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RAFFLES HOTEL SITE, MEETING 

484. Dr J.M. WOOLLARD to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure:   
(1) Is the minister aware that later this afternoon a meeting will take place behind closed doors between 

representatives from the Western Australian Planning Commission, the Melville City Council and 
Multiplex Constructions Pty Ltd to discuss the Raffles Hotel site redevelopment proposal? 

(2) As the minister has expressed disappointment that the WAPC did not support the council’s position on 
the Raffles proposal, will she assure the House that today’s meeting is not an attempt to ram through a 
compromise deal so that the redevelopment can go ahead without any further community consultation 
or government accountability?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(2) We have an unusual situation with the redevelopment of the Raffles Hotel site.  The WA Planning 

Commission has determined that it was appropriate that it withdraw the delegation from the Melville 
City Council to deal with the approval required under the metropolitan region scheme.  Nevertheless, 
obviously the City of Melville needed to make a determination under its own town planning scheme.  
The City of Melville believes that a 15 storey, a nine storey and a five-storey configuration is the most 
appropriate for the redevelopment of the site and the restoration of the important heritage precinct.  The 
WA Planning Commission takes a different view.  It believes we will get a much better aesthetic and 
architectural outcome by having a 17 storey and a five-storey configuration and completely eliminating 
the nine storey portion of the redevelopment.  In its view a more slender structure will add more to the 
aesthetic value of the site.  These are questions of judgment.  We now have the rather complex situation 
in which we have two separate sets of approvals, neither of which can go ahead.  There obviously needs 
to be some reconciliation of this matter.  Therefore, it is not surprising that the WA Planning 
Commission, the City of Melville and the developer are now trying to come together to deal with this 
problem and negotiate a way through it.  The only other strategy that would be available is for the 
developer to lodge an appeal against one or other - or, indeed, both - of the applications.  If it were to do 
that, of course, the first part of that process would be mediation.  I can assume only that what they are 
attempting to do now, without activating that legal process, is mediate and get a reasonable outcome so 
that they can go forward. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  That completes question time.  Before we move to petitions, I welcome back to the 
Chamber the member for Swan Hills. 

Members:   Hear, hear! 

[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER:  I hope the member has a calming influence on us all.  
 


