 3 and Appendix 1) policy; 
(i)  Terrace Road Design policy; and 
(j)  Goderich Design policy. 
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Clause 3A: Precinct Plans and Other Scheme Documents 
 

(1) The local government may make precinct plans for the purpose 
of setting out the intent of a particular precinct. 
 

(2) The making and amendment of any precinct plan or functional 
road hierarchy map must follow the procedure set out in clause 
4. 

 
(3) The following precinct plans as adopted by the local government 

at its meeting held on 26 June 2001 shall be taken to be precinct 
plans adopted in accordance with the requirements of clause 3 - 
(a) City Centre Precincts Plan; 
(b) Northbridge Precinct Plan; 
(c) Cultural Centre Precinct Plan; 
(d) Stirling Precinct Plan; 
(e) Victoria Precinct Plan; 
(f) Citiplace Precinct Plan; 
(g) St Georges Precinct Plan; 
(h) Civic Precinct Plan; 
(i) Foreshore Precinct Plan; 
(j) Matilda Bay Precinct Plan; 
(k) West Perth Precinct Plan; 
(l) Hamilton Precinct Plan; 
(m) Langley Precinct Plan; 
(n) Adelaide Precinct Plan; 
(o) Goderich Precinct Plan; and 
(p) East Perth Precinct Plan. 

 
(4) An amendment to - 

(a) a precinct use area boundary; 
(b) the Scheme Text; 
(c) the Scheme Map; 
(d) the Plot Ratio Plan; 
(e) the Maximum Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(f) the Public Facilities Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(g) the Heritage Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(h) the Residential Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; and 
(i) the Special Residential Bonus Plot Ratio Plan; 
(j) the Maximum Building Height Plan; and 
(k) the Street Building Height and Setback Plan. 
can be made only in accordance with the procedures applying to 
a town planning scheme amendment set out in section 7 of the 
Act. 
 

(5) Where a precinct plan or planning policy is required to be 
amended to reflect an amendment to the City Planning Scheme 
or a minor local planning scheme, then, and not withstanding 
clause 4, this action can be undertaken without the need to 
follow the procedure set out in clause 4. 
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Clause 5: Procedure for Amending Local Planning Policy 
 
(3) Despite subclause (1), the local government may make an 

amendment to a precinct plan without advertising the 
amendment if, in the opinion of the local government, the 
amendment is a minor amendment. 

 
Clause 8: Heritage List 
 
(5) Any place which:- 

(a) as at the gazettal date had been the subject of resolution 
under clause 30(1) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 
repealed by the Regulations; or 

(b) is included in the State Register of Heritage Places 
established under the provisions of the Heritage of Western 
Australia Act 1990,  

is deemed to be included in the Heritage List under clause 8(1) 
of the Deemed Provisions. 
 

(6) Despite clauses 8.3 and 8.4, the local government may make an 
amendment to the Heritage List without advertising the 
amendment if, in the opinion of the local government, the 
amendment is of a minor administrative nature. 

 
Clause 9: Designation of Heritage Areas 
 
(1A) Any area which as at the gazettal date had been the subject of 

resolution under clause 31(1) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 
repealed by the Regulations is deemed to be the subject of a 
designation under clause 9(1) of the Deemed Provisions. 

 
Clause 61: Development for which Development Approval Not 
Required 
 
(1A) Development approval of the local government is not required 

for the following works -  
(i) building or other work carried out by the local 

government, a public authority or a Commonwealth 
agency in connection with the maintenance or 
improvement of a public street;  

(ii) building or other work carried out by the local 
government, a public authority or a Commonwealth 
agency in connection with any public utility, or public 
works; or 

(iii)  minor development listed in Schedule 8 of City Planning 
Scheme No. 2, subject to the prerequisites and 
standards identified in Schedule 8. 
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Clause 64: Advertising Applications 
 
(1A) An application for development approval must be advertised 

under this clause if the proposed development involves an 
unlisted use.  

 
(1B) Where an application involves the development of land 

affected by a minor town planning scheme as listed in clause 
8 of City Planning Scheme No. 2 or a special control area as 
listed in Schedule 9 of City Planning Scheme No. 2, the local 
government may direct the applicant to advertise the 
application to all owners within the area affected by that minor 
town planning scheme or special control area, in a manner 
that it considers appropriate. 

 
(6) The local government may decline to consider a submission that 

has not been lodged on time or fails to comply with any other 
requirement applying to it. 

 
Clause 66A: Design Advisory Committee 

 
(1) The local government is to appoint a design advisory committee 

for the purpose of considering, and advising the local 
government with respect to, applications. 
 

(2) The design advisory committee - 
(a) is to be consulted where an application seeks the local 

government’s permission under clause 28 of City Planning 
Scheme No. 2 for bonus plot ratio; and 

(b) may be consulted on other design matters relating to 
development. 

 
Clause 66B: Referral of Applications to the Western Australian 
Planning Commission 

 
(1) This clause applies to an application which – 

(a) in respect of a non-residential development in the Perth 
Parking Management Area, seeks a car parking bonus of 
10% or more than is permitted in the Perth Parking 
Management Area; 

(b) proposes a public car park with 50 bays or more in the 
Perth Parking Management Area; or 

(c) is made by, or on behalf of, the local government.  
 

(2) In respect of an application to which this clause applies, the local 
government, at the completion of the advertising procedure, if 
any, required by it, is to forward to the Western Australian 
Planning Commission copies of - 
(a) the application; and 
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(b) the submissions, if any, duly lodged with the local 
government in response to the advertising of the 
application. 
 

(3) The Western Australian Planning Commission after considering 
the application and submissions is to notify the local government 
in writing within 21 days of receiving the application that it either 
- 
(a) supports the application on such terms and conditions, if 

any, as it specifies; 
(b) does not support the application; or 
(c) requires a further period of 21 days, or a specified longer 

period, to respond to the local government. 
 

(4) Following receipt of the notification from the Western Australian 
Planning Commission referred to in subclause 3(a) or (b) above, 
the local government will determine the application in 
accordance with clause 68 of the Deemed Provisions. 

 
Clause 68: Determination of Applications 
 
(3) Where - 

(a) the approval of an application requires an absolute 
majority; and 

(b) the decision of the local government in respect of the 
application is not an approval by an absolute majority,  

then the decision is taken to be a decision to refuse the 
application. 

 
Clause 68A: Determination of Application for a Preferred Use 

 
Where, in a precinct, a use group category is classified as a preferred 
use then, in considering an application involving a use from that 
category in that precinct, the local government - 

(a) shall refuse the application if it involves a change of use 
prohibited by clause 68D; 

(b) cannot otherwise refuse the application by reference to the 
proposal to begin or continue the preferred use; and 

(c) may impose whatever conditions it considers appropriate in 
granting approval. 

 
Clause 68B: Determination of Application for a Contemplated Use 

 
The provisions of clause 67 apply to an application for a contemplated 
use. 

 
Clause 68C: Determination of application for an Unlisted Use 

 
(1) Subject to subclause (2), the local government may refuse or 

approve an application which involves an unlisted use. 
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(2) The local government cannot grant development approval for a 
development which involves an unlisted use unless - 

(a) the advertising procedure set out in clause 64 has been 
followed; and 

(b) it is satisfied, by an absolute majority, that the proposed 
development is consistent with the matters listed in clause 
67. 

 
Clause 68D: Change of Use of Development Granted Bonus Plot Ratio 

 
(1) Where approval has been granted for a development which 

incorporates- 
(a) a residential use with bonus plot ratio permitted under 

clause 28(2)(b) of City Planning Scheme No. 2, any 
subsequent change of use of the residential portion of the 
development; or 

(b) a special residential use with bonus plot ratio permitted 
under clause 28(2)(c) of City Planning Scheme No. 2, any 
subsequent change of use of the special residential 
development or any part of the special residential 
development, except a change of use incidental to the 
special residential use; 

  is prohibited within 10 years following the date on which that 
portion of the development is lawfully occupied. 

 
(2) Where bonus plot ratio has been granted under clause 28(2)(c)(ii) 

of City Planning Scheme No. 2 for a development which 
incorporates a new hotel which provides high quality 
accommodation a change of use incidental to the hotel use may 
only be granted if in the opinion of the local government the hotel 
will maintain sufficient facilities and amenities to ensure that it will 
continue to provide high quality accommodation. 

 
(3) Where a minor bonus plot ratio has been granted under clause 

28(6)(ii) of City Planning Scheme No. 2 a subsequent change of 
use of the floor area derived from that bonus plot ratio to office is 
prohibited. 

 
Clause 68E: Determination of Non-Complying Applications 

 
(1) In this clause - 

(a) an application which does not comply with a standard or 
requirement of City Planning Scheme No. 2 (including a 
standard or requirement set out in a planning policy, the 
relevant precinct plan or minor town planning scheme), is 
called a ‘non-complying application’;  

(b) a non-complying application does not include an application 
involving a prohibited use or an application to increase the 
maximum plot ratio which exceeds the limits set out in 
clause 28 and/or 30 of City Planning Scheme No. 2.  
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(2)  Subject to subclause (3), the local government may refuse or 

approve a non-complying application. 
 

(3) The local government cannot grant development approval for a 
non-complying application unless - 
(a) if so required by the local government under clause 64, the 

application has been advertised; 
(b) in respect of an application to which clause 66B(1)(a) or (b) 

applies the Western Australian Planning Commission has 
either notified the local government of its support for the 
application or has not responded within the 21 days, or the 
extended period, referred to in clause 66B(3)(c); and 

(c) the local government is satisfied by an absolute majority that 
- 
(i) if approval were to be granted, the development 

would be consistent with - 
(A)  the orderly and proper planning of the locality; 
(B)  the conservation of the amenities of the locality; 

and 
(C)  the statement of intent set out in the relevant 

precinct plan; and 
(ii) the non-compliance would not have any undue 

adverse effect on - 
(A)  the occupiers or users of the development; 
(B)  the property in, or the inhabitants of, the locality; 

or 
(C)  the likely future development of the locality. 

 
 Clause 68F: Determination of Application for Demolition 
  
 In considering an application for or involving demolition, which is not 

exempt by clause 61, the local government is to have regard to the 
matters listed in clause 67 and - 
(a) may defer consideration of the application until - 

(i) it has granted development approval for subsequent 
development of the relevant site; 

(ii) it has issued a building licence for that development; and 
(iii) it is satisfied that the subsequent development will 

commence; 
(b) may approve the application, subject to conditions including – 

(i) the retention, maintenance, reinstatement or repositioning 
of any part of the existing building or structure; 

(ii) the screening of the site during redevelopment; and 
(iii) where the development that has been approved has not 

been substantially commenced for a total period of more 
than 6 months, the landscaping of or other treatment of the 
site to the satisfaction of the local government; or 

(c) may refuse the application. 
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Clause 70: Form and Date of Determination 
 
(3) The local government may give a copy of the documents 

referred to in subclause (1) to the owner or occupier of the lot 
to which the application relates. 

 
Clause 77A: Inconsistent Development Approvals 

 
 Where, in relation to a particular premises, the local government grants 

a development approval which is inconsistent with an earlier 
development approval in respect of the same premises, then, to the 
extent of the inconsistency, the later development approval is to 
prevail. 
 
Clause 79: Entry and Inspection Powers 
 
(3) An authorised officer exercising the power of entry under 

subclause (2) or any other person accompanying an authorised 
officer who - 
(a) finds a person committing; or 
(b) on reasonable grounds suspects a person of having 

committed, a breach of a provision of this Scheme,  
 may ask that person his or her name and address. 

 
(4) A person who - 

(a) in any way delays or obstructs an authorised officer in the 
exercise of his or her powers under this clause; or 

(b)  when asked to do so under subclause (3), refuses to give 
his or her name or address or gives a false name or 
address,  

  commits an offence. 
 

(5) A person who gives or is suspected of giving a false name or 
address to the person making the enquiry under subclause (3) 
may, without any other warrant, be apprehended by the person 
making the demand and taken before a Justice to be dealt with 
according to law. 

 
 Clause 79A: Offences 
 

(1) Subject to clause 61, a person shall not erect, alter or add to a 
building, or use or change the use of any land or building, or 
permit or suffer any land or building to be used or the use of any 
land or building to be changed for any purpose - 
(a) other than a purpose permitted or approved of by the local 

government in the use area in which that land or building 
is situated; 

(b) unless all approvals, consents or licences required by this 
Scheme or any other law have been granted or issued; 
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(c) unless all conditions imposed upon the grant or issue of 
any approval, consent or licence required by this Scheme 
or any other law have been and continue to be complied 
with; and 

(d) unless all standards laid down and all requirements 
prescribed by this Scheme or determined by the local 
government under this Scheme with respect to that 
building or that use of that land or building have been and 
continue to be complied with. 

 
(2) Where the local government has granted development approval 

for the development of land on a condition which involves the 
maintenance or continuance of the state or condition of any 
place, area, matter or thing, a person shall not use or permit or 
suffer the use of that land for any purpose while the state or 
condition of that place, area, matter or thing is not being 
maintained or continued in accordance with that condition. 

 
Clause 80A: Giving Documents 

 
(1) Unless otherwise stated in the Scheme, a document may be 

given to a person in any of the ways provided for by sections 
9.50, 9.52, and 9.53 of the Local Government Act 1995. 

 
(2) Unless otherwise stated in this clause, a document may be given 

to the local government in any of the ways provided for in 
section 9.51 of the Local Government Act 1995. 

 
 Clause 80B: Notices and Expenses under the Act 
 
 A notice required to be given by the local government under Section 

218 of the Act is to be a 60 day notice signed by the Chief Executive 
Officer and sent by registered post to the owner or any occupier or 
lessee of the premises affected by the notice. 

 
Clause 85A: Compensation 

 
(1) Claims for compensation under section 11(1) of the Act by reason 

of the land or property of a person being injuriously affected by 
the making of this Scheme are not to be made later than 6 
months after the gazettal date. 

 
(2) Any claim made by the local government under section 11(2) of 

the Act is to be made within 6 months of the completion of the 
work or the section of the work by reason of which the land in 
which the claim is made is increased in value. 

 
(3) If, where compensation for injurious affection is claimed under the 

Act, the local government elects to purchase or take the land 
compulsorily the local government is to give written notice of that 
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election to the claimant within 3 months of the claim for 
compensation being made. 

 
(4) The local government may deal with or dispose of land acquired 

by it for the purpose of a Local Reserve upon such terms and 
conditions as it thinks fit but the land must be used and 
preserved, for a use compatible with the purpose for which it is 
reserved. 

 
4. Deleting the following definitions from Schedule 1, as they have been 

superseded by the definitions in the Deemed Provisions set out in the 
Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015 
Schedule 2: 

 
• absolute majority; 
• Act; 
• advertisement; 
• Chief Executive Officer; 
• City; 
• City of Perth scheme reserve; 
• conservation area; 
• Council; 
• owner; 
• place; 
• premises; 
• register of places of cultural heritage significance; 
• Residential Design Codes; and 
• Scheme area. 

 
5. Amending clauses 18(1), 18(2)(c), 25(1) and Schedule 8 by removing 

the cross reference to the clause deleted by the amendment and 
replace them with cross reference to Deemed Provisions set out in the 
Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015 
Schedule 2. 
 

6. Amend clause 16(2)(b) by removing the cross reference to the clause 
deleted by the amendment and replacing with cross reference to 
Supplemental Provision 68D. 

 
7. Amend Schedule 8 by removing the cross reference to ‘section 

37(1)(d)’ and replace with ‘Supplemental Provision 61(1A)(iii)’. 
 

8. Delete reference to the following terms and replace them with the 
corresponding term throughout the Scheme: 

 
• ‘City’ with ‘local government’; 
• ‘Council’ with ‘local government’; 
• ‘City of Perth’ with ‘local government’; 
• ‘Metropolitan Region Scheme’ with ‘Region Planning Scheme‘; 
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• ‘Residential Design Codes’ with ‘R-Codes’; 
• ‘planning approval’ with ‘development approval’; 
• ‘Register of places of cultural heritage significance’ with ‘Heritage 

List’; 
• ‘conservation area’ with ‘Heritage Area’; 
 

9. Update the following clauses and definitions as detailed below: 
 

• Clause 3(1) 
(i) delete ‘and’ 
(j)  insert a semi colon after ‘Plan’ 
add  
(k)  the Deemed Provisions; and  
(l)  the Supplemental Provisions contained in Schedule A to the 

Deemed Provisions.  
 
• Clause 3(2)  

(c) delete ‘and’ 
(d) insert a semi colon after ‘map’ 
add 
(e)  each structure plan;  
(f)  each activity centre plan;  
(g)  each local development plan; and 
(h) the Heritage List. 

 
• Clause 10. – add 
 ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 4’; 
 
• Clause 19(3)(a) – add 
 (iv) clause 67 of the Deemed Provisions; and 
 
• Clause 28(2)(a)(i) – delete ‘under clause 30 has been declared by 

the Council to be significant and worthy of conservation’ and 
replace with ‘is included in the local government’s Heritage List. 

 
• Clause 28(2)(c)(ii) – delete ‘Planning Policy 4.6.1’ and add after 

Bonus Plot Ratio ‘Planning Policy’. 
 

• Clause 28(5)(a) - delete ‘adversely affect the cultural heritage 
significance of any place declared by the Council under clause 30 
or any conservation area’; and replace with ‘adversely affect the 
cultural heritage significance of any place included in the local 
government’s Heritage List or any Heritage Area designated by the 
local government; and’. 

 
• Clause 28(6)(b) - delete ‘clause 34’ and replace with ‘clause 30’. 
 
• Clause 28(7)(a) - delete ‘clause 41’ and replace with ‘the Deemed 

Provisions’. 
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• Clause 57A – renumber clause ‘57A’ to ‘clause 32’ and add ‘(4) 
Where a provision of a special control area is inconsistent with any 
provision of the Deemed Provisions, the provisions of the Deemed 
Provisions is to prevail.’ 

 
• Schedule 1 - Residential delete ‘an advertising procedure’ and 

replace with ‘the advertising procedure of the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
• Schedule 3, (1) of Table P9, P10, P13 and P 14 add ‘of the 

Deemed Provisions’ after ‘procedure’. 
 
• Schedule 4  
 

Amended definition of ‘amenities’ to delete ‘depending on its 
context, means – (a) The expectations of those living and working 
in an area about the quality of their environment including its 
pleasantness, character, beauty, harmony on the exterior design of 
buildings, privacy and security; or (b) facilities providing use, 
convenience or enjoyment;’ and replace with ‘means facilities 
providing use, convenience or enjoyment;’ 
 
Amend the definition of ‘planning policy’ to delete ‘clause 56’ and 
replace with ‘the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
Amend the definition of ‘Perth Parking Policy’ by deleting ‘and 
published in the Government Gazette on 16 July 1999’. 
 
Incorporate a new definition - ‘Deemed Provisions means the 
provisions set out in the Planning and Development (Local 
Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015: Schedule 2’; 

 
• Schedule 7  
 

Delete the following - 

‘This schedule contains the following forms: 

Metropolitan Region Scheme (Form 1) – Application for Approval to 
Commence Development; and Notice of Decision on Application for 
Planning Approval’; and replace with the following - 

‘The Metropolitan Region Scheme contains the ‘Metropolitan 
Region Scheme Form 1’. 

Clause 86 of the Deemed Provisions contains the ‘Application for 
Development Approval Form’. 

Both forms are required to be submitted for all development 
applications, unless the development is located on a Region 
Planning Scheme Reserve in which case only the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme (Form 1) is required. 
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Clause 86 of the Deemed Provisions contains the ‘Additional 
Information for Development Approval for Advertisements’ form, 
which is required to be submitted in addition to the above forms 
where advertisements are proposed.’ 

• Schedule 8 
 

Add – ‘Clause 61 of the Deemed Provisions provide exemptions 
from the requirement to obtain development approval and prevail 
over the provisions of this Schedule.’ 
 
Delete – ‘A street tree or tree listed within the City's Register of 
Places of Cultural Heritage Significance will not be affected in any 
way or removed.’ and replace with ‘A street tree or tree listed within 
the local government’s Heritage List will not be affected in any way 
or removed’.  
 
Delete – ‘Compliant with the setback and open space requirements 
of the 'Acceptable Standards' of the Residential Design Codes 
(2008) and the provisions of the City Planning Scheme No. 2 (as 
amended)’ and replace with ‘Compliant with the setback and open 
space requirements of the ‘Deemed to Comply’ provisions of the R-
Codes and the provisions of the City Planning Scheme No. 2 (as 
amended).’ 

 
Delete – ‘Exemptions in accordance with City Planning Scheme 
No. 2 Policy 4.7 – Signs’ and replace with ‘Exemptions in 
accordance with City Planning Scheme No. 2 Policy– Signs’. 

 
• Schedule 9  

 
Clause 2.5 – delete ‘Notwithstanding Clause 39(a) of the Scheme,’ 
and replace with ‘An application for development approval’. 
Clause 6.2(c) – delete ‘With respect to the buildings the subject of 
a declaration under sub-clause 30(1) of the Scheme’ and replace 
with ‘With respect to the buildings included in the local 
government’s Heritage List’. 
Clause 6.5 (a) – delete ‘the subject of a declaration under clause 
30(1) of the scheme’ and replace with ‘included in the local 
government’s Heritage List’. 
Clause 6.5(c)(i) - delete ‘subject of a declaration under clause 
30(1)’ and replace with ‘included in the local government’s Heritage 
List’. 
Clause 6.7(a) - delete ‘In addition to the requirements of Clause 39 
an’ and replace with ‘An application for development approval’. 
Clause 6.7(b) – add ‘or the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Scheme’. 

33 
 



Clause 17.2(d) – delete ‘the subject of a declaration under 
subclause 30(1) of the City Planning Scheme’ and replace with 
‘which are listed in the local government’s Heritage List’. 

10. Renumber the remaining Scheme provisions and schedules 
sequentially and update any cross referencing to the new clause 
numbers as required.   
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ADOPTION 
 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the 
Council held on the               day of                                 2016, and the 
Common Seal of the City of Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a 
resolution of the Council in the presence of: 
 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 
  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 
 

35 
 



City of Perth 
Schedule C 

City Planning Scheme 
No.2 

MINOR TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NOS. 11, 13, 14, 
16, 21, 23 and 24; and  

LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME NO.26 

Amendment No. 2 

City of Perth 
City Planning Scheme 

No.2 

I:\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\5. Planning\AS160302 - Reports\8 Sch - Schedule XXX - MTPS  amendments combined .pdf

SCHEDULE 11



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 

RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 

CITY OF PERTH 

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 11 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 

RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 

1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘THE Perth City Council’ and replacing
with ‘The local government’.

2. Amending clause 1.5 by deleting ‘council of the City of Perth (hereinafter
referred to as ‘the Council’)’ and replacing with ‘local government’.

3. Inserting the following clause in 1.6 after (b):

(c) the Deemed Provisions.

4. Inserting the following clause after clause 1.7:

1.8 To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme
and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

5. Amending clause 2.1 after the words ‘St. Georges Precinct’ to delete ‘of the
City of Perth’.

6. Amending clause 3.4 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local
government’.

Dated this         day of        2016 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 

 
Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in Schedule 2 of the Regulations apply to all local 
planning schemes.  The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be 
consistent and not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to the introduction changes ‘THE Perth City Council’ to ‘The local 
government’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
The amendment to clause 1.5 changes ‘City of Perth’ and ‘Council’ to ‘local 
government’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions reference in clause 1.6 identifies that the Deemed 
Provisions need to be considered as part of the Scheme. 
 
Inserting clause 1.8 is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over the 
Deemed Provisions. 
 
The deletion of ‘of the City of Perth’ in clause 2.1 addresses the change to the 
terminology from ‘City of Perth’ to ‘local government’.  It is not required to insert ‘local 
government’ as it does not add to the clause interpretation. 
 
The amendment to clause 3.4 changes ‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the 
terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 

 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 11 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘THE Perth City Council’ and replacing 

with ‘The local government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 1.5 by deleting ‘council of the City of Perth (hereinafter 

referred to as ‘the Council’)’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

3. Inserting the following clause in 1.6 after (b): 
 

(c) the Deemed Provisions. 
 
4. Inserting the following clause after clause 1.7: 
 

1.8 To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme 
and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

 
5. Amending clause 2.1 after the words ‘St. Georges Precinct’ to delete ‘of the 

City of Perth’. 
 

6. Amending clause 3.4 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local 
government’. 

 
 
 
 



 
ADOPTION 

 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 

 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 13 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘THE Perth City Council’ and replacing 

with ‘The local government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 1.5 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (hereinafter 

referred to as ‘the Council’)’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

3. Amending Part 1 by inserting after clause 1.7: 
 
1.7A To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme 

and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

 
4. Amending clause 1.8(1) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
5. Amending clause 1.8(3) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
6. Amending clause 1.9(d) to delete ‘register of places of cultural heritage 

significance referred to in the City Planning Scheme’ and replacing with ‘the 
local government’s Heritage List referred to in the Deemed Provisions’. 

 
7. Amending clause 2.5(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of subclause (2) of this clause’ 
and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development approval’. 

 
8. Deleting clause 2.5(2) and renumbering clause 2.5(3) to 2.5(2). 
 
9. Amending clauses 1.8(2), 1.8(4), 2.4 and 2.5 by deleting ‘Council’ and 

replacing with ‘local government’. 
 
10. Amending clauses 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing 

with ‘development’. 
 
 



 
 

Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 
 

.......................................................... 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 
 
Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in the Regulations apply to all local planning 
schemes.  The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be consistent and 
not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Section 73(2A) of the Act provides for local planning schemes to add Supplemental 
Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal with special 
circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has not been made in 
the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them. 
 
The amendment to the introduction changes ‘THE Perth City Council’ to ‘The local 
government’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
Inserting clause 1.7A is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over the 
Deemed Provisions as local planning schemes cannot conflict or override the 
Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clauses 1.5, 1.8, 2.3, 2.4 and 2.5 changes the terminology from 
‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
The amendment to clause 1.8(1) changes the cross referencing of clause 47(1) of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions relating to 
the ‘Determination of Non-Complying Applications’.  The clause is the same 
however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 1.8(3) changes the cross referencing of clause 64(1)(d) of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions relating to 
‘Offences’. The clause is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendments to clause 1.9(d) delete the ‘register of places of cultural heritage 
significance referred to in the City Planning Scheme’ as the register is replaced by 
the Heritage List under the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clauses 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 changes the terminology from ‘town 
planning’ and replacing with ‘development’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed 
Provisions. 
 
The amendments to clause 2.5 removes subclause 2 as the Deemed Provisions 
include an agent of an owner. 
 
The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  



Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 



 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 

 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 13 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘THE Perth City Council’ and replacing 

with ‘The local government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 1.5 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (hereinafter 

referred to as ‘the Council’)’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

3. Amending Part 1 by inserting after clause 1.7: 
 
1.7A To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme 

and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

 
4. Amending clause 1.8(1) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
5. Amending clause 1.8(3) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
6. Amending clause 1.9(d) to delete ‘register of places of cultural heritage 

significance referred to in the City Planning Scheme’ and replacing with ‘the 
local government’s Heritage List referred to in the Deemed Provisions.’ 

 
7. Amending clause 2.5(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of subclause (2) of this clause’ 
and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development approval’. 

 
8. Deleting clause 2.5(2) and renumbering clause 2.5(3) to 2.5(2). 
 
9. Amending clauses 1.8(2), 1.8(4), 2.4 and 2.5 by deleting ‘Council’ and 

replacing with ‘local government’. 
 
10. Amending clauses 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing 

with ‘development’. 
 



 
ADOPTION 

 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 14 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 1.6 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (herein referred to 

as ‘the Council’)’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

3. Inserting the following clause after clause 1.7: 
 

1.7A To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme 
and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

 
4. Inserting the following clause in clause 1.8 after (b): 
 

(c) the Deemed Provisions. 
 
5. Amending clause 3.1 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
 
 
 
Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

.......................................................... 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 
 
Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in the Regulations apply to all local planning 
schemes. The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be consistent and 
not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to the introduction changes ‘City of Perth’ to ‘local government’ to 
reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clause 1.6 changes the terminology from ‘City of Perth’ and 
‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
Inserting clause 1.7A is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over the 
Deemed Provisions. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions reference in clause 1.8(c) identifies that the 
Deemed Provisions need to be considered as part of the Scheme. 
 
The amendment to clause 3.1 changes the terminology from ‘Council’ to ‘local 
government’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 

 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 14 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 1.6 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (herein referred 

to as ‘the Council’)’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

3. Inserting the following clause after clause 1.7: 
 

1.7A To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme 
and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

 
4. Inserting the following clause in clause 1.8 after (b): 
 

(c) the Deemed Provisions. 
 
5. Amending clause 3.1 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
 
 
 



 
ADOPTION 

 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 16 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Inserting the following clause after clause 8: 
 

8A To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme 
and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

 
3. Amending clause 10 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (‘the Council’)’ and 

replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

4. Amending clause 11 Part III by deleting ‘Town Planning’ and replacing with 
‘Development’. 

 
5. Amending clause 14 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 
6. Amending in the Title of Part III by deleting ‘Town Planning’ and replacing with 

‘Development’. 
 
7. Amending clause 15(1)(a) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the 

City of Perth City Planning Scheme an application for Town Planning’ and 
commence the sentence with ‘An application for development’. 

 
8. Deleting clause 15(1)(b) ‘An agent authorised in writing for that purpose by an 

owner of land within the Scheme Area may sign an application for town 
planning approval on behalf of the owner’, and renumbering clause 15(1)(a) to 
15(1). 

 
9. Amending clause 15(2) by deleting ‘Town Planning’ and replacing with 

‘Development’ and deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 

.......................................................... 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 

 
Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in the Regulations apply to all local planning 
schemes.  The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be consistent and 
not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to the introduction changes ‘City of Perth’ to ‘local government’ to 
reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Inserting clause 8A is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over the 
Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clauses 10, 14 and 15(2) changes the terminology from ‘City of 
Perth’ and ‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed 
Provisions.  
 
The amendment to clauses 11 and Part III changes the terminology from ‘town 
planning’ to ‘development’ to reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions.  
 
Clause 15(1)(a) is to be amended to remove the first sentence as it is not required. 
 
Clause 15(1)(b) is to be deleted as the owner for the purposes of an application in 
the Deemed Provisions includes an agent of an owner and therefore replicates the 
Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 

 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 16 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Inserting the following clause after clause 8: 
 

8A To the extent of any inconsistency between provisions of this Scheme 
and the provisions of the Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provisions 
prevail. 

 
3. Amending clause 10 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (‘the Council)’ 

and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

4. Amending clause 11 Part III by deleting ‘Town Planning’ and replacing with 
‘Development’. 

 
5. Amending clause 14 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
6. Amending in the Title of Part III by deleting ‘Town Planning’ and replacing with 

‘Development’. 
 
7. Amending clause 15(1)(a) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the 

City of Perth City Planning Scheme an application for Town Planning’ and 
commence the sentence with ‘An application for development’. 
 

8. Deleting clause 15(1)(b) and renumbering clause 15(1)(a) to 15(1). 
 
9. Amending clause 15(2) by deleting ‘Town Planning’ and replacing with 

‘Development’ and deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 
 



 
ADOPTION 

 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 

 



 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 

 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 21 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 3 by deleting ‘and’ in (a), inserting ‘and’ after (b) and inserting 

after clause 3(b): 
 
(c) the Deemed Provisions. 

 
3. Amending clause 4 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 1’. 

 
4. Amending clauses 6, 9, 13, 14, 15 and 17 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing 

with ‘local government’. 
 
5. Amending clause 9 by inserting: 
 

(2A) Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

 
6. Amending clause 9(3) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
7. Amending clause 9(5) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 14(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of sub clause (2) of this clause’ 
and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development approval’. 

 
9. Deleting clause 14(2) and renumbering clause 14(3) to 14(2). 

 



10. Amending clauses 14, 15 and 16 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing with 
‘development’. 

 
11. Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 

 
 
 
Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 

.......................................................... 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 
 

Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in the Regulations apply to all local planning 
schemes.  The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be consistent and 
not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Section 73(2A) of the Act provides for local planning schemes to add Supplemental 
Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal with special 
circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has not been made in 
the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them. 
 
The amendment to the introduction changes ‘City of Perth’ to ‘local government’ to 
reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions reference in clause 3 identifies that the Deemed 
Provisions need to be considered as part of the Scheme. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions in clause 4 recognises that the definitions are also 
contained in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clauses 6, 9, 13, 14, 15 and 17 changes the terminology from 
‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the terminology in the Regulations.  
 
Inserting clause 9(2A) is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over 
the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clause 9(3) changes the cross referencing from clause 47(1) of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Determination of Non-Complying Applications’. The 
clause is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 9(5) changes the cross referencing from clause 64(1)(d) 
of City Planning Scheme to clause 79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Offences’. The clause is the same however, the 
reference has changed. 
 
The amendments to clause 14 removes subclause 2 as the Deemed Provisions 
include an agent of an owner. 
 
Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ is required as ‘Council’ is 
replaced by ‘local government’ which is defined in the Deemed Provisions and 
‘Scheme Area’ is defined in the Deemed Provisions. 
 



The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 
 
 
 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 21 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 3 by deleting ‘and’ in (a), inserting ‘and’ after (b) and 

inserting after clause 3(b): 
 
(c) the Deemed Provisions. 

 
3. Amending clause 4 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 

1’. 
 

4. Amending clauses 6, 9, 13, 14, 15 and 17 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing 
with ‘local government’. 

 
5. Amending clause 9 by inserting: 
 

(2A)  Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

6. Amending clause 9(3) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
7. Amending clause 9(5) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 14(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of sub clause (2) of this 
clause’ and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development 
approval’. 

 
9. Deleting clause 14(2) and renumbering clause 14(3) to 14(2). 
 
10. Amending clauses 14, 15 and 16 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing 

with ‘development’. 
 
11. Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 



 
ADOPTION 

 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 

 
 



 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 

 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 23 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 3 by deleting ‘and’ in (a), inserting ‘and’ after (b) and inserting 

after clause 3(b): 
 
(c) the Deemed Provisions. 

 
3. Amending clause 4 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 1’. 

 
4. Amending clauses 6, 8, 10, 14, 15 and 17 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing 

with ‘local government’. 
 
5. Amending clause 8 by inserting: 
 

(2A)  Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

6. Amending clause 8(3) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
7. Amending clause 8(5) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 14(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of sub clause (2) of this clause’ 
and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development approval’. 

 
9. Deleting clause 14(2) and renumbering clause 14(3) to 14(2). 
 
10. Amending clauses 14, 15 and 16 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing 

with ‘development. 
 
11. Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 



 
 
 
 
Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 

 

.......................................................... 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 
 

Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in the Regulations apply to all local planning 
schemes.  The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be consistent and 
not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Section 73(2A) of the Act provides for local planning schemes to add Supplemental 
Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal with special 
circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has not been made in 
the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them. 
 
The amendment to the introduction changes ‘City of Perth’ to ‘local government’ to 
reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions reference in clause 3 identifies that the Deemed 
Provisions need to be considered as part of the Scheme. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions in clause 4 recognises that the definitions are also 
contained in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to Clauses 6, 8, 10, 14, 15 and 17 changes the terminology from 
‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the terminology in the Regulations.  
 
Inserting clause 8(2A) is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over 
the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clause 8(3) changes the cross referencing from clause 47(1) of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Determination of Non-Complying Applications’. The 
clause is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 8(5) changes the cross referencing from clause 64(1)(d) 
of City Planning Scheme to clause 79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Offences’. The clause is the same however, the 
reference has changed. 
 
The amendments to clause 14 removes subclause 2 as the Deemed Provisions 
include an agent of an owner. 
 
Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ is required as ‘Council’ is 
replaced by ‘local government’ which is defined in the Deemed Provisions and 
‘Scheme Area’ is defined in the Deemed Provisions. 
 



The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  
 
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 

 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 23 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 3 by deleting ‘and’ in (a), inserting ‘and’ after (b) and 

inserting after clause 3(b): 
 
(c) the Deemed Provisions. 

 
3. Amending clause 4 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 

1’. 
 

4. Amending clauses 6, 8, 10, 14, 15 and 17 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing 
with ‘local government’. 

 
5. Amending clause 8 by inserting: 
 

(2A)  Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

6. Amending clause 8(3) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
7. Amending clause 8(5) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 14(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of sub clause (2) of this 
clause’ and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development 
approval’. 

 
9. Deleting clause 14(2) and renumbering clause 14(3) to 14(2). 
 
10. Amending clauses 14, 15 and 16 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing 

with ‘development. 
 



11. Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 



 
ADOPTION 

 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 

 



 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 

 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 24 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 3 by deleting ‘and’ in (a), inserting ‘and’ after (b) and inserting 

after clause 3(b): 
 
(c) the Deemed Provisions. 

 
3. Amending clause 4 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 1’. 

 
4. Amending clauses 6 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (‘the Council’)’ and 

replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

5. Amending clauses 9, 13, 14 and 16 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with 
‘local government’. 

 
6. Amending clause 9 by inserting: 
 

(2A)  Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

7. Amending clause 9(3) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 9(5) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
9. Amending clause 13(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of sub clause (2) of this clause’ 
and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development approval’. 

 
10. Deleting clause 13(2) and renumbering clause 13(3) to 13(2). 
 



11. Amending clauses 13, 14 and 15 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing with 
‘development. 

 
12. Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 

 
 
 
 
Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 
 

.......................................................... 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 
 
Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in the Regulations apply to all local planning 
schemes.  The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be consistent and 
not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Section 73(2A) of the Act provides for local planning schemes to add Supplemental 
Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal with special 
circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has not been made in 
the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them. 
 
The amendment to the introduction changes ‘City of Perth’ to ‘local government’ to 
reflect the terminology in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions reference in clause 3 identifies that the Deemed 
Provisions need to be considered as part of the Scheme. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions in clause 4 recognises that the definitions are also 
contained in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clauses 6, 9, 13, 14 and 16 changes the terminology from 
‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the terminology in the Regulations.  
 
Inserting clause 9(2A) is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over 
the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment to clause 9(3) changes the cross referencing from clause 47(1) of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Determination of Non-Complying Applications’. The 
clause is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 9(5) changes the cross referencing from clause 64(1)(d) 
of City Planning Scheme to clause 79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Offences’. The clause is the same however, the 
reference has changed. 
 
The amendments to clause 14 removes subclause 2 as the Deemed Provisions 
include an agent of an owner. 
 
Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ is required as ‘Council’ is 
replaced by ‘local government’ which is defined in the Deemed Provisions and 
‘Scheme Area’ is defined in the Deemed Provisions. 
 



The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  
 
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 

 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 TOWN PLANNING SCHEME NO. 24 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending the introduction by deleting ‘City of Perth’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
2. Amending clause 3 by deleting ‘and’ in (a), inserting ‘and’ after (b) and 

inserting after clause 3(b): 
 
(c) the Deemed Provisions. 

 
3. Amending clause 4 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Schedule 

1’. 
 

4. Amending clauses 6 by deleting ‘Council of the City of Perth (‘the Council’)’ 
and replacing with ‘local government’. 
 

5. Amending clauses 9, 13, 14 and 16 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with 
‘local government’. 

 
6. Amending clause 9 by inserting: 
 

(2A)  Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

7. Amending clause 9(3) by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 9(5) by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
9. Amending clause 13(1) by deleting ‘Notwithstanding the provisions of the City 

Planning Scheme, but subject to the provisions of sub clause (2) of this 
clause’ and commence the sentence with ‘An application for development 
approval’. 

 
10. Deleting clause 13(2) and renumbering clause 13(3) to 13(2). 
 



11. Amending clauses 13, 14 and 15 by deleting ‘town planning’ and replacing 
with ‘development. 

 
12. Deleting the definitions of ‘Council’ and ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 



ADOPTION 
 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 

 
 



 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 

 
 RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 
 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME NO. 26 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and 
Development Act 2005, amend the above local planning scheme by: 
 
1. Amending clause 1.2 by deleting ‘City’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 

 
2. Amending clause 1.6 by inserting: 
 

1.6.2A Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

3. Amending clause 1.6.3 by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
4. Amending clause 1.6.5 by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 

replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
5. Amending clause 1.7 by inserting ‘the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Development 

Act 2005’. 
 
6. Amending clause 1.8 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘any 

schedule to the Scheme’. 
 

7. Amending clause 2.1 by deleting ‘Clause 56 of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘clauses 3 and 4 of the Deemed Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 2.2 by deleting ‘56 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘5 of the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
9. Amending clause 3.3.2 by deleting ‘44 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘68A of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
10. Amending clause 3.3.3 by deleting ‘45 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘68B of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
11. Amending clause 3.3.4 by deleting ‘46 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘68C of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed Provisions’. 
 



12. Amending clauses 1.2, 1.10, 2.1, 3.3, Table 1 and 5.2 by deleting ‘City’ and 
replacing with ‘local government’. 

 
13. Amending clauses 1.6 and 3.4 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
14. Amending clauses 3.3 and Table 1, by deleting ‘a development application’ 

and replacing with ‘an application for development approval. 
 

15. Amending clause 3.4 by deleting ‘planning’ and replacing with ‘development’. 
 
16. Deleting the definition of ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 
 
17. Amending the following definitions in Schedule 1: 
 

Policy means a policy adopted, or deemed to be adopted, 
pursuant to the requirements of clauses 3 and 4 of the 
Deemed Provisions; 

 
Scheme Text means the document to which this Schedule is attached 

and includes this Schedule and all other Schedules and 
the Scheme Map and the Deemed Provisions, but 
excludes the Planning Policies and Design Guidelines for 
the Normalised Redevelopment Areas;   

 
 
 
Dated this                          day of                                2016 
 
 
 
 
 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER  



AMENDMENT REPORT 
 
 

Purpose 
 
This amendment modifies the Scheme provisions to be consistent with the Planning 
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (the Regulations) 
that came into effect on 19 October 2015. 
 
The Deemed Provisions set out in the Regulations apply to all local planning 
schemes.  The provisions of the local planning schemes need to be consistent and 
not conflict with the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Section 73(2A) of the Act provides for local planning schemes to add Supplemental 
Provisions that may expand on the Deemed Provisions to deal with special 
circumstances or contingencies for which adequate provision has not been made in 
the Deemed Provisions but cannot act to limit them. 
 
The amendment includes changes from ‘City’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the 
terminology in the Regulations. 
 
The amendment includes changes from ‘Council’ to ‘local government’ to reflect the 
terminology in the Regulations.  
 
Inserting clause 1.6.2A is required to ensure that the Scheme does not prevail over 
the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions in clause 1.7 recognises that the definitions are 
also contained in the Deemed Provisions. 
 
Inserting the Deemed Provisions in clause 1.8 recognises that the Deemed 
Provisions form part the Scheme. 
 
The amendment to clause 1.6.3 changes the cross referencing from clause 47(1) of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Determination of Non-Complying Applications’. The 
clause is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 1.6.5 changes the cross referencing from clause 64(1)(d) 
of City Planning Scheme to clause 79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the 
Deemed Provisions relating to ‘Offences’. The clause is the same however, the 
reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 2,1 changes the cross referencing from clause 56 of City 
Planning Scheme to clauses 3 and 4 of the Deemed Provisions relating to local 
planning policies.  
 
The amendment to clause 2,2 changes the cross referencing from clause 56 of City 
Planning Scheme to clause 5 of the Deemed Provisions relating to amendments to 
local planning policies.  



The amendment to clause 3.3.2 changes the cross referencing from clause 44 of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68A of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions relating to ‘Determination of Application for a Preferred Use’. The clause 
is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 3.3.3 changes the cross referencing from clause 45 of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68B of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions relating to ‘Determination of Application for a Contemplated Use’. The 
clause is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment to clause 3.3.4 changes the cross referencing from clause 46 of 
City Planning Scheme to clause 68C of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions relating to ‘Determination of Application for an Unlisted Use”. The clause 
is the same however, the reference has changed. 
 
The amendment includes changes from ‘a development application’ and ‘planning’ to 
‘an application for development approval’ and ‘development’ to reflect the 
terminology in the Regulations. 
 
Amendments to the definitions to delete those definitions contained in the Deemed 
Provisions and to amend the cross references to the Deemed Provisions. 
 
The amendment will ensure that provisions that may, or may be seen to conflict, with 
the Deemed Provisions are amended.  
 
Amendment Type 
 
The amendment is a basic amendment, in accordance with part (c) of the basic 
amendment definition contained in Regulation 34. 
 

 



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005 
 

 
 CITY OF PERTH 
 
 LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME NO. 26 
 
 AMENDMENT NO. 2 
 
The City of Perth under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon it in that behalf 
by the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amends the above local planning 
scheme by: 
 
1. Amending clause 1.2 by deleting ‘City’ and replacing with ‘local government’. 

 
2. Amending clause 1.6 by inserting: 
 

1.6.2A Where a provision of this Scheme is inconsistent with a provision of the 
Deemed Provisions, the Deemed Provision prevails. 

3. Amending clause 1.6.3 by deleting ‘47(1) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘68E(1) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 
 

4. Amending clause 1.6.5 by deleting ‘64(1)(d) of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘79A(1)(d) of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed 
Provisions’. 

 
5. Amending clause 1.7 by inserting ‘the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘Development 

Act 2005’. 
 
6. Amending clause 1.8 by inserting ‘and the Deemed Provisions’ after ‘any 

schedule to the Scheme’. 
 

7. Amending clause 2.1 by deleting ‘Clause 56 of City Planning Scheme’ and 
replacing with ‘clauses 3 and 4 of the Deemed Provisions’. 

 
8. Amending clause 2.2 by deleting ‘56 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘5 of the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
9. Amending clause 3.3.2 by deleting ‘44 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘68A of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
10. Amending clause 3.3.3 by deleting ‘45 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘68B of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed Provisions’. 
 
11. Amending clause 3.3.4 by deleting ‘46 of City Planning Scheme’ and replacing 

with ‘68C of the Supplemental Provisions to the Deemed Provisions’. 
 



12. Amending clauses 1.2, 1.10, 2.1, 3.3, Table 1 and 5.2 by deleting ‘City’ and 
replacing with ‘local government’. 

 
13. Amending clauses 1.6 and 3.4 by deleting ‘Council’ and replacing with ‘local 

government’. 
 
14. Amending clauses 3.3 and Table 1, by deleting ‘a development application’ 

and replacing with ‘an application for development approval. 
 

15. Amending clause 3.4 by deleting ‘planning’ and replacing with ‘development’. 
 
16. Deleting the definition of ‘Scheme Area’ in Schedule 1. 
 
17. Amending the following definitions in Schedule 1: 
 

Policy means a policy adopted, or deemed to be adopted, 
pursuant to the requirements of clauses 3 and 4 of the 
Deemed Provisions; 

 
Scheme Text means the document to which this Schedule is attached 

and includes this Schedule and all other Schedules and 
the Scheme Map and the Deemed Provisions, but 
excludes the Planning Policies and Design Guidelines for 
the Normalised Redevelopment Areas;  

 
 



 
ADOPTION 

 
Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held 
on the               day of                                 2016, and the Common Seal of the City of 
Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in the 
presence of: 
 

 

 

.......................................................... 

LORD MAYOR 

 

 

 

.............................................................. 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

Recommended/Submitted for Approval 

 

 ........................................................ 

 DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF 
THE PD ACT 2005 

  

 

 DATE............................................... 

 

 

Approval Granted ......................................................... 

 MINISTER FOR PLANNING 
 

 

 DATE................................................. 
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