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ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS PRIOR TO HEARING 

 

 

Department of Planning and Western Australian Planning Commission  

 

Hon Ken Travers MLC asked: 

 

I refer to the rezoning of land across many areas in the City of Joondalup that was approved in early 2016 and 

ask: 

 

1) What modelling was undertaken to determine the impact of these re-zonings on local roads? 

 

Answer: Rezoning of land in the City of Joondalup was based on a Local Housing Strategy for the area 

which was prepared by the City. In preparing this Strategy the City worked with Main Roads WA to 

model traffic impacts on local roads to 2031.  

 

2) What modelling was undertaken to determine the impact of these re-zonings on regional roads servicing 

the City of Joondalup? 

 

Answer: The impact of population growth and infill on the regional transport network is being considered 

by the Department of Transport in its preparation of a transport plan for the Perth and Peel regions.  

 

3) How many additional vehicles are expected will use local and regional roads as a result of these re-zoning 

in 2031 and at full build out? If these dates are not available please provide modelling for the dates 

available? 

 

4) Does the modelling undertaken assume the same level of local employment self-sufficiency that is 

currently being achieved? 

 

5) If no to (4), what level of employment self-sufficiency was assumed for 2031 and at full build out? If these 

dates are not available please provide modelling for the dates available? 

 

Answer for Questions 3-5:  This question cannot be answered by the Department of Planning or the West 

Australian Planning Commission because the modelling is the responsibility of the City of Joondalup and 

the Department of Transport.  

 

6) Does the modelling undertaken assume the same transport mode share that is currently being achieved? 

 

Answer: This question cannot be answered by the Department of Planning or the West Australian 

Planning Commission because the modelling is the responsibility of the City of Joondalup and the 

Department of Transport. 

 

Notwithstanding this, one of the criteria for designating areas for dual-coding is proximity to train and bus 

public transport.  

 

7) If no to (4), what transport mode share was assumed in 2031 and at full build out? If these dates are not 

available please provide modelling for the dates available? 

 

Answer: This question cannot be answered by the Department of Planning or the West Australian 

Planning Commission because the modelling is the responsibility of the City of Joondalup and the 

Department of Transport. 

 



8) Have any Members of Parliament approached the Minister for Planning, Department or WAPC regarding 

the proposed buffer zone for the Kwinana Industrial area over Urban Deferred land in Mandogalup? 

 

Answer: Yes   

 

9) If yes,  

a) which MP’s have made the approach; 

b) what was the issue they raised; and  

c) on what date were the approaches made? 

 

Answer:  

 

Member of Parliament Issue Date Contacted 

Hon Phil Edman MLC 

Member for South 

Metropolitan Region 

Requested meeting to discuss the 

Planning and Development Legislation 

Amendment (Western Trade Coast 

Protection Area) Bill 2015 

13 May 2016 

 

 

Minister 

Faragher 

 

 

Mr Tony Krsticevic MLA 

Member for Carine 

Forwarded request by local landowner to 

have property (designated as urban 

deferred) extended to residential 

17 February 2016 Minister 

Day 

Mr Roger Cook MLA 

Member for Kwinana 

Concerns regarding Development 

Application Kwinana Beach Road 

15 December 2014 Minister 

Day 

Hon Phil Edman MLC 

Member for South 

Metropolitan Region 

Concerns regarding Industry Protection 

zone 

26 May 2014 Minister 

Day 

Mr Peter Abetz MLA 

Member for Southern 

River 

Request for a briefing on the buffer zone 

around ALCOA Tailing Ponds 

13 February 2014 Minister 

Day 

 

 

 

Hon Lynn MacLaren MLC asked: 

1) With regard to the Land Acquisition for Future Road/Rail referred to on Page 826. 

The Government has advised it will prioritise acquisition of outstanding Bush Forever and regional 

parklands still in private ownership. 

a) What is the total budget for such acquisitions? 

Answer: Bush Forever purchases form part of the overall acquisition program and are not 

particularised. In the 2015-16 program the WAPC spent $23.42 million on Bush Forever sites. 

b) Is there a set target for such acquisitions in terms of hectares per year? 

Answer: No 

c) What work has been done to identify and prioritise these areas in terms of the habitat value for rare and 

endangered species?  

Answer: There are no particular priorities other than the banksia woodlands including the Anstey-

Keene wetlands. 

2) With regard to the Asset Investment program featured on Page 830, the Government has indicated it will 

look to finalise the passenger railway corridor to Yanchep the Mitchell Freeway and the regional road 

network.  



a) What cost benefit analysis has been conducted to compare the continued expansion of the rail 

network to the urban fringes against focusing on funding the intra-city light rail network that was 

previously promised?  

Answer: This question cannot be answered by the Department of Planning and should be directed to 

the Minister for Transport.  

3) The Planning Reform for Better Design project referred to on Page 826 refers to the development of State 

Planning Policies for the Design of the Built Environment; a Design Guide – Multi-Unit and mixed use 

developments among other initiatives that will be expected to be available by mid-2016.  

a) Can the Department provide a breakdown of this funding and advise what proportion If any, may be 

directed towards planning, measuring, monitoring and maintain existing urban biodiversity? 

Answer: Approximately $58,000 or 18% of the project budget is allocated to landscape and 

ecologically sensitive design investigations, which will inform development of the Design Guide. 

b) What targets if any does the Department have for protecting remaining urban bushland, significant 

trees and sites of cultural significance? 

Answer:  There are a number of Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) policies, as well 

as other government policies and legislation, that serve to protect significant areas of bushland and 

significant cultural sites, including those within urban areas. Some of these instruments include 

targets, such as the retention of a minimum percentage of certain types of bushland, but most relate to 

ensuring those areas deemed to be of significance are retained as part of future development where 

possible. 

Of particular note is the existing Bush Forever program, as well as new measures proposed in the 

Perth and Peel Green Growth Plan for 3.5 Million, which seek to protect significant areas of urban 

bushland while accommodating future growth and development. 

The protection of individual trees is primarily the domain of local governments, and many local 

planning schemes have provisions allowing for the identification and protection of significant trees. 

c) What targets, if any, the Department has to re-establish or create ‘green corridors’ or ecological 

linkages between existing patches of remnant native vegetation? 

Answer: When considering sub-regional planning frameworks and amendments to region planning 

schemes, linkages of significant regional open spaces are a planning consideration. 

WAPC policies and strategies recognise the importance of green corridors and a green network, 

particularly in an urban setting. A green network can provide multiple community and biodiversity 

benefits, and is identified and promoted in the WAPC’s 2015 draft Perth and Peel @ 3.5 Million 

suite of documents, which will be finalised by the WAPC in 2016. 

d) What plans does Department have to provide formal legal protection to ecological linkages in the 

planning system including implementing recommendations made by the Auditor General in his 2009 

Report Rich and Rare: Conservation of Threatened Species. 

Answer:  The WAPC provides planning protection by the reservation of land for ‘Parks and 

Recreation’. 

As already indicated above, the WAPC, through a range of policy and strategy measures, recognises 

the important of ecological linkages. Of particular note are the provisions in State Planning Policy 2.8 

- Bushland Policy for the Perth Metropolitan Region relating to Local Bushland, which state that 

proposals or decision making should “Proactively seek to safeguard, enhance and establish ecological 

linkages between Bush Forever areas; and between Bush Forever areas and those areas identified for 



protection…”. State planning policies are legal policy instruments prepared under section 26 of the 

Planning and Development Act 2005. 

There are no plans at this stage to provide any further legal protection for ecological linkages in the 

planning system over and above the existing policy mechanisms and regulatory processes under State 

and Commonwealth environmental legislation. 

Although there are no specific recommendations in the Auditor General’s 2009 Report titled Rich and 

Rare: Conservation of Threatened Species relating to ecological linkages, there are a number of 

recommendations relating to improved strategic management of biodiversity values. In this regard, 

the WAPC and the Department of Planning are actively contributing to the development of the 

Government’s Perth and Peel Green Growth Plan for 3.5 Million, which includes commitments to a 

new long-term conservation program and improved strategic outcomes for the significant biodiversity 

values in the regions.  

The role of local government with respect to the identification and protection of ecological linkages 

should also be recognised. Many local governments have biodiversity strategies that identify such 

linkages, and there are various statutory mechanisms under the Planning and Development Act 2005 

to assist local governments to implement such initiatives. 

e) What targets the Department has, if any, to measure, monitor, and increase Perth’s tree canopy? 

Answer:  In 2014 the Department of Planning and the WAPC released 2009 statistics on the area of 

Urban Forest tree canopy by suburb, street block, road reserve and parks. The report titled The Urban 

Forest of Perth and Peel: statistical report CSIRO 2009 Urban Monitor provides a consistent 

baseline across local government boundaries for future monitoring of the urban tree canopy. The 

report was released to raise the profile of urban forestry in Perth and Peel and to promote discussion 

on roles and responsibilities regarding protection, maintenance and enhancement of the urban forest 

asset.  

f) What plans does the Department have for community engagement to encourage private landowners to 

plant and care for suitable native trees and shrubs on their land and verges? 

Answer:  The Department and the WAPC have no powers over private landowners in respect of the 

planting of native vegetation except as a condition of certain special rural and rural residential 

subdivisions. The Department fully endorses the development of water wise gardens as promoted by 

the Water Corporation, which includes the planting of native species.  

In terms of road verges, these are Crown land under the care, control and management of local 

governments. Many local governments operate verge programs to encourage and assist residents to 

develop their road verge with native plants. The Department endorses such sustainable programs. 

g) What plans, if any, does the Department have to support and encourage bio-tectural initiatives such as 

green walls, green roofs or facades, similar to that recommended in the Growing Green for 

Melbourne report? 

Answer: The Design Guide component of the Planning Reform for Better Design project is 

considering the applicability of measures such as green walls and green roofs as potential options that 

proponents can utilise to satisfy design and performance requirements under the proposed Design 

Guide. Local governments would facilitate these where required. 

h) Will these policies include any provision for mandating the installation of solar panels on commercial 

buildings as has been proposed in France? 

Answer: Consideration is being given to environmentally sustainable development criteria in the 

Design Guide.  



i) Will this project include any advocacy for a city-wide strategy to replace hard impervious surfaces 

with porous surfaces to reduce runoff and heat retention, increase soil moisture and assist in the 

overall health of urban biodiversity?  

Answer: The proposed State Planning Policy for Design of the Built Environment will provide 

principles relating to ‘sustainability’ and ‘landscape’. 

Hon Sue Ellery MLC asked: 

 

1. I refer to the MRS Amendment 1210/41 and ask in relation to this amendment which states: 

“The amendment proposes to completely remove the reserve from over 200 properties (including strata 

units).” 

 

a) Can the Minister provide a list of all the 200 properties including property location? 

 

Answer: Yes. See Table 1 below. 

 

The figure of ‘over 200’ comes from page 5 of the Amendment Report (March 2012). The 

Amendment Report is superseded by the Report on Submissions (April 2016) recommending a 

smaller reservation than advertised in 2012.  

 

Table 1 details all private properties affected by the existing Primary Regional Roads reservation that 

are not affected (neither land nor building) by the modified reservation.  

 

Of the 89 lots listed, 74 are in single ownership (mainly green title) while 15 lots contain 252 

individual strata units.  

  



 

Table 1  

Properties affected by the existing Stirling Highway Primary Regional Roads reservation  

that are not affected by the modified reservation  

(MRS 1210/41 Rationalisation of Stirling Highway Reservation) 

Suburb Address - Street Number and Street Name 

Claremont 4 Anstey Street 

1 Avion Way 

41 Bay View Terrace 

50 Bay View Terrace 

51 Bay View Terrace 

4 Chatsworth Terrace 

1B Cliff Road 

2B Cliff Road 

1C Cliff Road 

8 Congdon Street 

5 Minderup Close  

14 Minderup Close  

16 Minderup Close 

2 Prospect Place 

3 Prospect Street  

40 St Quentin Avenue 

1A Richardson Avenue 

189 Stirling Highway 

264 Stirling Highway 

328 Stirling Highway 

399 Stirling Highway 

17 Wilson Street 

Cottesloe 27 Albion Street 

28 Albion Street 

29 Albion Street 

31 Albion Street 

33 Albion Street 

35 Albion Street 

26 Burt Street 

35 Boreham Street 

37 Boreham Street 

38 Boreham Street 

1 Congdon Street 

3 Congdon Street 

2 Dalgety Street 

2A Dalgety Street 

4 Dalgety Street 

6 Dalgety Street 

8 Dalgety Street 

12 Dalgety Street 

13 Edward Street 

16 Edward Street 

119 Eric Street 

120 Eric Street 

105 Forrest Street 

109 Forrest Street 

113 Forrest Street 

116 Forrest Street 

118 Forrest Street 

2 Gordon Street 

40 Jarrad Street 

42 Jarrad Street 

103 Napier Street 

105 Napier Street 

106 Napier Street 

108 Napier Street 

23 Napoleon Street 

29 Napoleon Street 

31 Napoleon Street 

32 Napoleon Street 

33 Napoleon Street 

36 Napoleon Street 

38 Napoleon Street 

40 Napoleon Street 

19 Station Street 

22 Station Street 

24 Station Street 

1 Vera Street 

4 Vera Street 

6 Vera Street 

Mosman Park 464 Stirling Highway 

535 Stirling Highway 

676 Stirling Highway 

684 Stirling Highway 

Nedlands 1A Doonan Road 

2A Marita Road 

1A Rockton Road 

2B Rockton Road 

45 Stirling Highway 

47 Stirling Highway 

53 Stirling Highway 

71 Stirling Highway 

81 Stirling Highway 

177 Stirling Highway 

179 Stirling Highway 

1A Thomas Street 

2D Thomas Street 

1A Waroonga Road 

2 Waroonga Road 

A. Total number of lots in list 89 lots 

B. Single dwelling lots on list 74 lots / 74 single dwellings 

C. Strata development lots on list 15 lots / 252 strata units/dwellings 

D. Total number of properties  326 properties 

 

  



b) Is it correct that all of these properties have had a reservation on them since 1963? 

 

Answer:  Yes 

 

c) What is the expected uplift in value of these properties as a result of the removal of the reservation? 

 

Answer: The removal and/or reduction of the reservation provides certainty for landowners and 

purchasers. Value uplift has been provided via the nomination of Stirling Highway as an activity 

corridor with associated higher density and redevelopment opportunities. 


