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DV20.52 TOWN OF CAMBRIDGE DRAFT LOCAL PLANNING STRATEGY – 
OUTCOMES OF FORMAL ADVERTISING AND SUBMISSION TO WAPC 

 
PURPOSE OF REPORT: 

This report presents the outcomes of the formal advertising of the Town of Cambridge Draft 
Local Planning Strategy (LPS) and recommends adoption subject to minor modification.  
 
SUMMARY: 
The Town has prepared a LPS to set out the long-term (10 to 20 years and beyond in line with 
draft Perth and Peel @ 3.5 million) planning framework for the whole local government area.  
 
On 10 December 2019, the Western Australian Planning Committee’s Statutory Planning 
Committee resolved that the formal advertising of the LPS could occur subject to modification. 
These modifications were in accordance with the matters considered at the November Council 
meeting (DV19.45).  
 
The LPS was formally advertised between 29 February 2020 and 31 March 2020. This report 
presents the feedback from this consultation and seeks Council adoption of the LPS, subject 
to modifications, for submission to the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) for 
endorsement in accordance with Part 3, Regulation 14(2)(b) of the Planning and Development 
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (2015 Regulations). 
 
AUTHORITY / DISCRETION  
 
  Advocacy When the Council advocates on its own behalf or on behalf of its 

community to another level of government/body/agency. 
  Executive The substantial direction setting and oversight role of the 

Council. e.g. adopting plans and reports, accepting tenders, 
directing operations, setting and amending budgets.  

 Legislative Includes adopting local laws, town planning schemes & policies. 
  Review When the Council operates as a review authority on decisions 

made by Officers for appeal purposes. 
  Quasi-Judicial When the Council determines an application/matter that directly 

affects a person’s right and interests. The judicial character 
arises from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural 
justice.  

  Information For the Council/Committee to note. 
 

Address/Property Location: N/A 
Report Date: 20 April 2020 
Responsible Officer: Director Planning & Development, Marlaine Lavery 
Reporting Officer: Manager Strategic Planning, Brett Cammell 
Contributing Officer: Senior Strategic Planning Officer, Simon Shub 
Reporting Officer Interest: Nil 
Attachment(s): 1. Draft Local Planning Strategy and Background Analysis Report 

(as advertised); 
2. LPS Formal Advertising Consultation Report  
3. Schedule of written submissions 
4. Submissions from External/Government Agencies 
5. Consultation Material (Survey, Posters, FAQ’s)  
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BACKGROUND: 

Pursuant to Part 3, Regulation 11 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2015 (the Regulations), a Local Planning Strategy (LPS) must:  
 
1. Set out the long term planning directions for the local government; 
2. Apply any State or regional planning policy that is relevant to the strategy; and 
3. Provide the rationale for any rezoning or classification of land under the local planning 

scheme.  
 
The preparation of the LPS formally commenced in February 2016 and preliminary work was 
undertaken which culminated in community engagement being undertaken between 15 March 
2017 and 21 April 2017 to inform the preparation of the draft LPS. Three scenarios were 
presented to demonstrate different approaches to accommodate future development focusing 
on district centres, corridor growth and local opportunities. The outcomes of community 
engagement, including 959 individual submissions, were presented to Council at its meeting 
held 26 June 2017 (DV17.74) and Council resolved to note the submissions and seek further 
information from the Department of Planning.  
 
Updates on the progress of these enquiries have been presented since this resolution and the 
following reports refer to the initiation and progress of the preparation of the LPS since 
February 2016: 
 
1. February 2016 - Council endorsement to commence LPS (DV16.20).  
2. April 2016 - Local Planning Strategy Project Plan (DV16.58).  
3. August 2016 - Award of the tender to appoint consultants Taylor Burrell Barnett to 

prepare the LPS (DV16.126).  
4. November 2016 - Endorsement of the LPS community engagement strategy 

(DV16.172).  
5. March 2017 - Report on the first phase of Community Engagement (CR17.22).  
6. April 2017 - Local Planning Strategy and Strategic Community Plan - Interim Report on 

Community Engagement (Item 10.1).  
7. June 2017 - Local Planning Strategy - Outcomes of Community Engagement and 

Preferred Scenario (DV.17.74).  
8. August 2017 - Local Planning Strategy update report (DV17.96).  
9. September 2017 - Local Planning Strategy Contract and Project Scope - 

Reconsideration of Deferred item (DV17.106).  
10. December 2017 - Local Planning Strategy next steps (DV17.139).  
11. April 2018 - Revised Project Schedule and Contract Variations (Item 10.8).  
12. July 2018 - Draft Local Planning Strategy adopted for the purposes of preliminary 

advertising (DV18.99).  
13. December 2018 – Consideration of preliminary advertising submissions (537 

submissions received), draft Local Planning Strategy adopted (subject to modifications) 
and submitted to the WAPC for certification to formally advertise (DV18.194). 

14. November 2019 – Response to Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage (DPLH) – 
Proposed Modification to Local Planning Strategy (DV19.145). 

15. December 2019 - WAPC / DPLH decision to require modifications. 
16. 10 February 2020 - Modified document submitted to DPLH. 
17. 13 February 2020 – WAPC provide consent to advertise the LPS. 
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CONSULTATION: 

The formal consultation took place for a period of 28 days, from 29 February 2020 to 30 March 
2020 (minimum 21 days required by 2015 Regulations). During this time, the following 
communication and engagement mechanisms were employed to engage and obtain feedback 
from the community: 
 
1. Preparation of online survey and submission form, with options for submissions to be 

received online or hardcopy survey, or by email and letter;  
2. Posts on the Town's Facebook page advising of upcoming advertising and inviting 

comment throughout the preliminary advertising period;  
3. A permanent display at the Town’s Administration Building during the consultation 

period; 
4. A Notice was placed in the Post Newspaper on 22 February 2020 advising of upcoming 

preliminary advertising and five subsequent notices in the Post Newspaper on 29 
February 2020, 7 March 2020, 14 March 2020, 21 March 2020 and 29 March 2020;  

5. Two Saturday morning drop-in sessions on 7th and 14th March 2020; 
6. Public notice placed on the Town's website for the entirety of the advertising period;  
7. Development of a summary brochure (available electronically and in hard copy), posters, 

and FAQ's to explain the key areas of the draft LPS; 
8. Letters sent to key service agencies seeking feedback on the plan; and 
9 Notification to persons who provided a submission during the Preliminary Consultation 

stage in 2018. 
 
Submissions 
 
A survey was developed for the formal advertising, which is included as an attachment for 
information. The survey could be completed online and in hardcopy. The community were also 
able to provide feedback via email and letters.  
 
A total of 128 submissions were received from residents, business owners, visitors to the 
Town, service agencies and developers and a breakdown of each method of submission is 
outlined below:  
 
1. 92 survey submissions, which includes 2 hardcopy surveys manually entered into the 

online survey to capture the information contained within the survey; 
2. 27 letters/written submissions; and 
3. 9 public authority submissions  
 
Summary of Survey Responses  
 
The survey comprised the following qualitative questions: 
 
1) What are you most supportive of the draft Local Planning Strategy? 
2) What issues, concerns or suggestions do you have about the draft Local Planning 

Strategy? 
3) Do you have any general comments about the Town of Cambridge’s draft Local Planning 

Strategy or any elements of the Strategy?  
 
Of the 92 responses to the survey, the following five key themes emerged: 
 
1. Housing 
2. Character and Heritage 
3. Traffic and Transport 
4. Public Realm 
5. Urban Consolidation Precincts 
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The survey results and responses are discussed under the headings below. Further 
information regarding the detailed findings are available as an attachment to this report (refer 
to attachment 3). 
 
Housing 
 

Survey 
question 

What are you most 
supportive of about the 

draft Local Planning 
Strategy? 

What issues, concerns or 
suggestions do you have 

about the draft Local 
Planning Strategy? 

Do you have any 
general comments 
about the Town of 
Cambridge’s Local 

Planning Strategy or 
any elements of the 

Strategy? 
Number of 
responses 

43 42 28 

 
Supportive of: i. emphasis on maintaining the existing subdivision pattern of single lots 

ii. concentrating increased density in specific areas leaving the remainder 
of the Town unchanged 

 
Issues, 
concerns or 
suggestions: 

i. the density and/or number of dwellings proposed in City Beach and 
Floreat  

 
General 
comment: 

i. Housing growth distribution (City Beach and Floreat) 
ii. Permitting subdivision  

 
Support for the housing elements are noted.  
 
The concerns and general comments regarding development and subdivision in City Beach 
and Floreat/Garden Suburbs are acknowledged. The LPS proposes to the following 
distribution of housing growth: 
 
1. 55% in the Activity Centres 
2. 10% in the Cambridge Street Urban Corridor 
3. 5% in Neighbourhood and Local Centres 
4. 10% Suburban Residential Areas 
5. 10% in Existing Development Areas 
6. 10% Potential Future Development Areas 
 
The distribution of additional population can be broken down by suburb as follows: 
 
1. West Leederville (32%)  
2. Wembley (21%) 
3. Floreat (29%) 
4. City Beach (18%)  
 
Figure 22 and Table 12 of the LPS identify the number of subdivisible properties within the 
Town, based on current density codings. There is the possibility of subdivision occurring within 
selected sites (future residential development - Section 3.3.3), however, these are subject to 
further investigation and will include public consultation. 
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Character and Heritage 
 

Question What are you most 
supportive of about the 

draft Local Planning 
Strategy? 

What issues, concerns or 
suggestions do you have 

about the draft Local 
Planning Strategy? 

Do you have any 
general comments 
about the Town of 
Cambridge’s Local 

Planning Strategy or 
any elements of the 

Strategy? 
Number of 
responses 

33 1 1 

 
Supportive of: i. Preservation of the garden suburb 

ii. Protect and enhance integrity of character streets and streetscapes 
 

Issues, 
concerns or 
suggestions: 

i. Inclusion of a property on a heritage list should only be done so with 
the agreement of the landowner. 

 
General 
comment: 

i. Local character should be preserved  

 
The general comment and support for the character and heritage objectives of the LPS are 
noted.  
 
The concern associated with the process of adding properties to the Heritage List is 
acknowledged. Local Planning Policy 1.7 ‘Amending the Local Heritage Survey, Heritage List 
and Heritage Areas’ (LPP1.7) sets out four categories of significance and threshold for 
heritage listing. These categories support the provisions of Part 3 (Heritage protection) of 
Schedule 2, Part 3 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 
2015. 
 
Traffic and Transport 
 

Question What are you most 
supportive of about the 

draft Local Planning 
Strategy? 

What issues, concerns or 
suggestions do you have 

about the draft Local 
Planning Strategy? 

Do you have any 
general comments 
about the Town of 
Cambridge’s Local 

Planning Strategy or 
any elements of the 

Strategy? 
Number of 
responses 

3 13 4 

 
Supportive of: i. improving public transport and associated infrastructure  

ii. reducing traffic congestion and parking conflicts  
 

Issues, concerns 
or suggestions: 

i. traffic and parking impact of high density; 
ii. the transport suggestions proposed are insufficient to cope with the 

additional dwellings proposed  
 

General 
comment:  

No overwhelming common theme. 

 
The support for the traffic and transport objectives is noted. 
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The traffic and parking concerns are acknowledged. As part of each development proposal, a 
traffic impact assessment will need to be submitted considering the amount of traffic likely to 
be generated by the development, particularly in relation to the capacity of the road system in 
the locality and the probable effect on traffic flow and safety.  
 
Further, in the short term, the LPS recommends that in collaboration with the local community 
and key State Government agencies, undertake the preparation of a Movement Network 
Strategy in accordance with the Department of Transport guidelines for the preparation of 
integrated transport plans comprehensively analyses the existing and future transport system 
requirements within the Town and provides an efficient and sustainable movement network. 
 
Public Realm 
 

Question What are you most 
supportive of about the 

draft Local Planning 
Strategy? 

What issues, concerns or 
suggestions do you have 

about the draft Local 
Planning Strategy? 

Do you have any 
general comments 
about the Town of 
Cambridge’s Local 

Planning Strategy or 
any elements of the 

Strategy? 
Number of 
responses 

9 2 2 

 
Supportive of: i. preservation and expansion of tree canopy  

ii. preservation of public open space 
 

Issues, concerns or 
suggestions: 

i. Removal of trees during development  

 
General comment: i. Public open space should be preserved  

 
The support for the planning principle and objectives is noted.  
 
The introduction of State Planning Policy 7.3 – Apartments includes objectives that prioritise 
retention of healthy and appropriate trees and protection of adjoining trees, and to include 
adequate measures to improve the long-term tree canopy. In the public realm, the Town has 
recently advertised the Town of Cambridge draft Urban Forest Strategy (UFS) which aims to: 
 
1. To protect and enhance the Town’s urban forest 
2. To foster an appreciation and pride for our urban forest 
3. To ensure the resilience of our urban forest; and 
4. To implement green infrastructure initiatives to improve the Town’s spaces 
 
The outcomes of the advertising of the UFS will be presented for Council consideration at the 
Ordinary Council Meeting scheduled for 26 May 2020.  
 
Urban Consolidation Precincts 
 

Question What are you most 
supportive of about the 

draft Local Planning 
Strategy? 

What issues, concerns or 
suggestions do you have 

about the draft Local 
Planning Strategy? 

Do you have any 
general comments 
about the Town of 
Cambridge’s Local 

Planning Strategy or 
any elements of the 

Strategy? 
Number of 
responses 

37 42 5 
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Supportive of: i. Redevelopment of Floreat Forum 
ii. Redevelopment of West Leederville Activity Centre 
iii. No development proposed on the City Beach High School site 
iv. Identification of local centres for infill  

 
Issues, concerns or 
suggestions: 

i. Future development sites at 
a. Wembley Golf Course 
b. Floreat Forum  
c. Templetonia Crescent  

 
General comment: i. Floreat Forum Activity Centre 

 
The areas of support are noted. 
 
The concerns associated with the two parcels of land at the Wembley Golf Course which are 
surplus to the needs of the golf facility are acknowledged. The Town has had a due diligence 
environmental assessment undertaken for the eastern site within the Golf Course and the 
assessment has not identified any environmental considerations which would fundamentally 
constrain potential future residential development of the site. Notwithstanding this conclusion, 
there is considerable planning work, including community consultation, required before the 
land can be developed, however, this can occur during the lifespan of the LPS. 
 
The Floreat Forum Shopping Centre is identified as a District Centre by the State 
Governments' State Planning Policy 4.2 'Activity Centres for Perth and Peel' (SPP4.2), which 
requires an Activity Centre Plan (ACP) to be prepared for this land. An important part of the 
ACP will be the collaboration with the community and key stakeholders to guide future 
amendments to the statutory planning framework, necessary infrastructure upgrade 
considerations and detailed built form and public realm design considerations.  
 
The Town owns two parcels of land on Templetonia Crescent in City Beach which total 2.2 
hectares in size. The easternmost site currently accommodates the Civic Centre facility, whilst 
the western most site is vacant and undeveloped land. The concerns regarding future 
development of these sites are acknowledged. Subject to consideration of alternative facilities 
for the civic centre, site constraints and development feasibility, and community consultation, 
the two sites are potentially available for residential development.  
 
Written Submissions 
 
Throughout the advertising period, the Town received 27 written submissions and four 
common topics emerged, these are identified and discussed below under their respective 
headings. A schedule of submissions accompanied by a response, is included as an 
attachment to this report (refer to attachment 3). 
 
i) Floreat Forum 
 
A total of 15 written submissions identified the Floreat Forum Shopping Centre; 11 in support 
and 4 that raised concerns with: 
 
1. The Indicative Activity Centre and its impact on the character of surrounding residential 

streets through density creep and increase in traffic and loss of tree canopy;  
2. Proximity of Activity Centre Frame to established single residential  
3. Traffic generation 
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The concerns regarding the Indicative Floreat Activity Centre Frame are acknowledged. As 
the frame is indicative and the level of detail to address amenity concerns are not in the draft 
LPS, these can be addressed during the preparation of the Activity Centre Plan. Similarly, the 
massing and built form outcomes as they relate to the surrounding area will be subject to 
further detailed planning as part of the Activity Centre Plan development. Community input will 
be required as part of the development of the Floreat Activity Centre Plan (Schedule 2, Part 
5, Clause 34 of the Regulations) and as part of any development application.  
 
The key actions from the Transport and traffic section of the draft LPS will require the Town to 
prepare a Movement Network Strategy that examines the road network across the Town. In 
doing so, this will assist in mitigating traffic impacts. Parking and traffic management will be a 
key issue in any redevelopment of the Floreat Forum and will require further investigation at 
that time.  
  
A submission was received from Roberts Day on behalf of APIL (syndicate and centre 
managers of Floreat Forum Shopping Centre), which was largely supportive of the LPS. The 
submitter requested that through the development of the ACP the inclusion of taller buildings 
to the west of the site away from long term low density areas may be appropriate. The 
submitter also indicated that, based on demographics and market demand, larger apartment 
sizes would require additional building volume and greater flexibility in height. Whilst this is 
noted, further detail on building massing and staging will be determined as part of the Activity 
Centre Plan.  
 
The submitter was also supportive of the Town leading and preparing the Activity Centre Plan. 
Whilst the submitters support for the Town to prepare an Activity Centre Plan, it is 
recommended that the statements be modified to reflect the possibility (or likelihood) that the 
ACP will be prepared by the majority landowner.  
 
ii) Urban Corridor 

 
Written submissions raised questions regarding the built form impact, traffic and loss of tree 
canopy associated with the Cambridge Street Urban Corridor, alternative corridors and the 
separation of ACP’s and the Cambridge Street Urban Corridor.  
 
Figure 18 of the LPS recognises that careful consideration of the interface between the 
Cambridge Street Urban Corridor and adjacent suburban areas is required, to ensure that their 
amenity is protected. The level of detail that addresses individual site features, amenity and 
traffic concerns will be available through future detailed planning for the Urban Corridor, pre-
application and development applications for individual sites and other associated strategies 
(I.e. Movement Network Strategy) that will be actioned over the short and medium term.  
 
Grantham Street between Selby and Harborne Street was an area originally identified for 
future investigation; however the removal of Grantham corridor was recognition that current 
public transport provision isn’t sufficient to cater for increased residential density, and that the 
LPS proposes review and monitoring on a 5 year basis. Further consideration to this corridor 
will be undertaken during subsequent reviews. It is noted that the corridor is identified by the 
state government as an Urban Corridor.  The option for the boulevard was not preferred based 
upon site context and Cambridge Street based on its direct and recognised links to the Activity 
Centres and local centres and are supported by bus routes 81 and 82.  
 
The Cambridge Street Urban Corridor is a well-known corridor through the urban areas of the 
Town and the primary route for public transport connections. The corridor, which will be 
residentially focussed, connects the three Activity Centres, which are distinct areas and serve 
different functions. The Activity Centres will not combine. 
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iii) City Beach/Subdivision Opportunities/Housing Diversity 
 
Written submissions sought further clarity regarding housing diversity options in City Beach, 
dwelling distribution in West Leederville and Wembley, and requested corner lot subdivision 
in City Beach. 
 
The submissions in relation to subdivision within City Beach are acknowledged. In order to 
address the State Governments requirements, the draft LPS proposes to distribute the 
majority of development intensification within existing centres and urban corridors, as these 
locations are generally better serviced by transportation infrastructure, local employment 
opportunities and community facilities to support an increased population. The remaining 
growth is proposed to occur within identified development sites and via further infill 
development within existing suburban areas. 
 
Accordingly, increased subdivision potential, inclusive of corner lots and R20 density codings 
within City Beach, do not form part of the Local Planning Strategy Plan. The dwelling estimates 
shown in Table 1 of the draft LPS, demonstrate that in a lower and higher growth situation the 
Town can comfortably meet the State Governments population targets.  
 
As noted earlier in the housing heading of this report, the distribution of housing growth is 
concentrated within the Activity Centres, which are designated by SPP4.2, and local centres 
to reinforce economic sustainability of these precincts and leverage existing transport, 
community and service infrastructure.    
 
iv) Future Potential Development opportunities  
 
Submissions expressed concerns with the identification of the Civic Centre and the Golf 
Course as future development opportunities. 
 
The LPS identified four parcels of government owned land that may be surplus to needs and 
as such available for development. The Civic Centre is identified as part of a land holding on 
Templetonia Crescent comprising 2.2 hectares.  
 
There are no immediate plans to demolish the Civic Centre. There are two Council owned 
sites on Templetonia Crescent. The easternmost site currently accommodates the Civic 
Centre facility, whilst the western most site is vacant and undeveloped land. Subject to 
consideration of alternative facilities for the civic centre, site constraints and development 
feasibility, the two sites are potentially available for residential development 
 
These parcels of land at the golf course are considered surplus to the needs of the golf facility. 
These portions of land are owned by the Town of Cambridge and, subject to analysis of 
environmental significance, site constraints (e.g. Western Power substation) and development 
feasibility may be available for residential development. A due diligence environmental 
assessment has been undertaken for the eastern site within the Golf Course, which has not 
identified any environmental considerations that would fundamentally constrain potential 
future residential development of the site. Considerable planning work, including community 
consultation, is required before the land can be developed, however this can occur during the 
lifespan of the LPS. 
 
v) Gayton Road Shopping Centre 

 
Element on behalf of the owners (G.P.A Pty Ltd) of Lot 101 (No. 31) Gayton Road, City Beach 
(Empire Village) made a submission, accompanied by a concept sketch, seeking to justify an 
increase in dwelling yield and the description of height within the LPS. This was based on, 
ownership constraints, land availability and financial viability of providing basement parking. 
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The submission also requested that no additional open space be provided given the proximity 
to Beecroft Park, that any provision of community infrastructure be guided by a Development 
Contribution Plan and should the upgrade of the sewer pump station be required, this must be 
a shared infrastructure cost (given that it services a wider catchment). 
 
The dwelling growth estimate in the LPS is provided as a guide for future detailed planning. 
Consideration of massing, built form outcomes and financial viability will be undertaken as part 
of the further detailed planning, in accordance with State Planning Policy 4.2 ‘Activity Centres 
for Perth and Peel’.  
 
The proximity to Beecroft Park to the neighbourhood centre is acknowledged. Further detailed 
assessment of available open space will occur during planning for each of the Centres, in line 
with the statement in the LPS. It is not assumed that all activity centres will require additional 
public open space. The possible upgrade of the sewer service station can be confirmed 
through the development application (and pre-application) process and will be determined by 
Water Corporation requirements.  
 
Service Agencies 
 
A total of 17 services agencies were invited to comment on the draft LPS and 9 submissions 
were received from the City of Nedlands and Departments of: 
 
i) Health 
ii) Planning, Lands and Heritage 
iii) Transport 
iv) Water, Environment and Regulation 
v) Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation 
vi) Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions 
vii) Main Roads WA 
viii) Department of Fire and Emergency Services 
 
The submissions are contained within attachment 4 to this report. Each submission expressed 
general support for the LPS and key comments are discussed below: 
 
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage 
 
The Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage recommended that the terminology be 
updated to reflect the current legislation. These relate to: 
 
1. The use of ‘heritage places’ rather than ‘heritage sites’ 
2. Local Heritage Survey as opposed to Municipal Inventory 
3. Historic Heritage as opposed to ‘European Heritage’ 
4. Stage Register being referred to in full.  
 
In addition to a correction within the background report (reference to seven State Registered 
sites as opposed to 6). These suggestions are acknowledged, and it is recommended that the 
relevant sections of the LPS be modified accordingly.  
 
Department of Health 
 
The Department of Health (DoH) raised a number of points regarding public health, however 
no outright objection or concern was raised.   
Main Roads Western Australia 
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Main Roads Western Australia (MRWA) submission comprised: 
 
1. Objections to the removal of the Stephenson Avenue Primary Regional Roads 

reservation (the reservation) and any proposed development occurring within this 
reservation;  

2. Encouraging the Town to: 
a. Prepare a Traffic Impact Assessment for the LPS and the preparation of a new 

Local Planning Scheme;  
b. Consider the cost of road and transport improvements required to accommodate 

population growth throughout the Town;  
c. Where relevant, utilise existing Development Control Policy and State Planning 

Policy; and 
d. Engage with Main Roads when considering pedestrian connectivity around 

Primary Regional Roads. 
 
The objections are noted. Prior to the advertising of the LPS, the WAPC required a reference 
to support for the removal of the reservation from the MRS, be removed from the Background 
Analysis Report. As noted within section 5.4 of the Background Analysis Report, this is still 
considered to be an opportunity for the Town and no modifications are recommended.  
 
The remaining suggestions are noted. A TIA will be prepared as part of the Movement Network 
Strategy and this will inform the preparation of a new Local Planning Scheme. A future City 
Wide Development Contribution Plan is not presently contemplated as part of the LPS, but 
may be considered as part of the Movement Network Strategy and through future detailed 
planning. Where applicable, State Planning Policy and Development Control Policy will be 
considered when the preparing transport related strategies and throughout development 
assessment.  
 
Department of Fire and Emergency Services 
 
The Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) recommended that where the 
Strategy aims to identify suitable land for land use intensification within designated bushfire 
prone areas, it is important that an assessment of the bushfire hazard issues is undertaken 
which informs the suitability of areas for urban expansion and/or land use intensification.  
 
This is advice is acknowledged. There are three potential future development sites that are 
affected by this advice (Old Quarry Site, Town Administration Centre and Wembley Golf 
Course) and for each site, prior to any development being contemplated, an assessment of 
the environmental significance and site constraints is necessary.  
 
The Town requested Emerge associates to prepare a Bushfire Management Plan (BMP) to 
investigate the implications of SPP3.7, particularly as they relate to the potential future 
development sites. Section 4.1.6 of the Background Analysis Report outlines the 
recommendations to maintain compliance with SPP3.7. As part of the future detailed planning, 
relevant Bushfire Hazard Assessment would occur in accordance with DFES 
recommendations to ensure all recommendations for land use intensification avoid any 
increase in the threat of bushfire to people, property and infrastructure. 
 
  



COUNCIL MINUTES 
TUESDAY 26 MAY 2020 
 

H:\CEO\GOV\COUNCIL MINUTES\20 MINUTES\4. MAY\B DV.DOCX 67 

Minor Textual Amendments/Mapping Amendments  
 
The administration took the opportunity to review the document as there have been many 
legislative changes since the LPS was submitted to the WAPC for certification, and the 
following modifications to the LPS and Background Analysis Document are proposed to text 
and maps 
 

• Mapping 
o Changes to Bushfire Prone Areas as announced in 2019 
o Changes to correct mapping anomaly regarding the Medical Zone and the 

Urban Corridor 
 

• Text 
o Correction of typographical errors 
o Changes to Bushfire Prone Areas as announced in 2019 

 
Summary   
 
It is recommended that Council note the submissions received during the formal advertising 
period, adopt the Draft Local Planning Strategy subject to modifications and endorse the 
submission of it to the WAPC for endorsement.   
 
POLICY/STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS: 

The preparation of the LPS is being undertaken in accordance with the requirements for 
preparing and approving a Local Planning Strategy outlined in Part 3 of the Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015.  
 
Part 3, Regulation 15 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2015, states that within 60 days of receipt of the documents referred to in 
regulation 14(3), the Western Australian Planning Commission is to make a decision.  
 
If endorsed, the Commission must publish the strategy in any manner the Commission 
considers appropriate 
 
RISK MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS: 

MEDIUM: 
 
 

The LPS sets out the long-term planning framework for the whole local 
government area and is an important part of the preparation of a new Local 
Planning Scheme. It is important to finalise the LPS to ensure that priorities can 
be set for the planning framework and that it remains up-to-date.    

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

There are no direct financial implications associated with the recommendations of this report.  
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STRATEGIC DIRECTION: 

The recommendations of this report are consistent with the following aspects of the Town’s 
Strategic Community Plan 2018-2028:- 
 
Our Neighbourhood  
 
Goal 4  Neighbourhoods where individual character and quality is respected, and 

planning is responsive to residents 
Strategy 4.1  Examine and better identify through planning and consultation those features 

and qualities which define our individual neighbourhoods 
Strategy 4.2  Create opportunities for greater housing choice in forms relevant to demand, 

lifestyle needs and location  
Strategy 4.3 Ensure new development is harmonious with established residences and 

respects our existing ‘sense of place’ and our unique character  
Strategy 4.4  Enhance and respect our existing streetscapes, setbacks and green spaces  
Strategy 4.5  Liaise with relevant agencies on planning, including provision for education and 

health facilities and service 
 
Corporate Business Plan 2018-2022 
 
Our Neighbourhood | Four year priority | Finalise Local Planning Strategy 
 
COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

The LPS was advertised in accordance with Part 3, Regulation 13 of the Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 and Local Planning Policy 1.2: 
Public Notification of Planning Proposals which is considered to meet the requirements of the 
Town's Community Engagement Policy. Refer to earlier section ‘Consultation’ for details of 
the consultation undertaken associated with this report.  
 
Committee Meeting 19 May 2020 
 
Impartiality Interest Declaration – Cr McKerracher 
 
Prior to consideration of the item, Cr McKerracher disclosed an interest affecting impartiality 
and declared as follows: “with regard to item DV20.52, I disclose that until 22 October 2017 I 
had an association with the Coast Ward Ratepayers’ Association Inc in that I was a committee 
member and member of that Association (which made a prior submission on the LPS) and 
that I received a notifiable gift from the Association in respect of the election at which I was 
elected which I disclosed, details of which are available on the Town’s Electoral Gift Register 
on the Town’s website.  As a consequence, there may be a perception that my impartiality on 
the matter may be affected.  I declare that I will consider this matter on its merits and vote 
accordingly. 
 
Impartiality Interest Declaration – Cr Everett 
 
Prior to consideration of the item, Cr Everett disclosed an interest affecting impartiality and 
declared as follows: “with regard to item DV20.52, I declare that:- 
 
1. Until June 2017, I was a member of the Coast Ward Ratepayers Association and 

received a notifiable gift from that Association being a contribution to my election 
expenses.  The gift was formally declared on the Town’s Electoral Gift Register.  As a 
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result, there may be a perception that my impartiality may be affected.  I declare that I 
will consider this matter on its merits at all times. 

 
2. In 2017, my business CLE Town Planning of which I am a Director, provided planning 

advice to the owners of the Floreat Forum Shopping Centre.  Whilst that business 
relationship formally ceased 3 years ago, there may be a perception that my impartiality 
may be affected.  I declare that I will however consider this matter on its merits at all 
times. 

 
Council Meeting 26 May 2020 
 
Impartiality Interest Declaration – Cr McKerracher 
 
Prior to consideration of the item, Cr McKerracher disclosed an interest affecting impartiality 
and declared as follows: “with regard to item DV20.52, I disclose that until 22 October 2017 I 
had an association with the Coast Ward Ratepayers’ Association Inc in that I was a committee 
member and member of that Association (which made a prior submission on the LPS) and 
that I received a notifiable gift from the Association in respect of the election at which I was 
elected which I disclosed, details of which are available on the Town’s Electoral Gift Register 
on the Town’s website.  As a consequence, there may be a perception that my impartiality on 
the matter may be affected.  I declare that I will consider this matter on its merits and vote 
accordingly.” 
 
Impartiality Interest Declaration – Cr Everett 
 
Prior to consideration of the item, Cr Everett disclosed an interest affecting impartiality and 
declared as follows: “with regard to item DV20.52, I declare that:- 
 
1. Until June 2017, I was a member of the Coast Ward Ratepayers Association and 

received a notifiable gift from that Association being a contribution to my election 
expenses.  The gift was formally declared on the Town’s Electoral Gift Register.  As a 
result, there may be a perception that my impartiality may be affected.  I declare that I 
will consider this matter on its merits at all times. 

 
2. In 2017, my business CLE Town Planning of which I am a Director, provided planning 

advice to the owners of the Floreat Forum Shopping Centre.  Whilst that business 
relationship formally ceased 3 years ago, there may be a perception that my impartiality 
may be affected.  I declare that I will however consider this matter on its merits at all 
times. 

 
Impartiality Interest Declaration – Cr Barlow 
 
Prior to consideration of the item, Cr Barlow disclosed an interest affecting impartiality and 
declared as follows: “with regard to item DV20.52, I disclose that my property is within the 
medical zone and as a consequence there may be a perception that my impartiality on the 
matter may be affected.  I declare that I will consider this matter on its merits and vote 
accordingly.” 
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COUNCIL DECISION: 
(COMMITTEE AND ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION) 

Moved by Cr Everett, seconded by Cr Haddon-Casey 
 
That Council:- 
 
1. In accordance with clause 14(2)(b) of the Planning and Development (Local 

Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015, SUPPORTS the Town of Cambridge Draft 
Local Planning Strategy, with the proposed modification detailed as follows:  

 
Natural Asset Management 
1.1 Modify paragraph 4 on page 59 (Urban Interface) to reflect the reduced 

coverage of Bushfire Prone Areas announced in 2019 
1.2 Modify Figure 13 to reflect updated Bushfire Prone Areas announced in 2019 
Floreat Activity Centre  
1.3 Modify the key action on page 70 as follows: 

 
“In collaboration with the community, key stakeholders and the Town of 
Cambridge, the Town of Cambridge an Activity Centre Plan will be prepared 
for the Floreat Activity Centre to guide future amendments to the statutory 
planning framework, necessary infrastructure upgrade considerations and 
detailed built form and public realm design considerations 

 
Mapping 
1.4 Modify the Medical Precinct as shown in Figure 18 to reflect the Medical 

Zoning as depicted by the Town Planning Scheme Map. 
1.5 Modify Figures 4-6 and 14 to reflect the updates to Figure 18. 

 
Actions and Implementation 
1.6 Modify the action in Table 14 (Key Action Summary and Implementation 

Schedule for actions that relate to the urban consolidation precincts as 
outlined in Chapter 4) in accordance with point 1.3 above. 

 
Background Analysis Report 
1.7 Modify Figure 2 to reflect updated Bushfire Prone Area Map (September 

2019) 
1.8 Modify page 31 of the Background Analysis Report to accurately reflect the 

number of places included in the State Register of Heritage Places.  
1.9 Modify section 4.9.5 to reflect the adoption of the Local Heritage Survey and 

associated terminology. 
1.10 Update Figure 57 to reflect reduced Bush Fire Prone Areas  
1.11 Replace reference to “the City” with “the Town” on page 138 “The City’s  

Town’s Coastal Natural Management Study and Coastal Vulnerability 
Study…”  

1.12 Correct typographical errors 
 

2. Upon completion of the modifications identified in resolution (1) the Local 
Planning Strategy, SUBMITS to the Western Australian Planning Commission for 
endorsement in accordance with Part 3, Regulation 14(3) of the Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015; and 
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3. NOTIFIES all persons who made a submission in writing of Council’s decision.  
 
Motion put and CARRIED (8/1) 
 
For: Mayor Shannon, Crs Barlow, Bradley, Everett, Haddon-Casey, Mack, 

McKerracher and Timmermanis 
Against: Cr Nelson 
  




