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CITY OF NEDLANDS — TOWN PLANNING SCHEME 
Grievance 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands) [9.21 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Planning. As the minister is 
aware, it is on an issue that is probably the number one issue in my area. In fairness, it has probably come about 
because of the City of Nedlands’ tardiness over many years in not producing a town planning scheme 3. My 
grievance is more about the process of the Western Australian Planning Commission and how it is engaging with 
the City of Nedlands to produce the new town planning scheme 3. Town planning scheme 2 has been in place 
since 1985, which is a long time. The new scheme has been a long time in the making. I do not want to criticise 
the Western Australian Planning Commission because I think it has been fairly patient over the last 32 years as the 
City of Nedlands has tried to develop a town planning scheme 3. 
Mr Z.R.F. Kirkup: It’s longer than I have been alive. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Yes, that is longer than the member behind me has been alive—not to labour that point. 
We are now in 2018. The City of Nedlands had developed what it thought was a reasonable town planning scheme. 
I think it was fairly close to being approved by the Western Australian Planning Commission a year ago but to the 
surprise of many residents and also the City of Nedlands, the Western Australian Planning Commission produced 
its own town planning scheme 3. To some extent it was based, I guess, on the scheme produced by the City of 
Nedlands, but to the surprise of the City of Nedlands and the residents of Nedlands the R-codes had pretty well 
doubled, as had the area to be developed in general terms. This has caused some anxiety for those people who 
previously were not going to be affected by the town planning scheme being developed by the City of Nedlands. 
Many residents are now affected so it has been a bit of a surprise. In some areas, the surprise is justified because 
of the possible impact it will have in the future for traffic issues, overlooking and density in some areas. 
The fundamental principle the Western Australian Planning Commission and the City of Nedlands have been 
working on is to have a density along the major corridors. Stirling Highway is obviously a spot that can have 
density. Indeed, in its proposed scheme the City of Nedlands had been working on an increased density of 
4 400 additional dwellings. The scheme that the Western Australian Planning Commission has put out is going 
through a consultation process, which involves the City of Nedlands going to the community. A website has been 
set up so people can respond and it is holding community meetings. I have been to a couple and there is a flavour 
to those meetings, as the minister would be aware, of negativity toward any change. Some people were shut down 
and I am a bit disappointed about that. Some people are in favour of the scale of the Western Australian Planning 
Commission’s development, but it is fair to say that the overall sentiment is negative. There is a way forward if 
the Western Australian Planning Commission takes seriously the views that have been put forward. The major 
concern is probably around the Nedlands Primary School. Broadway is a major road that has scale and can be 
a shopping centre. In the city’s scheme, development went back only one street. If we look at it in two dimensions 
we can go back a couple of streets to get scale around an area, but because the contours behind Broadway are very 
steep, there is some height overlooking the rest of the flat low spots. There are some planning issues and 
three-dimensional reasons why development should not go back as far as Nedlands Primary School. That is a bit 
of detail and an area that the minister might want to look at. The other area of concern is the area around 
Hollywood Private Hospital, which already has a reasonable amount of density, particularly on the City of Perth 
side of Hampden Road. On the City of Nedlands side it could be argued that in the city’s scheme development went 
back only to Leura Street but now it goes all the way to Williams Road. One could argue that there could be some 
development there but the scale has gone from zip up to R40 and R60, which the residents are a bit concerned about. 
Mr J.N. Carey: That’s nothing! R40 and R60—that’s nothing! 
Mr W.R. MARMION: It depends where we look at. I do not need interjections from someone from Perth. 
Mr J.N. Carey interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms M.M. Quirk): Member for Perth! 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Can I have another 58 seconds added on? 
Mr J.N. Carey interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Perth, I call you for the first time. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: In terms of logic, Carrington Street is a busy industrial street, as the minister would know. 
On Stirling Highway, development went back to only Bedford Street, but it now goes to Carrington Street. What 
is the logic of going to Carrington Street for half of the industrial area when a lot of the industrial area is up here 
as well, where there is no increase in coding. I think there is a rationale for downsizing some of the R-codes in 
some of the residential areas but upsizing them around the very busy Carrington Road. That could be an area that 
the minister could concentrate on. I think the community needs to have a bit more involvement by the WAPC in 
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what it is trying to achieve. This has been a bit of a surprise to residents. That is really where I am coming from. 
The next step is that it could go to the minister and the WAPC. What will happen after that?  
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Planning) [9.28 am]: I thank the member for Nedlands for his 
comments. I want to refer to the member for Nedlands’ comments in an article in the paper a couple of weeks ago. 
It stated — 

Mr Marmion said he had found his first year in opposition to be surprisingly enjoyable. 
That is good for the member for Nedlands. I think the member for Nedlands knows why. We are delivering more 
for his constituency through an inner-city school than he ever did in eight and a half years in government. I think 
that is why he is finding opposition — 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Churchlands! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think that is why the member is finding opposition enjoyable. 
Density in the western suburbs is like a long running soapie. Every time we turn on the channel, it moves on just 
a little bit from the day before, and that is the density discussion in the western suburbs. I understand some of the 
views currently being expressed. As I have said in many forums, on Monday mornings my press secretary brings 
in the latest comments from the local newspapers. Some of those comments made by Mayor Bill Hassell are very 
nasty. Each Monday the articles say what is happening in the western suburbs newspapers, and I say, “It’s best not 
to give them to me on a Monday morning because it puts me off for the rest of the week.” Elected representatives 
in that area are making some very inflammatory comments and also personal comments about me, which I think 
are pretty disgusting. We all know the challenge of density is about making sure that we get density in the right 
places and that we work with councils. 
The City of Nedlands’ scheme is over 30 years old. The mayor used to hold this up as a source of pride and 
achievement that, for 30 years, he managed to not move with the times. What is happening—I have seen it in the 
papers—is that while the comments and some of the stances against density are so extreme, they have created an 
alternative group: the pro-density group. If a person goes into a discussion and calls me whatever and makes claims 
against me and does not address the issue, then people in the community will stand up, and that is what is 
happening. In all the older suburbs we can see a demographic that wants housing choice in their suburbs. That is 
what is happening, particularly in the western suburbs. Although Nedlands is an ageing demographic in some 
instances, I have friends with young children who are moving there, so it is a suburb that is transforming but with 
the older generation, and there is a need to have really good housing choice. Some of the developments in 
Claremont, for example, were assisted through state government investment through LandCorp and as part of the 
whole regeneration around Claremont Oval. The not surprising, but interesting, element happening in that area is 
the number of people from Claremont who are downsizing. We do not see overseas investors in those types of 
developments; we see older people from the suburb who want to stay in their community. They want to stay next 
to the doctor and the shops that they know. The challenge for all of us is to provide that housing choice, and that 
is what we want to do. 

The Western Australian Planning Commission modified this draft planning scheme and extended some of those 
density areas before it was advertised. That scheme is currently out for consultation and comment, and public 
submissions are open until 29 March. All submissions will be considered by the city, and they will then go back 
to the WAPC and then to me. Frankly, I am aware of the issues, particularly those transitional issues from density 
nodes to the suburbs. That is one area in which we can all work better to make sure we do not have that hard 
conflict between a very significant building and a normal single residential building. I really understand 
transitional zones, but what I do not want to do—I have seen it happen—is take a hard approach. I have not used 
extreme language even though some of the language others have used against me is pretty extreme. 

Mr W.R. Marmion: We are talking about the City of Nedlands. Will the minister meet with the City of Nedlands 
before she makes a decision? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will let the city finalise its process. The other thing I am getting a little sick of is councils 
that do not understand what community consultation is, and then say that it is the WAPC’s fault. They do not let 
the community know what they are doing and they do not involve it properly, and somehow it is our fault. 

Mr J.N. Carey: Joondalup. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Joondalup is an example. The council must engage properly with the community. It should 
not engage with a select few that it knows through the relationships that it has. It should involve the community 
and have proper consultation. It should not create forums where the usual suspects may say the usual things. This 
is the role of councils. The scheme is up for public consultation. If the council does its job correctly, it will get 
a plan that meets the density targets and delivers the community aspiration. It is possible. I also know that the 
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City of Vincent—not just because the member for Perth is sitting in this chamber—has significant density, but it 
has balanced the density with preserving some of the older, traditional suburbs. It is getting the balance right where 
people have choice. Younger people can live in those density nodes along the transport corridors and in the activity 
centres, and families can have their house with a backyard. That is what we want to deliver, but when councils do 
not engage with their community properly it creates a battle. The City of Nedlands has created a battle before it 
has even gone through the final consultation. It has created brinkmanship well before the scheme has landed 
anywhere near my desk. It has tried to put me in the dock when it is meant to be consulting. If the city works 
properly with the community, it will get a good result. 
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