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CANNING BRIDGE PRECINCT 

Petition 
DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.06 pm]: I present the following petition — 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australian in Parliament assembled:  

I, the undersigned, say that the coverage of the “Canning Bridge Precinct Vision” has grown into 
neighbouring residential areas with no regard to the wishes of the adjoining residents.  

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

a) eliminate the “creep” which has occurred in the boundaries; 

2) restrict the Precinct to the originally-proposed 800 metres from the Canning Bridge 
railway station;  

3) restrict the height of buildings at the Precinct boundaries (the “transition zones”), to 
no more than 5 storeys; and 

4) limit the height of buildings on Canning Highway to below an imaginary line joining 
the tops of the Raffles building and the new block west of Sleat Road.  

[See petition 331.] 

Petition 
DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.07 pm]: I present one more petition — 

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 Canning Bridge Precinct concept area has been unnecessarily enlarged 
without consultation with the residents and that the current proposal will seriously degrade the amenity 
of parts of the low-rise residential area.  

Now I ask that the Legislative Assembly urge the relevant authorities (including the City of Melville 
and the WA Planning Commission): 

1) to re-examine the proposal in light of objections from residents; 

2) to reassign the “transition zone” so that it lies completely within the Precinct Concept 
area and not in adjacent residential areas; 

3) to restrict the permitted height of buildings to 5 storeys in that transition zone; and 

4) to retain the building heights at one or two storeys outside that transition zone (e.g. in 
View Road or the south side of Helm Street.) 

[See petition 330.] 
 


