
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 20 September 2012] 

 p6286b-6288a 
Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr John Day 

 [1] 

SWAN VALLEY PLANNING ACT — REVIEW 
Grievance 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [9.11 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Planning and regards the Swan 
Valley Planning Act review. This has been an ongoing issue for a number of years. I want to again briefly 
outline some of the history of it and also refer to some documents that the minister has refused to provide 
through the freedom of information process. 

As I have stated before, back in September 2010 I wrote to the minister to ask what was happening with the 
review of the Swan Valley Planning Act. The minister wrote on 21 September — 

The Department of Planning is about to commence a comprehensive review of the SVP Act which will 
consider this specific locality in a broader strategic context. This process will include significant 
landowner consultation, and the suitability of further subdivision will be considered in context during 
this process. 
I would encourage your constituent to become involved and trust the above information addresses your 
inquiry. 

Since that time, numerous letters and other things have been sent to the minister. In May 2011 the minister 
confirmed that a review was underway and that I would be briefed on the findings in early 2012. In May 2011 I 
was refused a request for a briefing on the review. In September 2011 the minister said that there was no secrecy 
about this review. In March this year the minister stated that he expected to receive a report within the next few 
weeks and that it would be released publicly in the next couple of months. Again I point out that it was on 22 
March this year that the minister said that he would receive the report within a few weeks and it would be 
released publicly in the next couple of months. 

I then wrote again to the minister to ask whether the opposition could be briefed, and in May 2012 the minister 
stated — 

… I do intend to release the report for public comment, shortly after I have reviewed it. 

Since that time, we still have seen nothing. We tried to get some information by way of FOI application to see 
what was actually happening with the Swan Valley Planning Act review. We submitted the FOI application 
earlier this year and got some information, but a number of documents were withheld. A lot of documents were 
withheld that I thought should be publicly available because they go to some of the longer term and more 
strategic aspects of the Swan Valley. A document to which I was denied access is dated March 2012 and headed 
“Preliminary Findings: Swan Valley Land Use and Management Inquiry”. Another document to which access 
was denied is dated August 2011 and headed “The Swan Valley: Rapid landscape character and visual 
assessment”. Another document to which access was fully denied is dated November 2011 and headed “Swan 
Valley Infrastructure and Water Assessment Final Report”. Another document to which access was denied is 
dated November 2011 and headed “Swan Valley — Stage 2, Key Development Strategies”. Another document 
to which access was denied is dated January 2011 and headed “Swan Valley — Stage 1, A Review of Economic 
and Land Use Planning Issues”. Another document to which access was denied is dated April 2012 and headed 
“Economic and Land Use Planning in the Swan Valley: Governance Arrangements”. 
Through this FOI process we established that a number of documents fit into this review process, access to all of 
which has been denied. We did find some interesting information through the FOI process. We found bits of 
information about emails between the minister’s office and Hon Alyssa Hayden in which an adviser to the 
Minister for Planning wrote to the electorate officer—I think that is the person—of Hon Alyssa Hayden and 
stated — 

I was … talking to Alyssa Hayden about a scheme amendment … in the Swan Valley. At the end of the 
call she asked what the current status of the SVP Act — 

That is, the Swan Valley Planning Act — 

Review is, which I told her (ie not yet reported to the Minister), and asked me if she could have some 
info about who sits on the SVP Committee (which presumably is info in the public domain?) and said 
she’s … keen to have an input into the review to make sure the right things are being considered…. 

I think there were some other emails to that effect. This seems to be a very bizarre process. This review was 
established in late 2010. A number of reports and different reviews fit into the overall subject to which we have 
been denied access. We now know, as reported in Echo News on 28 July, that the minister stated the final report 
was awaiting cabinet endorsement and was expected to be released in coming weeks. That was back in late July. 
Then we heard at a public forum in Ellenbrook on 7 September—this time from the Premier—that the report 
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would go to cabinet soon. We also understand now that the document to be released is not the review document 
with key recommendations but instead a discussion paper. 
Minister, this has been a lengthy, confusing and, frankly, poor review process about which a number of people 
throughout the valley have not been consulted. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Do you have a view about future land use in the Swan Valley and what should happen in 
relation to future development? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Minister, you have been undertaking a review since late 2010. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: I am just asking if you have a view you would like to express. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will express my view through a formal document. However, given that the minister has 
been undertaking a review since late 2010 and has been consulting some but not all stakeholders, and given all 
the resources of government available to the minister, it is up to him to release the review document and the 
discussion paper. The minister started a review process—I do not believe he knew where it was going—and he is 
not willing to table that report. I therefore urge the minister to explain today exactly the status of the report, why 
we have been denied access to all this information and exactly when and in which format the review or 
discussion paper will be released. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [9.18 am]: I agree with the sentiment of the member 
for West Swan to the extent that it is desirable for the document be in the public arena. The document 
summarises the key issues facing the future of the Swan Valley. It refers to current issues and issues that have 
developed in the past few years on land-use arrangements and amenity issues. It also refers to the fact that some 
people are keen for further subdivision to be allowed and that others are very keen to ensure that further 
subdivision does not occur. As I have indicated previously, the government’s view is that the protection of 
viticulture and viticulture-related activities and in particular tourism, is paramount, and that those activities must 
be the goal in all of this exercise. I know that various people have expressed some concern that the visual 
amenity of the Swan Valley has been compromised in recent years through inappropriate signage arrangements 
and so on, and have said that perhaps some better protections should be put in place to ensure that the essential 
and traditional character and visual amenity of the Swan Valley is protected, as well as, of course, as I said, 
viticulture, grape growing and wine production, which is the traditional agricultural activity in the Swan Valley. 
All of us agree that that is paramount. It has taken somewhat longer than I would have liked to get the discussion 
paper into the public arena. I certainly expect that it will be in the public arena in the next few weeks. It has been 
going through the processes of government. I am sure the member for West Swan understands that at times that 
can take longer than individual ministers would like. There has been a requirement for consultation with various 
parties in government and that process has been going on. I assure the member for West Swan, and all members, 
that this issue has not been forgotten about; indeed, it has been an active issue within my portfolio, and I am keen 
for the release of a document that can focus people’s minds and give all interested parties an opportunity to 
comment on, through a structured process, what should be permitted in the future.  

Ms R. Saffioti: Is it in the form of a discussion paper? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The paper will canvass the issues that are important in the Swan Valley and that have become 
apparent over the past few years. It will also raise issues about what should or should not be done in the future. 
People will have an opportunity to comment in a formal way. There will be a period in which they can do that, of 
course. There needs to be adequate time for people to consider the paper and for their responses to be assessed 
by the Department of Planning in the way that it assesses responses to a range of different discussion papers, 
reports and proposals that are put in the public arena. After that we will be able to form a collective view about 
any changes that should be made to the act or to planning arrangements.  

Ms R. Saffioti: What will the timing of that be?  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Certainly I expect it to be released in the next few weeks, followed by a period for people to 
comment. As I said, we need to ensure there is adequate time for people to do that. If the member for West Swan 
has a particular point of view about any changes that should be made to the planning arrangements for the Swan 
Valley, I would be very interested to hear them.  
Ms R. Saffioti: Minister, give me access to all those documents. C’mon!  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The member for West Swan is one of three Legislative Assembly members who represent the 
Swan Valley area. She may or may not have a view —  

Ms R. Saffioti: I am sure the member for Swan Hills and I would like to receive a briefing of all the documents 
that have been prepared.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: If the member has a view — 
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Ms R. Saffioti: Well, no, c’mon! Why can’t you release — 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for West Swan! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: We will release a document that summarises the issues and brings them all together rather than 
having them in a disparate collection that exists across a range of different input documents. I can assure the 
member that a lot of work has been done in the Department of Planning and my office to ensure that a very 
professional, well-researched and well-worded paper will be released for people to read so that they can assess 
the issues and comment on what should be done with the future management of the Swan Valley. We all agree 
that that is extremely important to Perth and Western Australia as a tourism destination and as an agricultural 
production region, and also from the point of view of the history and heritage of Western Australia. The member 
for West Swan is making a lot of comments about the release of papers and the process. If she has a view about 
the future management of the Swan Valley, it is desirable that she tell us what that view is.  

Ms R. Saffioti: I’ve already said—the protection and enhancement of the Swan Valley. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: And viticulture, in particular?  

Ms R. Saffioti: Of course! It is the number one priority. But we all agree that there are complications with water 
allocation, transport and a number of other issues. I want to know why the minister has dragged his feet and 
denied access to some of the key supporting documents. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The paper has been going through the cabinet process. It is part of the input of the preparation 
of a cabinet document which, I hope, will ultimately be released in the not-too-distant future. I regret the fact that 
it has taken longer than I would have liked, but the process has not been forgotten about. A paper on which 
people can focus and comment will be available in the near future.  
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