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Stephenson/ Hepburn Plan (1955) andStephenson/ Hepburn Plan (1955) and 
Metropolitan Region Scheme (1963) have 
generally determined patterns of land use and g y p
transport 
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Mandurah, Western Australia: peripheral suburb Crawley, Western Australia: inner suburb
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A walking renaissance in Perth 1 
• Metropolitan Transport Strategy 1995: projected increase 

g

in walking trips to 12.5% by 2029. Latest PARTS data 
shows 10.6%

• Liveable Neighbourhoods First Edition 1998: focus on 
connectivity and footpaths

S 1999 S• Travel Smart 1999: South Perth trial achieved sustained 
35% increase in walking. Target group of 650,000 by 2010

“P th W lki ” 2000 i t if t f• “Perth Walking” 2000: interagency manifesto for 
encouraging walking in Perth

St t S t i bilit St t 2003 lki i th i• State Sustainability Strategy 2003: walking is the primary 
mode of transport
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A walking renaissance in Perth 2 
• Network City 2004: activity centres strategy to encourage 

g

transit oriented development and walkability

• Development Control Policy 1.6 2006: planning to support 
t it d t it i t d d l ttransit use and transit oriented development

• Directions 2031 Spatial Planning Framework 2009: revised 
activity centres strategyactivity centres strategy

• Local Government:
– City of Perth Urban Design Framework 2010 for walking-basedCity of Perth Urban Design Framework 2010 for walking based 

place creation
– Town of Claremont approved Structure Plan for TOD based on 

walking (especially walk-on transit patronage)walking (especially walk on transit patronage)
– City of Stirling alliance with State Government to deliver a city 

centre for 30,000 people and jobs, and a 25% walking mode share 
(about 12% is a metro target for 2030)
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New housing stock and accessibility 1 
Distances to common facilities (kilometres)

g y
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New housing stock and accessibility 2 g y

Characteristic Finding

Liveable
Neighbourhoods

Conventional
Neighbourhoods

Average residential lot size (mean) 603.44m2 646.62m2

Lots per site hectare (mean) 16.67 15.58

Lots per urban hectare (mean) 8.81 9.01
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Conventional transport assessments and 
l i ti

Car parking

planning prerogatives 
• Car parking 

requirements

T ffi ti• Traffic generation 
standards

• Levels of service for 
vehicles

• Vehicle safety

• Footpaths areFootpaths are 
discretionary
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Statutory barriers

• Existing local planning 

y

frameworks

• Zoningg

• Car parking 
requirementsrequirements

• Limits on building bulk
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Stakeholder buy-iny

• Multimodal planning and 
design of streets

• Infrastructure priorities and 
funding

• Community opposition

(Source: University of Denver, 2009)
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Individual TOD project

Individual TOD projects are often like segments of pie

23
4



Claremont NEP
• 9.4 ha subject area

• Anchored by Claremont trainAnchored by Claremont train 
station

• Claremont town centre is the 
‘pie segment’ opposite

Claremont Town 
Centre

pie segment  opposite

• 515 dwellings proposed 
including 503 apartments and 
12 townhouses

Claremont NEP
12 townhouses

• 11,700m2 GFA commercial

• 3,400m2 GFA retail
Cl t t i  

• Requires removal of ORR 
reservation from Shenton Road

J t F d l

Claremont train 
station

• Just won a Federal 
local government 
planning award
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Getting the mix right

• Coordinated government policy: across all tiers (e.g. 

g g

Integrated Transport Agency for the State)

• One size doesn’t fit all: but that doesn’t mean we 
avoid following a model (in and out of centres policies)

• Review of subdivision policy requiredReview of subdivision policy required

• Consistent assessment of plans and design criteria

• Develop and use audit tools

• Make good use of leading edge research: Healthy g g g y
Active by Design
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