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PERTH AND PEEL@3.5MILLION — HOUSING SUPPLY 
Motion 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [6.40 pm]: I move — 

That this house expresses concern that the government’s Perth and Peel@3.5million plan does not 
provide for an adequate level of housing supply for the future. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Hear! Hear! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Thank you, member for Victoria Park for that unqualified support. Today we are expressing 
concern that has been put to me by a number of people in the industry. I do not normally come in here and refer 
to one submission, but I will reflect significantly on the submission made by the Urban Development Institute of 
Australia. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It is quite an extraordinary submission. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is quite a significant and extraordinary submission, member for Victoria Park. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: And one which you endorse, by the sounds of it. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is awful and so personal and aggressive, minister! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Order, members! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The motion states “expresses concern”. We could have used the word “condemns” but we 
want this to be a very good debate. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: The Minister for Planning is on the front foot. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know. The minister is dancing down the wicket. What is it called—the reverse sweep? 
I would not want the minister to try the reverse sweep on this one! 

Today we want a general debate about the direction of planning in Western Australia. One of the key points 
raised in this report that I will make right at the start is that it is clear to us on this side that there is absolutely no 
coordination between the Departments of Transport and Planning in this government. This submission points 
that out but I believe one of the key negatives of how this government is managing the state of affairs is the 
absolute lack of coordination and planning between Transport and Planning and the responsible ministers. We 
have seen ad hoc development and a number of issues have been raised about density in some of our suburbs. 
One of the key reasons for that is that there is no clear direction from this government and no coordination. Let 
us go back to the key point: there is no infrastructure certainty for this state, and transport is the key. 

In 2011, a draft public transport plan was released for this state. It identified three key priority projects: the 
Ellenbrook Bus Rapid Transit service, the Yanchep rail extension and the Metro Area Express light rail. They were 
meant to be transformational projects that would lead the planning of many parts of our suburbs. It is quite 
interesting to note that in 2011—I had a look at the report, which is on the desk in my office—the government put 
some estimates on all those transformational projects of about $2.4 billion in 2010 dollars. In 2011, it estimated 
light rail would cost $1 billion and heavy rail about $1.4 billion. We have since seen these priority projects 
disappear. We have seen an absolute breakdown of that relationship between Planning and Transport and we are 
not getting the outcomes we need to ensure housing supply into the future, and that is the key question. I will go 
through some of the comments made by the Urban Development Institute of Australia in a moment. 

Nowhere is this better demonstrated than in what is happening with the proposed Forrestfield train station. I find 
this issue very interesting. People bring us an issue, as you would know, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr N.W. Morton), 
and we sit there and think this is of some concern, and we then realise, as more and more stakeholders talk to us 
and we get a better impression of what is happening, that there seems to be a breakdown in the relationship 
between Planning and Transport on that issue. We have a $2 billion state government investment. A new 
Forrestfield station precinct is being planned. That should be the jewel in the crown of this project. However, 
there are massive question marks about the future of that precinct. I have seen the documents, and I am aware of 
absolutely chaotic planning that is leaving landowners in that region in the lurch and creating significant 
problems for them. That means that we will not be able to get the outcome that we need. I put this to the 
government. It has been three years since the election. It has been three years since the fully funded, fully costed 
election. Members opposite trotted out the airport rail line, after we had announced our airport rail line. 
However, it appears that there is no coordination within government to make that happen. I know that the 
Minister for Planning turned around and talked — 

Mr J.H.D. Day: You probably don’t know everything that is going on. I am not criticising you for that. But 
I can assure you that a lot of things are happening. 
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Several members interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not like these personal attacks, minister! It is most unlike the minister. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I’m not criticising you. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Minister, can we just listen to the member for West Swan. She has the call. I do not 
want this to descend into a freefall. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not like this gutter talk from the Minister for Planning! I do not like it! I do not like it 
when he descends into the gutter! 
Mr J.H.D. Day: You sound too much like Pauline when you speak. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I sound like what? 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Pauline. 
Mr P.C. Tinley: Pauline who? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Pauline Hanson. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Geez! 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I said you sound like. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Pauline Hanson! That is the worst thing anyone has ever said to me in this place! 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Can we just bring it back to debate on the bill. Minister, I have asked for 
no interjections. I would appreciate it if we could just listen to the member for West Swan. 

Mr P.C. Tinley interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Willagee, I remind you that you are on three calls. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have seen emails and I have seen documents, and I have seen submissions from the 
agencies of government, saying that all these road interchanges are being built with no reference to the fact that 
there will be a station precinct in that vicinity. Landowners have had little communication, or very confusing 
communication. There will be a set of moving car parks, where people’s land will be sterilised for decades, 
possibly. It is an incredible scenario that the state would invest $2 billion and let something as key as the precinct 
around that station slowly fall apart. The Minister for Planning turned around, when I asked the 
Minister for Transport about it yesterday, and said it is only a draft. Seriously, we are three years in. The minister 
is telling me that the government will be starting construction on the rail line next year line. So, it has to get the 
planning right. From what I have seen, that Planning and Transport are not talking to each other. As I said, for 
$2 billion of investment we need to get the best outcome. I am afraid, minister, that I will be quite attacking: I do 
not think anyone is driving it. Honestly, if we leave it to the Minister for Transport, it is going to turn bad; we 
know that. The Minister for Transport cannot handle policy of any nature, so we cannot leave it to him—we just 
cannot—because either it will not go anywhere or it will completely unravel, as we have seen with the 
Perth Freight Link. It will unravel before our eyes; so, please, I implore the Minister for Planning, do not leave it 
with the Minister for Transport because by the time we inherit it, it is going to be an absolute mess. 

I just want to go through some of the key points in the Urban Development Institute of Australia submission, 
which I have reiterated in some other forms in this place. UDIA introduced the concept to me, which I use quite 
extensively, about having density where it deserves—that Perth should be seeking density where it deserves. 
I have talked to my colleagues about this quite a bit. They have to deal with problematic developments in their 
suburban streets. Everyone accepts the need for density, but it is about making sure that we put it in the 
appropriate places so we do not reduce the amenity of our suburbs. I will go through the report in a bit more 
detail, but basically we are talking about making sure that we get density, particularly around our public 
transport system. 

I want to touch briefly on Metronet. As I said, Metronet is not just a transport policy; it is also a planning policy. 
There are two key focuses for Metronet: expanding our rail system and creating new stations with some planning 
certainty around them. We need to identify very early on that these areas will become precincts, and we need to 
get our planning done very early on to ensure that those precincts can provide homes to thousands of people. It is 
about new stations and making sure that we plan around those new stations. The other element that we have 
introduced as part of our launch a couple of weeks ago is the revitalisation of many areas within our existing 
suburbs and existing train lines. I have been out with the member for Gosnells to his electorate and to the 
member for Cannington’s electorate and, whether it is in the electorate of the member for Bassendean, the 
member for Armadale and, more generally in relation to other public transport systems, the member for 
Mirrabooka, what we basically need to do is to ensure that we go and look at areas where we have existing 
infrastructure, particularly along the Fremantle and Armadale lines, and look at how we can actually get the 
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density along those lines. It is very, very important that we utilise the infrastructure that is there and that on those 
lines we have stations that can be much better utilised. 

Part of the whole equation is the removal of level crossings. I heard the minister say that the government was 
committed to the removal of 31 level crossings; I am not sure whether we ever said that. 

Mr P. Papalia: He discovered level crossings last week. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He discovered level crossings after ignoring the member for Armadale for years on this issue 
in relation to Denny Avenue. He discovered a level crossing a couple of weeks ago in Kelmscott, I understand. 
He had never heard of it before, even when the late Don Randall asked him to go and visit this level crossing, but 
a couple of weeks ago he visited the Denny Avenue level crossing. 

As I said, the removal of these level crossings is part of improving safety, reducing congestion and providing 
a vehicle for urban redevelopment around these stations. My colleagues are crying out for it, because they know 
there is so much land in their suburbs that is basically being underutilised. When one sits in a train on the 
Armadale line in particular and looks out the window, one thinks, “There is so much we can do to get more 
housing closer to the city.”  

That is a key part of our strategy: density where it is needed. As I said, we believe that it is about making sure we 
have the right planning around our new stations to provide infrastructure certainty, coupled with the 
revitalisation of many of our existing suburbs. We talk about small business quite a bit, and it is something that 
the other side gives a lot of lip-service to. 

Mr P. Papalia: They give it a lot of taxes as well. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It increases a lot of taxes for small business. 

I believe that one of the key points is making sure that small businesses thrive through density. Once people get 
into the car and have to drive a long distance, they may choose the bigger commercial centres rather than the 
smaller businesses. By creating stronger precincts, we are also assisting small businesses in local areas. I am of 
the strong belief that better precinct planning can support small businesses in our suburbs. 

A key point made by the Urban Development Institute of Australia is — 

UDIA strongly supports the development of high and medium density activity centres which offer 
lifestyle choice for residents. There are many benefits of the highly urbanised outcomes offered in these 
precincts including vibrancy, amenity and services. 

That is very much a theme we have adopted: creating precincts, creating the vibrancy and making sure that, as 
part of these precincts, we do not decrease amenity. We want to increase amenity by giving people more choices, 
whether better public transport or lifestyle choices, and they will result from vibrancy. 

The UDIA makes reference to the different planning styles or regimes embarked on by the state on over time. 
One of the interesting points is around the shape of the blocks in some suburbs. The UDIA states — 

… the shape became more irregular after a 1973 government report championed the introduction of cul-
de-sac development as a strategy for increasing yields and liveability. The combination of cul-de-sacs 
and curvilinear streets has left a legacy of irregularly shaped blocks that are harder to subdivide than the 
quarter-acre blocks that preceded them. 

That is not only a subdivision issue, but also a community safety issue. Some of the theories around designing-
out crime are about making sure that we move away from cul-de-sac–style developments. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: The Radburn design, I think it was known as, which was in vogue for about 30 or 40 years. It 
certainly is not now, as you say. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. 

Many of our suburbs—Ballajura is classic—were developed entirely under that theory, making doorknocking 
very difficult, I have to say; doorknocking cul-de-sacs is very, very difficult. But it has also left a legacy of 
problems around community safety because of the paths that connect cul-de-sac to cul-de-sac. 

Mr P.C. Tinley: Emergency services vehicles. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes, and it causes problems for emergency services. 

That design can also affect people’s ability to access small businesses; in some suburbs that have a number of small 
shopping centres, those shopping centres struggle to survive. We also have to look at what the state government can 
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do in that style of suburb with some level of investment. I am not just saying that everyone should try to subdivide 
or work to an infill target, but I think the state government should try and get some of the modern planning theory 
into some of these suburbs to make sure that they can withstand and thrive into the future. 

The UDIA made reference to the key point of public transport and a number of findings about public transport 
usage over time. People on this side of the house would not be surprised to learn that the UDIA reports — 

… rail patronage jump four-fold to 54.7 million passengers annually in just over a decade to 2010 

Mr P. Papalia: What happened in that time? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That was primarily driven by the Labor government. Also, bus patronage increased by 
43 per cent in the decade to 2009. The UDIA completely contradicts the claim made by the 
Minister for Transport that bus patronage did not increase under Labor. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 
__________ 
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