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DV16.173 DRAFT WEMBLEY ACTIVITY CENTRE PLAN - OUTCOMES OF COMMUNITY 
ENGAGEMENT   

 

SUMMARY: 

The Town, in conjunction with planning consultants RPS Group, prepared a draft Wembley 
Activity Centre Plan to facilitate the Wembley Centre becoming an urban hub for the community 
and to appropriately guide future development.  A three stage process was completed which 
involved a Background Analysis report (stage one), developing the Preferred Scenario 
document (stage two) and preparation of the draft Detailed Plan (stage three). The project 
commenced in 2014 prior to the introduction of the Planning and Development (Local Planning 
Schemes) Regulations 2015 under which the Wembley Activity Centre Plan is now required to 
be approved by the Western Australian Planning Commission. 
 
The draft Detailed Plan was endorsed by Council in February 2015 for public advertising (Item 
DV15.15).  During March and April 2015, the draft Detailed Plan was advertised and sixteen 
submissions were received. Given the limited feedback and some modifications, Council 
decided in December 2015 (Item DV15.175) to readvertise the draft Wembley Activity Centre 
Plan before Council considered it for final adoption.  As such, Council endorsed further 
amendments to the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan to improve the clarity and intent of the 
documents as well as a Community Engagement Strategy to outline the advertising approach. 
 
The Wembley Activity Centre Plan was advertised for 28 days from 31 August 2016 until 27 
September 2016 in accordance with requirements under the Planning and Development (Local 
Planning Schemes) Regulations. In addition to statutory advertising requirements, the Town 
prepared a detailed consultation brochure, undertook a detailed community survey and held an 
information session to advertise the plan. A letter drop and mail out was undertaken to deliver 
2600 information packages with surveys. 
 
At the close of advertising 345 surveys had been completed (with 10 additional late surveys) 
and a further 32 written submissions were received mostly from service providers and major 
landowners.  
 
The survey results indicated that overall 51% of respondents either liked or loved the plan, 21% 
would live with the plan while 29% of respondents disliked or were uncomfortable with the plan.  
Overall there is general support for the proposals for the anchor sites, but some mixed 
responses regarding the proposed building height. There was reasonable support for rezoning 
all of the Cambridge Street West and Cambridge Street East precincts to a Commercial Zone, 
although there are mixed responses over the proposed building height options. There was 
overall low support for increases in building height in the Salvado Road Precinct for four storeys 
or greater.  
 
Meanwhile, detailed submissions on behalf of landowners on Anchor Site 1 (350 Cambridge 
Street), 352 Cambridge Street (corner Simper and Cambridge Streets) and the Cambridge 
Street East Precinct raised questions with regard to development viability under the proposed 
development standards. The Department of Planning has also indicated that further detail 
regarding traffic impact assessment and retail assessment is required to satisfy their specific 
Activity Centre Structure Plan checklist requirements.  
 
The Town is now progressing further work including commissioning a transport impact 
assessment study and further commercial viability assessment.. It is proposed to present a 
subsequent report to Council at its December meeting with final recommendations prior to 
submitting the Plan to the Western Australian Planning Commission for final endorsement. 
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BACKGROUND: 

In 2014, the Town appointed RPS to prepare the Wembley Activity Centre Plan. The map 
below outlines the general study area for the preparation of the Wembley Activity Centre Plan.  
 

 
Wembley Activity Centre Plan Study Area 

 
The project has comprised of the following stages:- 
 
• Stage One - A background analysis report, which includes a statutory and urban design 

analysis including details of stakeholder interviews; 
 

• Stage Two - Preferred Scenario Document based on the outcomes of the community 
engagement at the scenario workshops and endorsed by Council on 26 August 2014 
(Item DV14.120); and 
 

• Stage Three - Drafting and advertising of the draft Detailed Plan which builds upon the 
preferred scenario and which was originally endorsed for advertising on 24 February 
2015 (Item DV15.15). 
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Of note, the project commenced in 2014 prior to the introduction of the Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015. Prior to this, the Wembley Activity 
Centre Plan was not required to be approved by the Western Australian Planning Commission, 
which changed midcourse in the development of the plan. As the priority was to review 
development standards under the Wembley Precinct Policy, the project commenced with an 
urban design and built form outcome focus. 
 
Advertising - 2015 
 
The draft Plan was originally advertised for a 42 day period between 17 March and 28 April 
2015. At the close of public advertising, 16 submissions were received which included three 
letters of support/no objection, 11 letters of support subject to various modifications to the plan 
and two letters of objection with most comments relating to building height and traffic and 
access. Also, included with a submission was a petition with 42 signatures requesting the 
maximum building height for the Wembley Hotel/Cambridge Forum anchor site be lowered to 
five storeys to reduce any adverse amenity impacts. Other submissions from, or on behalf of, 
landowners questioned the viability of the development frameworks and standards proposed for 
the Centre.  
 
Following advertising, some modifications were made to the plan including:-  
 
• The addition of the requirement for Local Development Plans for anchor sites to allow for 

more detailed planning in these strategically important locations,  
• The introduction of a curtilage area for a public open space plaza between 350 and 352 

Cambridge Street and to ensure activation along the boundary of these properties to 
address the public space; and 

• Review of Salvado Road setback requirements to match development on the opposite 
side of the road as part of the proposed Parkside Walk development.  

 
The outcomes of advertising were presented to Council at its Meeting on 15 December 2015 
(Item DV15.175). Given modifications were proposed and there had been limited feedback on 
the plan following advertising, it was considered appropriate to readvertise the draft Wembley 
Activity Centre Plan before Council considers final adoption.  
 
Review of Wembley Activity Centre Plan 
 
Following the decision of Council at its December 2015 meeting to readvertise the Wembley 
Activity Centre Plan, work progressed in reviewing and reformatting the suite of documents 
which make up the Plan for the purposes of community consultation. In particular, the following 
were introduced or undertaken:- 
  
• Additional and updated maps and diagrams were prepared to make the plan easier to 

follow and understand;  
• A detailed statutory review was undertaken to clarify the proposed development 

standards for each development precinct within the Centre, including the establishment of 
specific setback measurements; 

• Simplified indicative layouts and elevations were added for each development precinct to 
demonstrate the key development standards (i.e. building height, setbacks, laneways, 
pedestrian connections, open spaces and retention of pre-war buildings); 

• Introduction of a requirement that development bonuses for retention of pre-war buildings 
would be subject to review by the Town's Design Review Panel; and 

• An implementation table was added to summarise the key projects/tasks required to 
implement the Wembley Activity Centre Plan. 
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Furthermore, a community engagement strategy was prepared to provide a framework for 
engaging with the community in regard to the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan. The strategy 
sought to raise community awareness of the plan and encourage the community to provide 
their views.  
 
Council adoption of Wembley Activity Centre Plan for advertising 
 
The revised Detailed Centre Plan and supplementary documents including, the Background 
Analysis and Scenario Games/Preferred Scenario documents, and the accompanying 
community engagement strategy were presented to Council at its 22 March 2016 meeting for 
endorsement for advertising (Item DV16.43). Council resolved that:- 
 
(i)  The three documents: Background Analysis, Scenario Games and Preferred Scenario 

and Detailed Centre Plan; which together form the Wembley Activity Centre Plan be 
endorsed for the purpose of community consultation;  

 
(ii)  The Community Engagement Strategy for the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan (March 

2016) be endorsed. 
 
Community Engagement  
 
The Wembley Activity Centre Plan was advertised for a period of 28 days from 31 August 2016 
until 27 September 2016 in accordance with requirements under the Local Planning Scheme 
Regulations 2015. 
 
In accordance with the community engagement strategy endorsed by Council, community 
engagement methods consisted of the following elements:-  
 
Mail out and Letter drop 
Each landowner, resident and businesses in the area bound by Grantham Street, Harborne 
Street, Selby Street and the Town's southern boundary were sent an advertising package 
containing a cover letter, summary brochure, copy of the survey and reply paid envelope. A 
total of approximately 2600 packages were distributed or mailed. 
 
In addition, the City of Subiaco provided the Town with a mailing list of residents within the 
walkable catchment of the Wembley Centre and subsequently, the Town wrote to these 
residents (around 160 letters) inviting comment on the draft Plan and to take part in the 
community survey. 
 
Key stakeholders 
Other key stakeholders within the Wembley community (not captured by the above mail out and 
letter drop) were also invited to comment on the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan, including: 
 
• Wembley/West Leederville Residents' Association (Inc) 
• Wembley Primary School 
• Perth Netball Association 
• Sporting Clubs associated with Henderson Park  
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In addition, the following government agencies were notified of the Town's draft Plan and 
opportunity for their comment: 
 
• Department of Planning 
• Land Corp (Parkside Walk) 
• Heritage Council 
• Main Roads 
• Department of Transport 
• City of Subiaco 
 
Summary Brochure 
A 35-page summary brochure was prepared which summarised the background to the Plan 
and the detailed planning proposed for the Centre including information on each precinct and 
the key principles under the topics of land use, built form, public realm and movement and 
access. 

Survey 
The Town engaged research firm Knowledge Solutions to prepare a survey to enable specific 
information to be obtained with regard to each precinct and the respective development 
standards proposed. The survey was also identified as a technique to encourage participation 
from a greater number of community members and ensure this occurred in an unbiased 
manner.  Printed (paper) copies of the survey were distributed and an online-survey was also 
made available. Each survey was coded to reduce the prospect of one person submitting 
multiple surveys. 
 
The survey comprised of mostly closed style questions under the headings of each precinct. 
Participants could opt in or out of answering questions on different precincts depending on their 
interest. Open comment sections were also included throughout the survey and participants 
were asked to indicate their overall level of satisfaction with the draft Plan at the end of the 
survey. Respondents were also asked to provide demographic information, how they currently 
use the centre, thoughts on overall character and if they would like to be kept informed with 
progress on the draft Plan. Please refer to Attachment 1 for a copy of the printed survey. 
 
Of note, community members were welcome to make a written submission in addition to 
completing the survey.  
 
Drop in session 
An information drop in session was held on 8 September 2016 from 4pm to 7pm in the front 
foyer of the Activ Building on Cambridge Street in the Wembley Activity Centre. Planning staff 
were available to provide information on the draft Plan and to answer questions. Graphic 
displays were also available for viewing. The information session was viewed to be well 
attended and it is estimated that 100 people may have attended over the course of the session.  

Website 
A dedicated webpage on the Town's website, which was accessible via a banner on the Town's 
main page, was set up to provide additional information and to allow access to the full set of 
documents which form the overall Wembley Activity Centre Plan; the Background Analysis 
document, Scenario Games and Preferred Scenario document and the Detailed Plan 
document. A link to the online survey was also made available on this page. 
 
Other Techniques 
The draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan and opportunity to participate in the community survey 
was also promoted through advertisements in Cambridge Post, through Cambridge News and 
permanent displays at the Administration Centre, Wembley Community Centre and Floreat 
Library. 
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Scheme Amendment 33 
 
Coinciding with the preparation of the Wembley Activity Centre Plan in 2015, the Town received 
an application to rezone a portion of Lot 8 (No. 350) Cambridge Street, Wembley (Cambridge 
Forum), from 'Public Purpose' (Car Park) and 'Residential' (R20) to 'Local Centre'.  
Subsequently, Scheme Amendment 33 to Town Planning Scheme No.1 was initiated by 
Council for the purposes of advertising on 25 August 2015 (Item DV15.114).  
 
Scheme Amendment 33 has recently commenced advertising following advice from the 
Environmental Protection Authority that it did not require formal assessment.  Comments on 
Amendment 33 are to be received by the Town no later than 23 December 2016. 
 
Development Assessment Panel Application - No. 352 Cambridge Street, Wembley 
 
On 2 November 2015, the Metro West Development Assessment Panel approved a 
development application on Lot 78 (No. 352) Cambridge Street (corner of Simper Street), 
Wembley for a five storey mixed use building comprising of 34 multiple dwellings and one 
commercial tenancy. This followed a State Administrative Tribunal Review of the Development 
Assessment Panel's earlier refusal of the development.  
 
This proposed development involves the demolition of an existing pre-war building, which was 
identified on maps prepared as part of the draft Detailed Centre Plan.  Under the draft Detailed 
Centre Plan pre-war buildings are encouraged to be retained in exchange for additional building 
height above three storeys.  
 
Furthermore, under the Wembley Activity Centre Plan the building would need to be set back a 
minimum of 2.0 metres for the first three storeys and set back a minimum of 6.0 metres on the 
fourth and fifth storeys along both street frontages. The proposed building, however, has a nil 
setback along Simper Street for the first two storeys with setbacks ranging from nil to 3. metres 
on the third and fourth storeys and ranging from 1.0 metre to 3.0 metres on the fifth floor.  The 
Cambridge Street setback is 1.8 metres -2.1 metres on the ground floor and nil to 1.1 metres 
for the second and third floors, in lieu of the 2.0 metres proposed under the Wembley Activity 
Centre Plan. The upper two floors are set back between 1.1 metres and 3.2 metres from 
Cambridge Street in lieu of 6.0 metres proposed under the Plan.  
 

DETAILS: 

Outcomes of Community Survey 
 
At the close of the community survey, 345 surveys out of 2600 (13.3%) (95 completed online 
and 250 written) had been submitted. 
 
The community survey was open to anyone who was interested and as such, the results of the 
survey reflect the views of those that chose to participate.  
 
The survey which is included as Attachment 1 comprised of the following sections:- 
 

• Demographics, previous participation, current situation; 
• Character - respondents were asked how important or unimportant pre-war building, 

public spaces, scale of buildings and activity on the street were on character of 
Wembley Activity Centre; 

• Precincts - these sections were opt-in or opt-out depending on interest, but overall there 
were high response rates  

o Precinct 1 - Anchor Site A1 - Hotel and Forum Site 
o Precinct 2 - Anchor Site A2 - IGA and Service Station Sites  
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o Precinct 3 - Cambridge Street West 
o Precinct 4 - Cambridge Street East 
o Precinct 5 - Salvado Road 
o Precinct 6 - Henderson Park 

• General section (open comments) 
 
Some of the questions also allowed for general comment. These sections were not always 
completed by respondents as they were opt-in.  
 
Also, it should be noted, given the high response rate to the survey by those that preferred the 
written (paper based) survey to completing online, meant respondents could ignore sections of 
the survey (for example demographic information, views on character) which may result in gaps 
in the data gathered from the survey results.  
 
Knowledge Solutions analysed the results of the community survey and compiled a report on 
the results (refer to Attachment 2). Key results regarding the profile of respondents arising from 
the survey are as follows: 
 
• The majority of respondents to the survey (84%) live in the suburb of Wembley and 22% 

indicated that they reside within the Wembley centre boundary.  Of the respondents of 
the survey, majority (75%) associated with ‘living outside the map area but visiting the 
Centre’ and 25% participate in sport/recreational activities within the Centre. 

 
• Most survey respondents (74%) frequented the Wembley Activity Centre daily and (23%) 

frequented the centre weekly. The most common reasons for visiting the centre included 
shopping, eating out and commuting through.  

 
• 78% of respondents had not participated in any of the previous stakeholder activities 

relating to the Wembley Activity Centre Plan. 
 
• 71% of respondents wanted to be kept informed of progress on the project. 66% of those 

indicated preference for email contact with 34% indicating a preference for contact via 
post. 

 
Overall level of comfort with the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan 
 
The community were asked to indicate their overall level of comfort with the draft Wembley 
Activity Centre Plan by selecting one option.  They also had the option to provide reasons for 
what makes them feel that way.  The open responses to this question are still being analysed 
given the length and large volume of response and will presented to Council in a subsequent 
report.  However, it is noted that many of the comments reiterate matters referenced in other 
parts of the survey.  
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Accessing and/or moving around the Centre  
 
Meeting the needs of pedestrians better was nominated by respondents as the most important 
aspect in regards to accessing or moving around the Centre.  Whilst meeting the needs of 
vehicle drivers and the needs of cyclists better were rated very closely together in regards to 
importance.  

 
 
Unique Character for Wembley Town Centre 
 
In response to the question about creating a unique character for Wembley Centre, streets with 
active uses was seen to be most important aspect when it came to contributing towards the 
character of Wembley.  The pre-war (pre-1940’s) and heritage buildings and creation of smaller 
public spaces also rated high in importance. 
 
In regards to comments provided with this question, other aspects considered in the context of 
character were the overall height of buildings, with no high rise buildings being a repeated 
theme, as well as keeping it all low scale.  Improved parking, open spaces and trees were also 
top repeating themes.  
 
The numbers in the graph below are the combined percentages of respondents who indicated 
that the aspect was either very important or important.  
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Precinct specific questions 
 

Precinct 1 – Anchor Site 1 - Hotel & Forum Site  
(88% of respondents completed this section) 
Question/topic Responses Comments  
Maximum 
Building Height 
is 7 storeys but 
is stepped 

 

- Approximately 20% 
more respondents 
agreed with the 
approach than 
disagreed with it  
- Of comments made, 
high rise buildings are 
disliked 
- Heights less than 7 
storeys suggested.  
- Concerns were raised 
regarding overlooking, 
traffic and 
overshadowing.   

Setback 
Minimum 5 
metres from 
residential 
properties 
 

 

- Many more 
respondents agreed 
with the approach than 
disagreed with it  
- Of comments made 
setback should be 
bigger than 5 metres. 
- Affect on residential 
amenity, including 
privacy  

Importance of 
public spaces 
 

 

The larger public plaza 
is more important than 
having both the plaza 
and smaller public open 
space. 
 

Public Parking 
Facility located 
on site 
 

 

High importance was 
placed on including a 
public parking facility of 
100 car bays in any 
redevelopment of 
Anchor Site 1  
 

Retention of 
Wembley Hotel 
 

 

Ensuring  retention of 
the Wembley Hotel in 
any new development 
on Anchor Site 1 also 
rated high in 
importance. 
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Precinct 2 –– Anchor Sites A2 and A3 – IGA and Service Stations Sites  
(85% of respondents completed this section) 
Question/topic Responses Comments 
Maximum 
Building 
Height is 6 
storeys 

 

- Approximately 
20% more 
respondents 
agreed with the 
approach than 
disagreed with it  
- Of the comments, 
6 storeys was 
considered too 
high and that 
acceptable building 
heights ranged 
from 2 to 5 storeys. 
 

Rear laneway 
for vehicle 
access to car 
parking 
 

 

High agreement 
from survey 
respondents to 
having vehicle 
access provided 
via a rear laneway. 
 

Location of 
public spaces 
 

Anchor Site A2  

 
Anchor Site A3  

 

An urban garden 
was seen as a 
better option for 
both sites but 
slightly more so on 
Anchor site 2. 
There were more 
respondents who 
suggested either 
type of space for 
Anchor site 3. 
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Precinct 3 – Cambridge Street West – between Marlow St and Jersey St  
(84% of respondents completed this section) 
Question/topic Responses Comments 
Development 
to 5 storeys 
with retention 
of pre-war 
building 
 

 

- Approximately 
20% more 
respondents 
agreed with the 
approach than 
disagreed with it  
- Of comments 
made these 
included keep 
buildings mostly 
predominately 2 to 
3 storeys 
- Of comments 
made, respondents 
not prepared to 
trade additional 
height for retention 
of pre-war 
buildings, which 
should be retained 
regardless. 

Development 
to 5 storeys 
with provision 
of 100sqm of 
public open 
space 

 

- A similar 
proportion of 
respondents either 
agreed or 
disagreed with the 
approach 
- Of comments 
made, five storeys 
was seen to be too 
high and the open 
space provision 
was either too low 
or insufficient 
compensation for 
higher buildings, 
which was similar 
to responses about 
retention of pre-
war buildings.  

Preference for 
public open 
space where 
provided 

 

Preference for the 
urban garden 
above all other 
public spaces, 
reinforced the 
respondents desire 
for green spaces.  
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Vehicle and 
Pedestrian 
Access 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

7m laneway for vehicular access 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Public pedestrian passageways and vehicle access solely via 
rear laneway 

 

High agreement to 
creating rear 
laneways for 
vehicle access to 
parking areas and 
introducing 
pedestrian 
passageways 
when properties 
redevelopment. 
 
 
 
 
 
Not as many agree 
to the approach for 
vehicle access to 
be solely from the 
rear laneways.   
 

 
Cambridge 
Street 
Features 
 

 
Creating opportunities for outdoor dining, street plantings, 
seating etc had a combined importance of 72%.  
 
This was followed by importance for improvements to 
Cambridge Street/ Jersey Street intersection (59%)  
 
Reducing the travel speed along Cambridge Street scored 
50% of respondents indicating it was important, although 
21% stated no change. 
 
 'No change' response was highest for the proposal to have a 
single traffic lane in each direction. 

 

Cambridge 
Street West 
Rezoning 
 

 

Comments on this 
question mention 
the need for 
vibrancy and also 
concerns for 
parking demand 
and increased 
traffic. 
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Precinct 4 – Cambridge Street East – between Pangbourne St and Essex St  
(74% of respondents completed this section) 
Question/topic Responses Comments 
Building 
height to 3 
storeys with 
retention of 
pre-war 
building 
 

 

- Approximately 
40% more 
respondents 
agreed with the 
approach than 
disagreed with it  
- Of comments, 
building height is 
a concern and 
there are mixed 
views on whether 
pre-war buildings 
need to be 
retained. 

Building 
height to 3 
storeys for 
lots of 
1300sqm or 
more 
 

 

- Approximately 
20% more 
respondents 
agreed with the 
approach than 
disagreed with it  
- A common 
theme arising 
from responses 
to this question is 
to keep the 
current height to 
two storeys. 
 

Vehicle and 
Pedestrian 
Access 
 

7 m laneway for vehicular access 

 
Public pedestrian passageways and vehicle access solely via 
rear laneway

 

A very similar 
response to the 
questions 
regarding 
laneways, 
pedestrian and 
vehicle access 
was received as 
to that under 
Precinct 3 - 
Cambridge Street 
West for the 
same questions. 
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Cambridge 
Street East 
Rezoning 
 

 

- Positive themes 
around activating 
the area and 
having cafes and 
restaurants   
- Negative 
themes include 
traffic concerns 
and that it should 
stay residential. 

Precinct 5 – Salvado Rd – between Marlow St and Bishop St  
(70% of respondents completed this section) 
Question/topic Responses Comments 
Building 
Height 4 
storeys for 
lots 2000sqm 
or more 

 

- Approximately 
60% more 
respondents 
disagreed with 
heights at 6 
storeys; 
- Approximately 
40% more 
respondents 
disagreed with 
height at 5 
storeys; 
- Slightly more 
disagree with 
building height at 
four storeys than 
agree. 
 
Of comments, the 
predominant 
issue raised in 
responses to 
questions on 
Precinct 5 - 
Salvado Road is 
that the height of 
buildings is too 
high. 
 

Building 
Height 5 
storeys for 
lots 2000sqm 
or more AND 
retention of 
pre-war 
building 
 

 
Building 
Height 5 
storeys for 
lots 2000sqm 
or more AND 
an area of 
open space 
provided 
  
Building 
Height 6 
storeys for 
lots 3000sqm 
or more AND 
an area of 
open space 
provided 
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Preferred 
options for 
inclusion of 
small 
commercial 
tenancy 
 

 

Reasonable level 
of support for 
inclusion of a 
commercial 
tenancy where 
either a pre-war 
building is 
retained or public 
open space 
provided.  
 

Street setback 
minimum 5 
metres 
 

 

High agreement 
amongst 
respondents to 
the minimum 5 
metre setback for 
new buildings.  
However, of 
comments 
provided, most 
common theme 
was an increased 
street setback 
was needed. 
 

Public 
pedestrian 
access 
through the 
site 
 

 

Large percentage 
of respondents 
agreed to the 
provision of 
pedestrian 
access through 
sites to the rear 
of properties on 
Cambridge 
Street. 
 
However careful 
planning was 
needed to avoid 
creating spaces 
that could lead to 
increases in 
crime in the area. 

Salvado Road 
Features 
 

Of the proposed Salvado Road features the community were 
asked to consider the level of importance they had for, 
maintaining the pedestrian footpath along the northern side 
and providing a delineated crossing for pedestrians had the 
highest combined importance for respondents. 
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Salvado Road 
Rezoning 
(Higher 
Residential 
Density) 

 

Over 50% either 
disagreed or 
strongly 
disagreed with 
increasing 
residential 
density to allow 
for apartment 
buildings ranging 
in height 4 to 6 
storeys. 
 
Building height 
and potential 
traffic implications 
were key 
concerns from 
responses to this 
question.  

 
Precinct 6 –  Henderson Park  
(87% of respondents completed this section) 
Question/topic Responses Comments 
Promoting the 
park’s 
heritage 
 

 

 

Would an 
improved 
connection 
encourage 
you to stay 
longer in the 
Centre? 
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Park used for 
other 
activities 
occasionally? 
 

 

 

Future 
community 
facilities in the 
park 
 

The top four community facilities the respondents would like 
to see in Henderson Park are: 
 

1. Continuous path connecting with Mabel Talbot 
Park and Salvado Road 

2. Play space for children 
3. Informal amphitheatre to watch sports or 

organised performances 
4. Upgraded change rooms and public toilets 

 

 

 
Outcomes of Consultation - Written Comments 
 
In response to the Town's invitation to comment on the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan, 32 
written submissions were received.  A Schedule of Submissions is provided as Attachment 3 to 
this Report and outlines the comments in more detail.  Ten completed community surveys were 
also received after the close of consultation and as they were not able to be included in the 
overall community survey results, they are also acknowledged in the Schedule of Submissions 
as time permitted. 
 
Generally written comments were identified as being from local residents, business owners, 
landowners or property owners. Key themes arising include: 
 
• Amenity: garden suburb, family area, property values, privacy 
 
• Land Use: ground floor commercial uses, housing density and diversity 
 
• Built Form: building height and design, architecture or design guidelines, rear facades of 

buildings, street setbacks, wind tunnels, heritage and pre-war buildings, residential 
interface, sustainable building design, minor development, incentive based approach, 
public open space 

 
• Public Realm: streetscape improvements, road design, mechanisms for creation, 

construction and maintenance of laneways, pedestrian laneways 
 
• Movement and Parking: parking, cycling, traffic management (e.g. cul-de-sacs), public 

transport and buses 
 
• Implementation: Infrastructure, development capacity, cost/benefit analysis, economic 

analysis, streetscape improvement funding, rezoning and Scheme provisions 
 
• Other: Centre size and centre competition, education and schools 
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Specific comment was also received on Precinct 1 - Anchor Site 1, Precinct 2 - Anchor Site 2, 
Precinct 3 - Cambridge Street West and Precinct 4 - Cambridge Street East from respective 
property owners within these precincts.  
 
In addition to comments received from community members, residents and property owners, a 
number of government agencies also provided comment to the Town: 
 
• Public Transport Authority: raised concern the Plan fails to support the provision of 

improved public transport services, specifically buses, in the area; 
 
• LandCorp: supportive of improved pedestrian access from the Henderson Park and 

Parkside Walk areas along Salvado Road to the Wembley Centre; 
 
• Main Roads: further detailed discussion would be required in relation to proposals to 

reduce maximum speed limit of Cambridge Street and modify the Jersey Street/ 
Cambridge Street traffic signal controlled intersection; 

 
• State Heritage Office: recommends Town take steps to include places identified as 

'heritage' or 'pre-war' in a heritage list to encourage their retention or conservation and 
advises Wembley Police Station is included in the Heritage Council's assessment 
program for possible inclusion in the State Register of Heritage Places; and 

  
• City of Subiaco: advised the City will be considering the zoning and development of 

those parts of Jolimont which are referenced as part of the Jolimont/Wembley District 
Centre under Central Sub-Regional Planning Framework and that the City will be 
preparing a Transport and Access Strategy, including considering public transport 
connections between Subiaco and Wembley.  

 
Department of Planning 
 
In response to the Town’s letter advising public comment was being sought on the draft 
Wembley Activity Centre Plan, the Department of Planning provided initial advice of a 
preliminary nature verbally to the Town.  In summary, the Department of Planning identified 
retail needs assessment (or further information supporting potential retail floorspace expansion) 
and a transport impact assessment as gaps in information to support the draft Plan. 
 
Initial advice also centred around the following aspects of the draft Plan: 
 
• Density targets – Conserving the R20 density to the north of the Centre is reasonable; 

however, the rationale for how density targets are to be met needs to be further explained 
in the Plan.   

• Centre boundary – provide further justification for the defined boundary and address how 
the Wembley Centre relates to Jolimont Centre (in the context Activity Centres Policy 
identifies the Jolimont/Wembley District Centre). 

• Strategic context – how does the Wembley Centre sit in context with other centres within 
the Town? 

• Acknowledges the good level of detail in the draft Plan in regards to proposed 
development controls. 

• Careful thought should be given to specific control mechanisms (for example land use, 
building height, plot ratio) as part of future Scheme amendments given the ‘due regard’ 
nature of activity centre structure plans. 

• Other aspects of State Planning Policy 4.2 ‘Activity Centres’ including landscape strategy, 
resource conservation and identifying opportunities for collaboration with key 
stakeholders. 
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• Consideration could be given to the latest design guidelines ‘DesignWA’ for multiple 
dwellings recently released by the State Government for comment. 

 
Comment received, as well as the results of the community survey are addressed below. 
 
COMMENT 
 
This section of the report details initial response to the comments received whether via the 
written submissions or views expressed through the results of the community survey.  
Comments are addressed under the respective headings of the Precincts (1-6), the four Topics 
(Land Use, Built Form, Public Realm and Movement and Access), Development Strategy and 
Implementation and Other.   
 
This is followed by the section titled ‘Where to from here’, which outlines in detail further 
aspects to be addressed and additional investigations needed to assist in decision making on 
the Wembley Activity Centre Plan.  
 
Precinct 1 - Anchor Site 1 
 
Anchor Site - Core 
A written submission questioned the appropriateness of identifying Anchor Site 1 site as the 
core of the Centre as it is considered to be on the far border of the main area.    Anchor Site 1 
along with Anchor Sites 2 and 3 work together to form the key attractor sites within the Centre 
under the draft Plan, providing the ‘anchors’ needed to get people walking along Cambridge 
Street.  Anchor Site 1 specifically was nominated as the ‘core’ as it was considered to be the 
place where the community gravitates towards and builds upon the community’s perception 
that the Wembley Hotel is already the central point in the Centre. 
 
Land Use - Food Court 
Some comment received raised concern regarding the loss of food hall that presently operates 
within the Cambridge Forum on Anchor Site 1.  The Background Analysis report recognised the 
popularity of the food court, with it regularly observed as being busy and lively.  However, this 
liveliness remains inside the building due to the food court's limited connection to Cambridge 
Street.  The draft Plan identifies a food court as a desirable land use in any future 
redevelopment and ideally this land use would greatly benefit from having a direct connection 
with the Wembley Plaza or Cambridge Street.    
 
Building Height and Design 
The results of the survey showed that more respondents agreed than disagreed with the 
proposed 7 storey height limit with almost 57.5%-60% supporting the approach. Favourable 
comments arising from the community survey indicated some level of support for the stepped 
approach and acknowledgment that the building would give density in this location without 
overshadowing the street.  However, a key theme also arising from the results of the 
community survey is the dislike for high rise buildings.  This is a similar sentiment also reflected 
in written submissions received. 
 
Concerns raised in submissions centred around detracting from the look and feel of the area, 
the level of traffic generated from the scale of development, loss of privacy and how the 
residential interface would be addressed.   
 
Other submissions also suggested building height at the street should be two storeys and to 
apply a stepped building height approach along all boundaries.  
 
Whilst there appears to be some support within the community for the proposed 7 storey height 
limit for Anchor Site 1, there is also apprehension and concerns within the community regarding 
the overall height.  
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Boundary Setbacks 
The survey results show majority support for the proposed 5 metre setback to residential and 
limiting the adjacent interface to residential to 2 storeys.  However, for some respondents to the 
survey the setback was not large enough and they were still concerned with their amenity and 
privacy being impacted.  
 
Further consideration should be given to this setback, particularly in regard to how it could be 
used.  For example, landscaping could soften the transition to the residential behind and also 
assist with privacy.    
 
Public Open Space - Wembley Plaza, Square, Urban Garden 
The larger public plaza (Wembley Plaza) was rated more important than providing both the 
plaza and a smaller open space.  This may indicate a need to review the proposed 
development provisions for Anchor Site 1, there may be some flexibility in regards to this 
smaller public open space.  This is discussed further in review of the submission from the 
owner of Anchor Site 1.   
 
Wembley Hotel 
The survey revealed clear support for the retention of the Wembley Hotel from respondents of 
the survey indicating it is an important component of any redevelopment of Anchor Site 1 
regardless of the scale.  Comment also requested the removal of walls along the 
Cambridge/Alexander Street frontages to further improve the street presence of the hotel. 
 
Advice from the Heritage Council recommends the Town takes steps to include places 
identified as ‘heritage’ in a heritage list to give statutory protection to their retention. This should 
be given due consideration and the Town’s intentions clearly indicated in the Wembley Activity 
Centre Plan.   
 
Public Parking 
The results of the survey showed majority support amongst respondents for inclusion of a 
public parking station within any redevelopment of the Anchor Site 1.  Due consideration will 
need to be given to future Scheme provisions to ensure this is a mandatory component in any 
future redevelopment of the site.  
 
Zoning 
Concern was raised in submissions regarding the proposal to change the zoning of the car park 
sites to allow for development.  This is also a separate matter out for community consultation 
presently as Amendment 33 to Town Planning Scheme No. 1 proposes a rezoning to Local 
Centre. 
 
In the longer term, once the Wembley Activity Centre Plan is approved by the Western 
Australian Planning Commission, it is then proposed to rezone the site to District Centre or a 
similar zoning to be in keeping with the classification of the centre under State Planning Policy 
4.2 ‘Activity Centres’.  
 
Vehicle Access and Traffic 
Traffic generation from future development on the site have been raised as concerns and also 
how traffic could be managed to avoid disruption to the adjacent residential streets, particularly 
Alexander Street. 
 
To inform the traffic and transport implications under the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan, 
the Town has engaged Cardno to undertake a Transport Impact Assessment to build upon the 
transport and traffic input Aurecon (as sub consultant to RPS) has provided+ through the 
preparation of the draft Plan. 
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Response to Submission from property owners for Anchor Site 1 
The submission from the property owners for Anchor Site 1 was independently reviewed by 
Urbis at the request of the Town, particularly since issues of commercial feasibility were raised 
again.  Further, Taylor Burrell Barnett (the Town’s appointed consultants for the Local Planning 
Strategy) were also asked to examine the development potential for the site proposed under 
the draft Plan. 
 
Whilst it is considered by Urbis that an absolute height limit may not encourage the design 
excellence sought by the Wembley Activity Centre Plan, this needs to be balanced against 
community expectations and it is entirely valid for the Town to set height limits for this site.  
Urbis also suggests the amenity for the local community not only be measured by the factors of 
sunlight penetration and pedestrian scale but also by good urban design principles being taken 
into account to ensure scale of development is appropriate. 
 
The draft Plan adopts both an application of maximum number of storeys (7 storeys) and a 
maximum floor height (25 metres) to control building height for this site.  It is recognised that 
eight or possibly nine storeys could be achievable within the 25 metre height limit.  However, 
development above 25 metres may not be viable due to the increased cost of building to the 
relevant fire codes applicable above 25 metres.  The substantial additional costs apply not only 
to the levels above 25 metres, but for the entire development.  For this reason, it is generally 
considered not financially possible to build less than 12 – 14 storeys once the 25 metre limit is 
exceeded.  In this context, Urbis does suggest the removal of defining height by number of 
storeys and in metres, in favour of just 25 metres.  However, given the community’s response 
to building heights in both the community survey and written submissions, allowing additional 
storeys (even within the same building envelop) may not be palatable. 
 
Initial examinations of the development potential under the draft Plan by Taylor Burrell Barnett 
identifies that when the setbacks and development angles and provision of the Wembley Plaza 
are applied, a significant building envelope can still be achieved for potential development on 
the site. 
 
Both Urbis and Taylor Burrell Barnett came to the same conclusion regarding the overall benefit 
to be gained from the smaller public open space of 200sqm and therefore they consider some 
flexibility in this regard could be allowed under the Centre Plan.  Also, both suggested the 
design parameters for the site such as specific requirements for public open space and vehicle 
and pedestrian connections to have less literal emphasis and instead adopt an approach of 
having clear key principles and outcomes for the site which could then be refined through the 
process of preparing the Local Development Plan.   
 
Lot 78 (No. 352) Cambridge Street 
 
Development approval for a five storey building has been granted for this property and remains 
valid for approximately another two years before re-approval would need to be sought.  The 
owners of this site provided comment and raised concerns that their current development 
approval is not reflected in the draft Plan.  Again, the Town sought independent advice from 
Urbis and Taylor Burrell Barnett on the owner’s submission. 
 
In light of concerns raised and with consideration of this site’s context in the overall Wembley 
Centre, it may be appropriate to remove this site from the Cambridge Street West Precinct and 
incorporate into Anchor Site 1.  Urbis and Taylor Burrell Barnett both came to the same 
conclusion that it would make good planning sense to incorporate this lot into Anchor Site 1. 
 
This may lead to better design outcomes for this corner site and further enhance the possibility 
that the proposed Wembley Plaza could be fronted on three sides by development, which 
would be a better design outcome.  The property owner has indicated a willingness, if certainty 
was provided in regard to the location of the Wembley Plaza, to modify their plans to activate 
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the western side of the plaza, abutting their property on the east.  Allowing a nil setback to 
Simper Street would provide the necessary building dimensions to allow active frontages to 
both Simper Street and the Wembley Plaza, given the width of the lot. 
 
Further, Urbis has commented that a five storey as of right height limit does not seem 
unreasonable in principle given the corner location.  This however should be on the proviso 
parking is in basement configuration to allow better street level interface and an active frontage 
along Wembley Plaza.  
 
It was also noted by Urbis that the existing pre-war building occupies most of the site and if 
retained would effectively stifle any development of this site, which does not appear to be the 
best outcome for this prominent corner site and aspirations for Wembley Activity Centre Plan. 
 
Next Steps 
In light of submissions received and feedback obtained via the community survey, further 
investigations on the development standards for this site are continuing.  Opportunities for 
development controls that would allow for innovation and flexibility whilst balancing this with 
capping development outcomes to ensure clear expectations and some level of certainty for the 
community are being explored.  In this context and in regards to community facilities to be 
provided, the Wembley Plaza, public parking station and retention of Wembley Hotel are seen 
to be mandatory components, whilst some flexibility could be given to the smaller public open 
space and how pedestrian access and vehicular access through the site is provided. 
 
Precinct 2 - Anchor Sites 2 and 3 
 
Building Height and Design 
The results of the survey showed that more respondents agreed than disagreed with the 
proposed 6 storey height limit for Anchor Sites 2 and 3 (60% and 70% respectively).  Where 
there were disagreement reasons largely related to the height being too high, a lower height of 
2 to 5 storeys being preferred or that it is not considered in keeping with the sense of 
community in the area.  The land owners of Anchor Site 2 raised no concern with the building 
height and appear to be comfortable with the design requirements for the site. 
 
It is unclear from the results of the survey if any improvements could be made to the design of 
the building to make those members of the community comfortable with a six storey building for 
either anchor site. 
 
Laneway Access 
There was majority agreement on a laneway approach to access parking on Anchor Sites 2 
and 3 from survey respondents.  However, concerns have been raised in submissions on the 
impact this will have on the residential side streets.  This is being explored further as part of the 
Transport Impact Assessment. 
 
Public Open Space – Squares, Urban Gardens 
There was no clear preference on whether it was a square or urban garden provided for on 
either site; however, survey respondents found the urban garden slightly more appealing on 
Anchor Site 2.  Also, generally, there is a sense arising from the survey results that there is 
more of a preference in the community for green spaces to be created. 
 
Response to submission from property owners of Anchor Site 2 
Comment was received from the landowners of Anchor Site 2 (IGA); however, whilst consulted, 
the Town did not receive any comment from the landowners of Anchor Site 3 (Shell Service 
Station). 
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The Anchor Site 2 landowners were in general agreement with the proposals under the draft 
Plan.  However, did request the following modifications or provided the following comment to be 
noted: 
 
• Make reference to a definition of minor development and include this definition in 

subsequent Scheme amendments; 
• Support is contingent on the suitability of the provisions contained within future Scheme 

amendments; 
• Development capacity under the draft Plan to be detailed further.  Request the plan be 

modified to account for potential 7,750sqm gross lettable area of commercial/retail at this 
location; and 

• Improve parking management 
 
What constitutes minor development has already defined under the draft Plan and refers to 
minor additions and alterations or changes of use on the site. However, given the concerns 
raised on this matter, the definition will be further reviewed to avoid ambiguity. 
 
Further consideration is being given to future Scheme provisions, particularly in the context of 
which development standards are included in the Scheme versus within policy.  Any future 
Scheme amendments would be subject to consultation as part of due process. 
 
Further work is currently being undertaken on the potential commercial/retail floor space under 
the draft Plan and the above request is duly noted. 
 
With regard to parking management, the updated Access and Parking Strategy has reviewed 
strategies for parking management in the area. The proposed strategies for the area focus on  
way-finding, parking enforcement and provision of a public carpark at the Wembley Hotel site. 
 
Precinct 3 - Cambridge Street West 
 
Building Height and Design 
The proposed approach to additional building height within this precinct was not favourably 
received, even though the retention of pre-war buildings and creation of small open spaces 
were seen to be important features contributing towards character of the Centre.  There is less 
desire for buildings above 3 storeys and it would appear the community are not prepared to 
trade open space or pre-war buildings for additional height.  In the case of pre-war buildings, 
these should be retained regardless. 
 
Given, the results of the survey, further consideration is needed on the proposed development 
standards for this precinct.  This will include examining alternative ways to retain pre-war 
buildings. 
 
Public Open Space – Squares, Urban Gardens 
The survey results show there is a desire for open spaces to be green and leafy, in keeping 
with the perceived character of Wembley, as urban gardens were the preferred open space.  
There was also strong support for public open spaces to be allowed to be used for alfresco 
dining, which supports the approach taken in the draft Plan. 
 
In light of the response, consideration should be given to increasing the emphasis on 
landscaping for the small public spaces. 
 
Laneways 
Support for proposed laneway access and 7 metre rear setback was supported by the survey 
respondents.  However, a business owner did raises concern that restricting access from 
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Cambridge Street will reduce the attractiveness of their business as an easy to get to business.  
Deliveries and waste collection will become difficult as well were also concerns. 
 
The draft Plan proposes to restrict vehicle access from Cambridge Street once a property has 
continuous laneway access from a side street to the property.  This strategy of establishing rear 
laneways is in principle to help reduce disruptions to traffic flow along Cambridge Street and to 
provide designated access to off-street parking areas, which are to be located to the rear of 
developments.  The formation of this continuous laneway would be dependent on properties 
being redeveloped and as such, does not impact on existing businesses and their current 
vehicle access arrangements.  It is considered deliveries and waste collection would be made 
easier via a continuous laneway, specifically if it extended all the way through, connecting two 
side streets.  In closing off access from Cambridge Street, the movability and accessibility of 
service and waste vehicles would need to be considered. 
 
Pedestrian Access 
Survey respondents agree with the approach of providing pedestrian passageways connecting 
rear laneways to the street; however, this agreement dropped significantly when asked whether 
they support, over time, vehicle access to parking areas to become solely via a rear laneway. 
 
This may indicate a lack of understanding of the principle within the community or perhaps 
other concerns, similar to the business owner’s concerns above.   
 
Zoning 
Whilst there was over 50% agreement amongst survey respondents to the proposed zoning 
changes (also noting a similar level of agreement from those that live within the centre), there 
are mixed views within the community.  Positive support related to the vibrancy of the area, 
whilst parking, increased traffic and potential for high rise were common themes of concern. 
 
Cambridge Street Streetscape Design 
Whilst all proposed features under the draft Plan were generally considered important by the 
survey respondents, the ‘no change’ response to the proposal for single lane traffic in each 
direction was significantly high compared to other features.  Again, the community’s desire for 
active and attractive streets came through as the feature outlining outdoor dining, street 
plantings and seating etc. was given the highest importance.  This may indicate some priority 
could be given to this feature above others. 
 
Removal of 352 Cambridge Street from Cambrtidge Street West Precinct 
In light of comment above under Anchor Site 1, the removal of this site from Cambridge Street 
West for inclusion in Anchor Site 1 is being considered. 
 
Precinct 4 - Cambridge Street East 
 
Building Height and Design 
There was more agreement than disagreement from the survey respondents regarding the 
proposed approach to building height within this Precinct.   However, for those in disagreement 
there is still a strong desire to keep building heights to 2 storeys. 
 
Property owners within the existing Nanson Street local centre (which is located within this 
Precinct) provided comment to the Town.  Again, Urbis was asked to review these submissions 
given concerns raised in regards to their commercial viability.  Urbis concluded a three-storey 
development with parking provided at-grade is likely to be viable in some form or another.  It is 
also noted the draft Plan does not remove any of the existing development rights the sites may 
have under the current Wembley Precinct Policy. 
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Retention of Pre-war Buildings 
Respondents to the survey thought it was important to retain the pre-war buildings within this 
Precinct.  However, there were also opposing views that their retention was not necessary.  
 
It is considered that the most significant character in regards to the pre-war buildings is located 
within the existing Nanson Street local centre.  However, Urbis did note the approach taken 
under the draft Plan may not necessarily achieve the retention desired. 
 
It is considered without some form of heritage listing it is difficult to enforce retention of pre-war 
buildings as pursuant to clause 61(1)(e) demolition of a building without any explicit statutory 
protection is ‘as-of-right’ under the deemed provisions of the Regulations.  The current 
approach under the draft Plan is likely to incentivise the demolition of pre-war buildings to 
constrain sites. 
 
In some cases, it may be particular elements, such as the façade of the building, which is the 
most important aspect holding character value and as such, consideration could be given to 
allowing façade retention only. 
 
It is also noted that retention of pre-war buildings place limitations on the development site, 
such as ability to develop basement car parking.  Further, given just one storey of additional 
height is allowed, it is unlikely this will provide any additional yield overall.  Retention of pre-war 
buildings in their entirety offers little floor area benefit to the development. 
 
Therefore, for this Precinct further consideration should be given to focusing character retention 
on ‘commercial buildings’ which have a more defined style and provide a more coherent 
streetscape and which are also more likely to accommodate redevelopment behind the façade 
(should this approach be taken). 
 
Laneways 
Survey respondents agree with laneway approach to access and applying the 7 metre setback. 
 
A submission from a landowners in the Precinct raised concern that the 7 metre rear setback is 
excessive to improve vehicular access in relation to the densities anticipated in the precinct and 
volumes of vehicles that may use the laneway.   
 
It is acknowledged that the proposed 7 metre laneway is wider than the current standard 
approach of 6 metre wide laneways.  The additional 1 metre width is considered appropriate 
and comes from having a longer term view to development potential for the Wembley Centre.  
For example, 7 metre laneways would allow for 5.5m wide road carriageway (suitable for two-
way traffic) and a 1.5 metre pedestrian/cycle path (if considered appropriate or necessary).  
Alternatively, if no pedestrian/cycle path is provided, the wider laneways could allow for storage 
of bins on collection days, lighting and vegetation, as well as the vehicle movements. 
 
Pedestrian passageways  
There was a similar response to Cambridge West Precinct for this precinct in regards to 
pedestrian passageways and removing access from Cambridge Street. 
 
However, a submission did raise queries as to the benefit of pedestrian access ways within the 
Nanson Street local centre given the volume of pedestrians and proximity to side streets and it 
is considered a valid point.  There could be concerns for antisocial behaviour if the volume of 
pedestrian traffic is not high enough in this area. Also, there inclusion would break up the 
existing uninterrupted activated built form along Cambridge Street and remove activity from 
Cambridge Street, which would appear contrary to the objective of creating an enlivened and 
activated street. 
 
It is suggested that the approach to pedestrian access ways within this precinct be reviewed. 
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Zoning 
Whilst there was over 50% of survey respondents that agreed with the proposal to expand a 
commercial zoning throughout this precinct, reasons given including it would help activate the 
area and allow for more restaurants and cafes, there were about a third of respondents that 
disagreed with common reasons being traffic concerns, parking fees and a sentiment that it 
should remain residential. 
 
The purpose of this precinct is to provide a run up to the main area of the centre, around the 
Jersey/Cambridge Street intersection and activating the street was seen as key to encouraging 
people along Cambridge Street.  
 
Precinct 5 - Salvado Road  
 
Building Height and Design 
It is clear from survey results, there is little support for the building heights (proposed to range 
from 4 storeys to 6 storeys) from the respondents.  The higher the building the more 
disagreement to the approach.  How respondents answered the questions on building height, 
were very similar and there was little significant difference to their disagreement whether they 
lived in the area or not. 
 
The concept to have higher buildings along Salvado Road overlooking Henderson Park arose 
from the Scenario Games Workshops and subsequently, was incorporated into the Preferred 
Scenario adopted by Council which guided the Detailed Centre Plan.  However, it is evident 
from the views expressed via the community survey, further investigation is required into the 
building height approach for this Precinct, and particularly if heights were to be reduced, how 
this may impact on the long-term residential density targets for the Centre. 
 
Street Setback 
There was general agreement for the minimum 5 metre setback from Salvado Road, which is 
proposed to be consistent with the street setback adopted for Parkside Walk. 
 
Commercial Tenancy 
The option for small commercial tenancies to be incorporated into developments where either a 
pre-war building was retained or an area of public open space was provided was generally 
supported, indicating that amongst the respondents this would appear as an appropriate use 
within a precinct which otherwise would be predominantly residential.  
 
Public Pedestrian Access 
There was majority agreement from the respondents to the survey for public pedestrian access 
ways connecting Salvado Road to the rear of properties along Cambridge Street to be 
facilitated.  However, further consideration needs to be given to how this best this can be 
achieved as concerns of potential antisocial behaviour have been raised.   
 
Zoning 
The strong disagreement to the proposed zoning changes, appears to be a direct response to 
the opposition to the building heights proposed for this Precinct.  Increased traffic issues were 
also a concern for respondents of the survey. 
 
Salvado Road Streetscape Design 
The proposed Salvado Road Streetscape Design was generally well received by the 
respondents of the survey with all aspects of the streetscape design seen to be important or 
very important features.  Again, the importance of pedestrian needs came through the survey 
results strongly with the pedestrian footpath along the northern side and providing the 
delineated crossing for pedestrians across Salvado Road rated high in importance 
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Precinct 6 - Henderson Park 
 
Heritage 
The survey respondents see it as important to promote the heritage of the park.  This may 
reflect the community’s strong desire for Henderson Park to remain as an important 
recreational/ open space.  Also, it is noted the survey respondents showed a keen interest in 
this Precinct with 87% opting to answer the questions retaining to Henderson Park, second only 
to Anchor Site 1. 
 
Improved Pedestrian Connection 
From the survey results, there does appear to be benefit in improving pedestrian access 
between Henderson Park and the Centre as a way to encourage people to stay longer and visit 
the shops and businesses.  Interestingly, of those respondents that indicated they participated 
in sport and recreational activities in the map area, 55% answered ‘yes’, an improved 
connection would encourage them to stay longer. 
 
Land Use – Occasional Uses  
There is high support amongst the survey respondents for other occasional activities (the 
example of markets was used in the question) to be held at Henderson Park, in addition to 
continuing the sporting and recreational activities.  Again, how this question was answered by 
those that may actually use Henderson Park for recreation was cross-checked, and 
encouragingly a similar strong support was received. 
 
Community Facilities 
The results of the survey confirmed direction the Town is already taking in regard to expanding 
community facilities within Henderson Park with the continuous path connecting Mabel Talbot 
Park with Salvado Road ranked as number 1 on the respondents wish list, followed closely by a 
play space for children.  The idea of an informal amphitheatre, which is suggested under the 
draft Plan, was ranked third. 
 
Topic 1 - Land Use 
 
Ground level commercial 
Survey results revealed 'Streets with active uses such as cafes and shops' was rated as the 
most important element contributing towards a unique character for Wembley Centre by the 
respondents.  This importance given to active streets was a repeating theme throughout the 
entire survey.  
 
This sentiment was also reflected in written comments received suggesting ground floor 
commercial to make area attractive and also raising concern with the ability to construct 
residential at ground level (particularly anchor sites) as this would remove opportunity for 
businesses. 
 
The draft Plan acknowledges retail and hospitality on ground floor are the most effective way to 
create lively, activated streets and open spaces, however the approach proposed is to have 
adaptable ground floor tenancies to allow for changes in uses over time, as it may not be 
economically viable to develop all ground floor space in the Centre into retail/ hospitality in the 
short to medium term.  However, given the high importance active, lively streets are to the 
community, this approach should be reconsidered. 
 
Housing Diversity and Density 
Concern raised regarding the potential under the draft Plan for increased housing density 
through the proposal for taller buildings. Comment received consider the area already provides 
for enough housing density and diversity and there is concern increased density will affect the 
liveability of the area. 
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The approach adopted under the draft Plan is to concentrate density within the Centre to retain 
the lower residential density to the north.  Further, the increased potential for residential 
development within the Centre is to support the retail and hospitality uses which are strongly 
desired by the community. 
 
The Town is also required to demonstrate how the Activity Centre Plan meets the required 
density targets under the State’s Activity Centre Policy. 
 
Topic 2 - Built Form 
 
Building Height 
Majority of comments centred around the building height aspect of the built form principles 
under the draft Plan, as well as, building height is a reoccurring theme throughout the survey 
results.  
 
Comments include: 

• Strict height limits 
• Opposition to high rise buildings/development 
• Heights detract from look and feel of the area and community spirit 
• Maximum height for Wembley Centre as a whole suggestions included 3 storeys, 4 

storeys 
• Building height of 5-7 storeys adjacent single residential too abrupt, ‘stepping up’ not 

gradual enough 
• higher buildings next to existing pre-war single storey buildings, is this appropriate? 

 
The preferred scenario which arose from the Scenario Games workshops and subsequently 
was adopted by Council, identified two main development directions for the Wembley Centre, 
east–west along Cambridge Street and south towards Henderson Park, Parkside Walk and the 
Wembley Sports Park. The three anchor sites were also nominated and identified for higher 
buildings, with the remaining development along Cambridge Street stepping down in height 
with building heights ranging from 2 to 5 storeys. The tapering of building heights was also a 
key element of the preferred scenario, with development abutting low density residential 
generally one to three storeys. Of note, under the draft Design WA which is currently being 
advertised and will be reported to Council in December 2016, the maximum building height for 
multiple dwellings is proposed to be at least 3 storeys in all areas that multiple dwellings are 
allowed.  
 
It is apparent from the results of the survey that building height is a significant community issue 
and even with the stepped down approach, the community are just not comfortable with 
increasing building heights. 
 
Comment on building height where it is in relation to a specific precinct is addressed above 
under the respective precinct heading. 
 
Retention of pre-war buildings and heritage buildings 
The pre-war buildings and heritage buildings were seen as important features that contribute to 
the character of the Centre.  However, there were mixed views on how best to retain these 
buildings and that the current blanket approach under the draft Plan may not be appropriate. 
 
Retention of pre-war buildings is sought under the draft Plan, not because individually any pre-
war building is considered to have heritage or cultural value but because collectively they 
contribute towards a unique streetscape and retain the story of development of the Centre over 
the years.  There retention is considered to be particularly important in regards to ensuring the 
Wembley Centre retains a unique character that distinguishes it from other centres.  Therefore, 
in principle, the retention of these buildings as key contributing factors towards retaining 
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character in the Centre is sound.  However, further review of how best to retain these buildings 
and in which circumstances is required.    
 
Setbacks 
There has been a recent policy shift in State Government with the release of ‘Design WA’ a 
draft document prepared to guide development of multiple dwellings. Initial review of this 
document indicates it stipulates different rear setbacks to those identified through the draft 
Wembley Activity Centre Plan.  Consistent with advice from the Department of Planning, review 
of these new design provisions is needed in the context of planning for the Wembley Activity 
Centre Plan. 
 
Topic 3 - Public Realm 
 
Laneways 
The survey results reveal support for the creation of laneways to facilitate access to rear car 
parking areas from the respondents and as such, as a planning principle it appears sound.  
However, written submissions question the mechanisms for their creation and also who will be 
responsible for construction and maintenance.  It was also pointed out within the draft Detailed 
Centre Plan document there are conflicting methods, either through easement or to be ceded.  
These matters should be addressed. 
 
Topic 4 - Movement and Access 
 
Cycling 
Submissions raise concerns regarding the lack of access to and through the Centre for cyclists. 
 
The Town is currently preparing a draft Bike Plan (which would replace the current Bike Plan) 
to set the direction for investment in cycling infrastructure over the next 5 years and to facilitate 
an increase in cycling as a mode of transport within the Town. 
 
The general principle being investigated under the draft Bike Plan is for east-west connections 
along Ruislip Street and Salvado Road and then using north-south aligned streets (such as 
Marlow Street and Jersey Street) to feed into the Centre.  This is consistent with the approach 
to cycle access proposed under the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan.  
 
The draft Bike Plan also recognises the limitations in providing safe riding conditions for cyclists 
along Cambridge Street.  Cambridge Street is the main activity corridor through the Town and 
also provides for multiple bus services and commuter traffic to the City, creating many 
competing functions within the confined road reserve.  
 
The draft Bike Plan is not proposing cycle facilities (lanes) along Cambridge Street.  However 
widening footpaths may assist with supporting 'last mile' cycling; however to encourage safe 
behaviour for both pedestrians and cyclists, signage and pavement marking would need to be 
installed.  The draft Bike Plan also notes a positive of the Cambridge Street upgrade through 
West Leederville is that it does make it easier for cyclists to cross the street. 
 
Marlow Street is proposed as a cycle friendly street under the draft Wembley Activity Centre 
Plan and this approach is supported under the draft Bike Plan.  Further, the installation of a 
solid median is flagged as an option to restrict right hand turns at the intersection of Marlow and 
Cambridge Streets.  The draft Bike Plan supports this proposal however, with a break in the 
median to allow cyclists to cross Cambridge Street. 
 
Salvado Road is recognised as strategic commuter route and provides connection into Subiaco 
Station and Subiaco Town Centre.  For any extension to the existing shared path, which is 
proposed to be retained, the Town would need to work with the City of Subiaco. 
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The survey results for the question where respondents were asked to rank items of importance 
in regards to accessing or moving the Centre, whilst meeting the needs of pedestrians was 
number one priority, meeting the needs of vehicle drivers and the needs of cyclists better were 
very closely scored two and three. This indicates there is a desire for a better balance between 
managing traffic needs with those of cyclists.  
 
Parking 
Issues raised in relation to parking include: 

• provide plenty of off-street, public parking 
• application of parking concessions 
• ACROD parking (those with disability specifically identified having sufficient access to 

ACROD parking as a feature that aids both their accessibility to the Centre but also as a 
feature for improvement). 

 
A key strategy under the draft Plan is to improve access to parking via the creation or widening 
of rear laneways.  This approach received favourable support from the respondents of the 
survey. 
 
It is noted that each development would need to provide parking in support of their own 
development.  Further, the draft Plan also includes the proposal for a public parking station with 
a minimum 100 bays to be provided as part of any redevelopment of Anchor Site 1.  This public 
facility was favourably supported by respondents to the survey. 
 
However, the Town’s Access and Parking Strategy recommends a long-term approach of 
moving towards demand management for parking, as the demand-supply model is 
unsustainable.  Facilitating a shift towards alternative modes of transport to the car, is one 
aspect of this demand management approach.  This would seem an appropriate approach in 
the Wembley Centre, given a significantly large percentage of respondents to the survey 
indicated walking as their main way to get to the Centre.  Cycling rated the third most popular 
form of transport. 
 
Also, the parking at Wembley Sports Park, which is within walking distance of the Centre, 
presents as a possible option to help manage parking demand in the Centre into the future. 
 
Public Transport 
The Public Transport Authority (PTA) raised concerns regarding the lack of bus priority 
infrastructure in the draft Plan.  However, survey results reveal meeting the needs of bus users 
was the least important item to address in regards to accessing or moving around the Centre.   
Nonetheless, to help manage traffic long term, consideration needs to be given to bus 
movements along Cambridge Street in order to support a mode shift towards public transport.   
 
Therefore, in this context PTA raise valid concerns regarding the need for bus priority 
infrastructure to improve journey times for public transport passengers and to provide the 
incentives to switch to public transport.  Any bus priority infrastructure would need to be 
balanced with the needs of the centres along Cambridge Street, recognising these centres are 
key destinations and this presents challenges on how best to provide bus priority infrastructure. 
 
Ideally this is a matter than should be examined holistically along the entire length of 
Cambridge Street. 
 
Traffic Management 
Issues regarding traffic implications of the draft Plan are also a recurring theme from 
submissions and respondents to the survey.  To help address these concerns, the Town has 
engaged Cardno to prepare a Transport Impact Assessment for the Activity Centre Plan. 
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A key strategy under the draft Plan is to minimise traffic disruptions along Cambridge Street 
and over time to remove vehicle access from Cambridge Street to laneways accessed from 
side streets.  Concern is raised with the impact this approach may have on the residential side 
streets. 
 
Development Strategy and Implementation 
 
Development within the Wembley Centre is expected to happen gradually, over years and 
decades and as such, the draft Plan sets a vision for the next 20 years or more.  A large part of 
its implementation depends on property owners taking up the development opportunities 
presented. 
 
Comments from consultation raised issues that relate to implementation, including supporting 
infrastructure and facilities, cost/benefit or economic analysis, funding streetscape 
improvements and further detailing development capacity.   Largely the comments centre 
around two key themes; the ability of existing infrastructure to support the proposed 
development and the feasibility of the Plan, can it be delivered. 
 
Comment on the draft Plan has been sought from Western Power and Water Corporation in 
regard to their services and infrastructure.  Further, the Town has commenced a Transport 
Impact Assessment to assess any traffic implications. 
 
Further work is continuing to expand the information currently in the draft Plan in relation to 
development capacity.  This includes separating potential retail floorspace from the overall 
potential commercial floorspace and further detailing residential density targets.  These will also 
help to satisfy the Department of Planning’s requirements.  Urbis is also assisting the Town to 
examine the commercial feasibility of development potential allowed under the draft Plan.  Any 
suggested streetscape improvements would be dependent on future budgeting and resourcing 
decisions of Council. 
 
Other comments 
 
Amenity 
 
The impact on amenity was a recurring theme throughout both written submissions and the 
respondents of the community survey. Comment was also received on the negative impact on 
property values in the area; whilst property value is not a valid planning consideration; this 
concern is likely raised as a direct response to the perceived loss of amenity that may occur if 
the draft Plan was to come to fruition. 
 
This common concern for loss of amenity may stem from the perception that Wembley’s 
character is in its low rise, existing older buildings and leafy/ garden suburb and that it is a 
suburb associated with being a family area.  It is perceived this character (and as a 
consequent, the area’s amenity) will diminish if higher buildings are allowed and from the 
negative impacts of a higher residential density. 
 
Other comments 
 
Education and Schools 
 
Comments received raised the issue of increasing population in the area and the demand this 
places on local schools. Whilst this is an issue outside the scope of the Wembley Activity 
Centre Plan, it is acknowledged that if development potential proposed under the Plan is 
realised, this will increase the population in the area. However, what is more difficult to predict, 
is whether this increased population would result in increased student demand with families 
moving into future apartments.  Future population trends and impact on demand for educational 
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facilities should be addressed at a broader level of which can be examined further as part of the 
Local Planning Strategy. 
 
Centre Size and Centre Competition 
 
Comment received raised concerns regarding size of the Centre and the area it covered and 
that the Wembley Centre would not be able to compete with nearby larger centres. 
 
The objective of the Wembley Activity Centre Plan is to develop the existing centre along 
Cambridge Street into a true urban hub for the local community.  It does not seek to compete 
with nearby larger Centres, such as Subiaco but instead working towards providing the goods 
and services sought by the local community and provide the necessary density to meet the 
housing targets for a District Centre under the State Planning Policy for Activity Centres. 
 
The Plan outlines a long term vision over a twenty plus year period and the centre boundary 
arose from Scenario Game workshops  
 
Where to from here 
 
Following consideration of the outcomes of consultation as outlined in this report, the next 
stage involves consideration of what modifications are required to address matters raised. This 
will be the subject of a subsequent Council Item in December. Whilst, when asked for their 
overall comfort with the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan, 51% of survey respondents either 
loved it or liked it and another 21% indicated they could live with it, it is clear from the 
responses to the specific precinct questions and written submissions received outlined above, 
that further refinement of the Plan is warranted.     
 
It is also apparent additional information is required to support the Activity Centre Plan to 
address not only concerns raised by the community but also to satisfy the Department of 
Planning. Of note, the Town is requesting an extension of time beyond the 60 days under the 
Planning and Development (Local  Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 to submit the Activity 
Centre Plan to the Western Australian Planning Commission. The Department of Planning has 
indicated that this should be acceptable. 
 
Reviewing Development Provisions for Precincts 
 
Urbis was engaged by the Town to comment on the submissions pertaining to Anchor Site 1 
(Wembley Hotel and Cambridge Forum Site), Cambridge Street West (No. 352 Cambridge 
Street): and Cambridge Street East (Nanson Street Local Centre - 290 & 292, 294 Cambridge 
Street).  
 
Urbis will now undertake further work with regard to examining the commercial viability and 
feasibility of building design under the current plan and the suitability of any further 
modifications which may be made in response to outcomes of consultation. 
  
Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations and modifications to meet 
Statement of Planning Policy 4.2 - Activity Centres for Perth and Peel 
 
Since the time the Wembley Activity Centre Plan was originally prepared, the Planning and 
Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 came into effect.  
 
At the time the Plan was commenced and originally drafted there was no requirement for the 
Western Australian Planning Commission to endorse the Wembley Activity Centre Plan as 
district centre plans not proposing more than 20,000sqm of retail floor space were not subject 
to WAPC approval. As such, the plan focused on built and urban form rather than addressing 
each specific requirement for activity centre plans under Statement of Planning Policy (SPP) 
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4.2, as the most pressing need at the time was to provide the strategic guidance for review of 
the development standards under the Wembley Precinct Policy.   
 
However, under the new Regulations, all district centre level Activity Centre Plans are subject 
to WAPC approval. The Department of Planning has indicated, however, where work was 
undertaken prior to the introduction of the Regulations, it would not have to be redone to meet 
new requirements and leeway would be given during the early implementation of the new 
Regulations.  In saying that, the Department of Planning in their preliminary advice to the Town 
has identified gaps in information to support the Wembley Activity Centre Plan, namely the 
Transport Impact Assessment and Retail Needs Assessment.  These are addressed under 
their respective headings below. 
 
In an effort to maximise compliance with SPP 4.2 the Town has reviewed the draft Wembley 
Activity Centre Plan against the list of requirements for Activity Centre Structure Plans specified 
under Statement of Planning Policy 4.2 Activity Centres for Perth and Peel. From this review it 
is evident that the Activity Centre Plan meets most requirements under the checklist and will be 
reported on in detail in the subsequent report to Council in December. 
 
Following feedback from the Department of Planning, it is intended to provide further 
background information via an addendum to submit to the WAPC to address outstanding 
matters. Whilst this information was considered in preparing the plan, much of it is technical 
background information and was not specifically included at the time as the Background 
document was kept high-level. 
 
The addendum will provide further information with regard to the following matters:- 
 
• Comparative matrix against performance measures for district levels centres under SPP 

4.2; 
• Demographic details; 
• Bicycle parking and end of trip facilities; 
• Traffic data and Traffic Impact Assessment; 
• Parking and Access Study; 
• Projected retail floor space; and 
• Housing density projections. 
 
Housing Density 
Under the Activity Centres Policy the desirable net density is Residential R30 over the 400m 
walkable catchment of district centres. It is estimated that over the 400m catchment which is 
prescribed the net residential density on full build out under the Plan would be in the order of 
Residential R35. However, assessment of dwelling potential under a more realistic 
development scenario based on a more likely build out results in a net density of Residential 
R30 which is in line with targets for district level centres. It should be noted however that the 
total number of dwellings will depend on dwelling size as influenced by the market and it is not 
proposed to set a specific density coding for development in the centre. 
 
In the centre core the net density would be in the order of R60 to R80 whilst in the frame the 
density would be R20 as per the existing density coding for the residential area around the 
centre (see following map which outlines core and frame of centres) 
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 Area  Existing 

dwellings 
Existing 
net 
density 
(approx) 

Potential 
additional 
dwellings 

Total 
Dwellings 
(existing 
plus 
potential) 

Resultant 
density 

Core  145,623m2 389 R25 629 
(realistic)-
1219 (max) 

1018 
(realistic) -
1608 (max) 

R60-R80+ 

Frame 534,911m2 680 R12.5 426* 1106* R20 
Total 400m 
catchment 

680,534m2 1069 R15 1055 
(realistic)-
1645 (max)* 

2124 
(realistic)- 
2751 (max)* 

R30-R35 

* Includes Parkside Walk and remaining infill opportunities under existing R20 density 
 

 
 
Should there be changes to development potential as part of modifications to the plan there will 
need to be further review to ensure that the density targets can still be met, although, if there 
are minor changes to development potential this should not be an issue. 
 
Retail Needs Assessment 
The Department of Planning has indicated that further information with regard to retail needs is 
required to satisfy the Activity Centre Structure Plan checklist under which plans are assessed. 
This is to ensure that the retail activity in the centre will not threaten that in other centres. The 
assessment is yet to be finalised and further information is to be provided as required by the 
Department of Planning. 
 
Principally the assessment should demonstrate that the centre is not projected to have a major 
increase to shop-retail floor space. Shop retail floor space excludes hospitality uses such as 
cafes, restaurants, hotels, bars but includes uses such as supermarkets, chemists, newsagents 
and the like. 
 
A preliminary assessment has been undertaken on the following assumptions:- 

• Shop-retail would be on ground floor and an average tenancy depth of approximately 
13m along most of Cambridge Street, with allowance of extra retail space on Anchor 
Sites 1 and 2 as these already feature predominantly retail uses; 
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• Approximately 10% of floorspace at ground level are non-retail including offices and 
consulting rooms and that 50% of the remaining floor space are cafes and restaurants 
as opposed to shop retail. 

 
It is estimated that there would be a maximum of approximately 12500m2 of shop-retail 
floorspace. This represents an increase of 6,500m2 from the 6,000m2 from 2007 Department 
of Planning survey data which is still a modest increase if it happens to be achieved. 
 
Transport Impact Assessment 
Cardno traffic engineers have been engaged to prepare a Transport Impact Assessment to 
address the requirements of the Department of Planning and matters raised through community 
engagement. 
 
The Traffic Impact Assessment will include the following components:- 
 

• The road hierarchy including the future functions of regional and local connections, 
including but not limited to, private vehicles, pedestrians, cyclists, public transport and 
freight; 

• Recommendations to address the management of existing road, public transport and 
freight systems to, from and within the Centre, into the future; 

• The existing and future road capacity to, from and within the Centre; 
• Measures to upgrade regional and local road connections to, from and within the 

Centre;  
• An overview of the public transport services and opportunities for improvements or 

expansion of the public transport facilities and connections into the Centre; and 
• The potential parking management options for the Centre including 

advantages/disadvantages, location, implementation and priority. 
 
The contribution of regional traffic to congestion within the study area (e.g. Cambridge Street, 
Salvado Road, Jersey Street) will be assessed and traffic management measures suggested 
which minimise this impact. The role of car parking as a destination for private vehicle trips will 
also be considered with the findings and recommendations of the Access and Parking Strategy 
undertaken by Luxmoore Parking Consultants also being considered. 
 

POLICY/STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS:  

To implement the Wembley Activity Centre Plan, amendments to the Town's planning policies 
and Town Planning Scheme will be necessary. 
 
A key incentive for initiating the preparation of the Wembley Activity Centre Plan is to inform a 
review of development standards for the Local Centre zone under the Precinct Policy in 
response to development pressures occurring within the centre. Updates to the Wembley 
Precinct Policy to update the Statement of Intent and include detailed development standards 
can progress once Council approves the Wembley Activity Centre Plan. However, in the 
interim, where Council discretion is sought under the Wembley Precinct Policy for 
developments proposed within the Local Centre zone, the provisions outlined under the 
Wembley Activity Centre Plan would be applied in recognition of it being a seriously entertained 
proposal. 
 
Due regard will also need to be given to development standards to be included in the Scheme, 
given the due regard nature of both Activity Centre Structure Plans and planning policies. With 
regard to a future scheme amendment, further consideration will need to be given to the type of 
zonings which most appropriately reflect the land uses and their configurations proposed under 
the Wembley Activity Centre Plan as well as any other specific development controls. A key 
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consideration will be identifying the most appropriate mechanism to provide for active 
commercial uses at ground floor in certain locations over residential uses.  
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The preparation and advertising of the Wembley Activity Centre Plan has been funded through 
the Town Planning Scheme Review budget. 
 

STRATEGIC DIRECTION: 

Consideration of the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan is consistent with the Town's Strategic 
Community Plan 2013-2023.  In preparing the Plan due consideration has been given to 
meeting the following goals and achieving their associated strategies:- 
 
Our Community Life 
Goal: An active, safe and inclusive community 
Strategies:- 

• Encourage activity that meets the needs of people of all ages, cultures and 
abilities 

• Create and maintain safe environments 
 

Our Planned Neighbourhoods 
Goal: Neighbourhoods that are well planned, attractive, respectful of the character and 
responsive to future needs 
Strategies:- 

• Create opportunities for housing options to suit community needs 
• Guide new development which is in harmony with the surrounding area and 

retains a sense of place 
• Make our neighbourhoods green and pleasant 

 
Goal: Successful commercial, retail and social hubs 
Strategies:- 

• Facilitate commercial development within the Town 
• Ensure a high standard of public infrastructure in our main precincts across the 

Town 
 
Goal: Efficient transport networks 
Strategy: Reduce car dependency 
 
Our Council 
Goal: Transparent, accountable governance 
Strategy: Keep the community informed and consult on local matters that affect them 
 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

Community engagement on the draft Wembley Activity Centre Plan was guided by the 
Community Engagement Strategy – Wembley Activity Centre Plan endorsed by Council at its 
Meeting held 22 March 2016. 
 
The Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015 deemed provisions 
specify consultation requirements for Activity Centre Plans. The Regulations provide that a 
Local Government must take any steps considered appropriate to advertise the Activity Centre 
Plan. Also, modifications to an Activity Centre Plan cannot be advertised on more than one 
occasion without approval from the Commission.  
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The Regulations outline an Activity Centre Plan must be advertised for a period of no less than 
14 days and no more than 28 days and advertised in one or more of the following ways:  
 
• Notice to owners/occupiers affected by the Activity Centre Plan; 
• Notice published in a newspaper circulating the Scheme Area; 
• Notice published by electronic means;  
• Notice erected on land subject to the Activity Centre Plan. 

Note: This does not prevent the use of additional methods to advertise the Plan and consult 
with the community, which was the approach endorsed for seeking comment on the draft 
Wembley Activity Centre Plan.  

The maximum timeframe of 28 days was applied in the case of advertising the Wembley 
Activity Centre Plan.  

Those who have made submissions or completed the survey have been notified that the 
outcomes of consultation are being presented to the November Development Committee 
Meeting and also a further report to Council in December. Once Council has made a final 
determination on the plan in December, notification of this decision will be provided. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

1.  Community Survey (Printed Version) 
2.  Community Survey Outcomes Report (prepared by Knowledge Solutions) 
3. Schedule of Submissions 
4. Report - Level of Comfort with the Centre Plan 
 
COUNCIL DECISION: 
COMMITTEE AND ADMINISTRATION RECOMMENDATION: 

 
Moved by Cr King, seconded by Cr O'Connor 
 
That:-  
 
(i) the report informing Council on progress made with the Wembley Activity Centre 

Plan to date and the outcomes of consultation following advertising of the draft 
Detailed Plan be noted; and 

 
(ii) the next steps, as detailed in the report and outlined below, be noted which will be 

subject to a further report in December 2016 containing recommendations for the 
Wembley Activity Centre Plan to address outcomes of consultation:- 

 
• a traffic impact assessment is being undertaken by traffic consultants to 

review impact of maximum development potential envisaged under the 
Wembley Activity Centre Plan; 

• further review of commercial viability and feasibility under the proposed 
development standards; and 

• a brief assessment of potential retail floor space under the Plan to address 
Department of Planning comments.  
 

Carried 8/0 
 

 
  




