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CANNING BRIDGE PRECINCT VISION 

Petition 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.02 pm]: I have a petition from one petitioner that reads as follows — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

I, the undersigned, say that the most recent community consultation process in relation to the “Canning 
Bridge Precinct Vision,” was not conducted in good faith. I say this because much of the residents’ 
feedback from the March 2010 community submission process that opposed aspects of the Vision was 
completely and utterly ignored by the City of Melville when that council unanimously endorsed the 
Vision in October 2010. Based on their own consultant’s “Report on Submissions”, the most frequently 
raised issue was the proposed building heights/densities. Of those who expressed an opinion on the 
topic, 92% (225 out of 244) are opposed to the building heights and densities proposed in the document 
and want that aspect scaled back very significantly. Of the 19 who support the heights/densities, 6 do 
not even reside in the area. 

Now I ask that the Legislative Assembly insist that the pertinent authorities, in particular the City of 
Melville and the WA Planning Commission:  

1. Restrict building heights to 5 storeys in the area that is currently referred to as the Canning 
Bridge Frame. 

2. Restrict the heights of the buildings in the area that is currently referred to as DC1 to below an 
imaginary line joining the top of the Raffles building and the 6 storey block west of Sleat 
Road. 

3. Restrict the Precinct to the “Original Study Area”, which is nominally an area with a boundary 
800 m from the Canning Bridge Railway Station. 

[See petition 352.] 

Petition 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.04 pm]: The second petition is signed by 49 petitioners and reads as 
follows —  

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia, say that the draft Canning Bridge Precinct Vision 
(‘the CBPV’) proposes zoning changes that are: inappropriate and too substantial for the precinct; that 
exceed the Canning Bridge Station Precinct Study area (‘Study area’); that create inequities and 
unfairness for numerous residents; that are entirely inconsistent with the existing character of the 
locality; and that will significantly increase traffic congestion and related traffic issues in the precinct 
and for everyone driving through the precinct. Further, there has been inadequate consultation with the 
community concerning the CBPV.  

Now, we ask the Legislative Assembly to refer the CBPV for further investigation into:  

1 The need to seek further comment from the Community. 

2 The desire to confine any plans to increase density to the Study area.  

3 The need for a comprehensive traffic analysis before progressing further.  

4 The need to secure funding for traffic improvements in the precinct before progressing further.  

5 The desire of allowing the existing City of Melville’s Community Planning Scheme No. 5 
zoning to be utilised to its maximum potential before moving forward on any plans to increase 
density.  

[See petition 353.] 
 


