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We can get it wrong. Why would people walk and they certainly won’t linger










Crawley, Western Australia: inner suburb

Western Australia: peripheral suburb
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A walking renaissance in Perth 1

« Metropolitan Transport Strategy 1995: projected increase
In walking trips to 12.5% by 2029. Latest PARTS data
shows 10.6%

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

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

« “Perth Walking” 2000: interagency manifesto for
encouraging walking in Perth

« 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
transit oriented development and walkability

* Development Control Policy 1.6 2006: planning to support
transit use and transit oriented development

 Directions 2031 Spatial Planning Framework 2009: revised
activity centres strategy

* Local Government:

— City 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)

— 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 hous_—-

: 'dmgned S0 res;—
"dents are - less dependent on carg have

" for public transport, ‘doctors and

shoppmg, a::ourdmg to new research.

.- Living on-the Edge, Lhme—jrw
study by WA transport planner Ryan
.Fa.'rcunei part of his PhDstudies at

Distance to

shops
‘Liveable Neighbourhoods goidelines,

walkable.. neighbourhoods “on the
city’s ﬁ'mge that eut car dependency

opment and mixed land use. .7
But the study- found the average
d.lstancetnkeyfacdltlessuchas doc-~:
tors,lucalshops,pubhctmnspm‘tand

ge are among areas designed

.under the guidelines, along with parts
nfRintlar Allimae (Gnonalle Aidlard

failed, mt'h Incals trwe]]mg farther

~developed. imder the Government's

The State guidelines aim to create - -

and encourapge highe:rhdensltr dew;]— _

- lsmajrbemt b&iﬁg"app]ia:las intend-
- ed and is'not getting the results that
. ..are intended,” he said.

The WA Planning Commission
gives developers the option of choos-
ing the policy for the design and
assessment of subdivisions.

The. su;&y also found the average
travel time to work using public trans-
port from aress classed as liveable
neighbourhoods was about 70 min-
ufes compared with about 30 minutes

" by car. The figures were virtually the

same for conventional suburbs,
- WA sustainability expert Pr_oihssbr

Peter MNewman said no one would

choose public transport when the dif-
ference in travel times shown by Mr
Falconer’s research was so great.

He said the increasing price of fuel
was proving “guite painful” for those

living in Perth’s outer suburbs and -
. stressed that more pubh-: l:ransport
.optmnswerenecessary
: Plannmgandlnfrastmcturel't{lms '

Alannah MacTiernan said the live-

able neighbourhoods policy- ‘had been

mherlted from the ‘previous State

: governme.nt &nd had somé merit. But
© she said it was not the Government’s
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New housing stock and accessibility 2

Characteristic Finding
Liveable Conventional
Neighbourhoods Neighbourhoods
Average residential lot size (mean) 603.44m? 646.62m?
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
planning prerogatives =
« Car parking .
requirements

 Traffic generation
standards

» Levels of service for
vehicles

* Vehicle safety

» Footpaths are
discretionary




Statutory barriers

« Existing local planning
frameworks

« Zoning

« Car parking
requirements

 Limits on building bulk
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Stakeholder buy-in

¢ Multimodal planning and
design of streets

* Infrastructure priorities and
funding

« Community opposition




facities including lockers and showers provided in
commercial bulldings and in key public locations such as public transport
rchanges
e Aesthetics such as trees, landscaping, water features/ scapes and
public art

o nills, handrails at strest
~# Safety from traffic (i.e. buffers between walking/ cycling infrastructure
and traffic lanes on higher order/ speed roads)
® Safe street crossing points on migher order local and busier streets
{including pedestnan refuges, where appropnate)
* Provision of public and prvate cycle parking (U-rails for street-front
parking and secure facilities at key locations such as public transport
interchanges)
® Traffic speed controls such as constramed traffic lane widths, posted
speed limits and the use of rough paving
o Limtations on multilane roads across key desire lines and through
urpan centres




Perth central area

Primary centre

Strategic city centre

Strategic specialised centre

Regional town centre
Regional specialised centre
Strategic industrial centre
Regional industrial centre
Urban

Non urban

Rural
Railways - passenger

Major roads

Sub-region boundary




Medium density
variable mix of
uses

Individual TOD project

.
Feeder bus routes—"

Distance betwesn TODs variss. In
inner areas they can be immediately

adjacent, in outer areas they could
be up to 3«5 kilometres apart.

Central core (high density/ s
greater diversity of uses) e
p
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Claremont NEP

* 9.4 ha subject area

* Anchored by Claremont train ' kg
Centre ¥ :
» Claremont town centre is the N b F X
‘pie segment’ opposite :

« 515 dwellings proposed
including 503 apartments and
12 townhouses

« 11,700m2 GFA commercial

- 3,400m2 GFA retail i el 4 T
w00 LT 4 Lotmteel! DN Claremont train (A&

* Requires removal of ORR . station

reservation from Shenton Road

« Just won a Federal
local government
planning award
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We can get it right! People want to walk and linger




Getting the mix right

« Coordinated government policy: across all tiers (e.qg.
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 required
« Consistent assessment of plans and design criteria
« Develop and use audit tools

« Make good use of leading edge research: Healthy
Active by Design
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