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SUBI EAST REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

Grievance 

DR D.J. HONEY (Cottesloe — Leader of the Liberal Party) [9.16 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for 
Planning and concerns the proposed development of land in the Subi East zone. The current government plan will 
see high-rise and commercial developments on the periphery of school grounds at Bob Hawke College while the 
community is denied the open space it was promised. I raise this matter with the minister because the community 
has been let down by this planning decision. This decision makes it clear to the community that the government 
supports the wants of developers and overrides concerns for safety, security and privacy for schoolchildren. I say this 
in the context of having strong support for the Claremont on the Park development, which is a development around 
a football oval; however, the Subiaco development is around a school oval. The minister is aware of the community’s 
concerns that the government is backtracking on its promises. The Minister for Planning has given the usual 
assurances about the community having its say, but this seems to be a token gesture. The community can have its 
say, but it is a hollow gesture if nobody is listening and the decisions have already been made. 

The City of Subiaco council, with community support, is pleading with the government to return 1.73 hectares to 
playing fields adjacent to the new Bob Hawke school. The government’s response is to tell the community it will 
be able to access the oval out of school hours. The council and the community, unlike the government, recognise 
that being permitted to access Subiaco Oval out of school hours is hardly the same as providing active open public 
space to be enjoyed at any time. The need for the open space will be even greater with the influx of people who 
will take up the proposed 2 000 extra apartments. In addition to the lack of open space under the government’s 
plan, there is the further complication of the government allowing residential and commercial development on 
a school boundary. It is a long-established practice that a vacant land buffer is maintained between schools and 
neighbouring residential or commercial properties. The reason is obvious: it is difficult to protect children at school 
from the potential for people with ill intent living in proximity to a school ground and potentially accessing the 
area where children are regularly playing sport. It also avoids the residents being disturbed by those activities. The 
Western Australian Planning Commission’s Draft operational policy 2.4: Planning for school sites, which was 
prepared last year, states — 

… Common boundaries of school sites with residential uses should be avoided whenever 
possible … To avoid potential conflict with residential properties, it is preferable that school 
sites are surrounded by a combination of roads, public open space or other compatible community, 
cultural recreation and sporting facilities. 

… Land uses such as service stations, restricted premises, licensed premises such as taverns, small 
bars and liquor stores consulting rooms and industrial uses are considered undesirable next to 
school sites and have real and perceived impacts on health, amenity and safety. 

Despite such a clear policy, the master plan for Subiaco released last April completely disregards the policy by 
including high-rise developments abutting and adjacent to schools that would contain hotels, short-stay accommodation, 
bars, shops and consulting rooms. The Perth Modern School P&C Association raised the matter at the 2021 
Western Australian Council of State School Organisations conference. It pointed to the Planning Commission’s 
policy. It expressed concern over the Subiaco proposals and the precedent it would set for land around other schools. 
The Minister for Education and Training has acknowledged that there are no public schools in WA with multistorey 
residential buildings on the periphery. Despite the policy and the historical precedent, the education minister’s response 
to community concern over school safety was to call it a WA first. I find it incredible that the education minister would 
make this a boast. The minister should be ashamed that her government will bring about such a disgraceful first for WA. 
The Victorian Labor government is known for its accommodation of developers’ interests, like our government in 
this state, yet, even the Victorian Labor government has rejected proposals for developments on the periphery of 
school grounds. But not in here WA, where the developers’ interests seem to override all other public interests. It 
would seem that the community has given up on the Minister for Planning on this matter. The education minister, 
in whom the school communities placed their hope that she would intervene to stop this development, effectively 
ignored the community and simply told them, “It’s a WA first.” The community and the Subiaco council have sought 
the intervention of the Premier, who has thus far failed to act on their concerns. They called on the Premier to save 
some much-needed space for the long-term enjoyment and benefit of the community. They called on the Premier 
to ensure that our schools were safe and secure, not surrounded and overlooked by high-rise towers and commercial 
outlets that include bars, which, as I said, is the first time in WA. I call on the minister to recognise the flaw in the 
current plan and take action to protect the future amenity and liveability of the area while ensuring we do not have 
a WA first in the form of a public school with high-rise and commercial development on the edge of its grounds. 
Unless the government changes its position, it will stand condemned for putting developers’ profits ahead of safety 
and security of children at school. 
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MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan — Minister for Planning) [9.22 am]: I thank the member for Cottesloe for the 
grievance, but I utterly reject everything he said. As people know, I do not normally take grievances in a political 
way, but this one is just completely out of order and a disgrace. I am going to talk about the history of this area. 
When we won the election in 2017, it was clear that the previous government was keen to dig up Subiaco Oval, so 
there were no plans by the previous government to keep it. We made a very early and deliberate decision. People 
know that I am a bit of a football fan, but as Minister for Lands at the time, the minister responsible for that area, 
I was very keen to retain Subiaco Oval because of its history and heritage. Also, why would we dig up an AFL-sized 
oval and replace it with another public open space? Some people like doing that. They like digging up an existing 
public open space to replace it with more usable public open space, whereas I like football ovals, because they are 
flat, big and kids can run and play whatever sport they want on them. So, number one, we kept the oval. 
The next part of it is that we needed a new school in those areas. Remember, this issue has plagued governments 
for years. The previous government, whose members represent that entire region, failed to deliver an inner-city 
college. In eight and a half years it failed to deliver an inner-city high school. We know that the areas of Churchlands, 
Shenton Park and Mt Lawley are bursting at the seams. The biggest issue through the areas of West Leederville, 
the Town of Cambridge and Shenton Park going towards Claremont was the need for an additional public high school, 
because the existing public high schools in that area were bursting at the seams. Shenton College in particular, because 
of its academic course, was getting people from all over the zones. We made a decision to build a new school in that 
area within four years. It is something we take a lot of pride in. We started the concept and we delivered it. That 
school is now operating and stage 2 is underway. It is a beautiful school. 
Ms A. Sanderson: It is amazing. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is an amazing school. I always tell my children, “Let’s try to get into that school!” It is 
a beautiful school and it is built for the environment. It was a constrained site, but an inner-city high school always 
has a constrained site. We will always go into existing areas to put in an inner-city school. Walking through the 
school, it is not constrained. It is beautiful. The way it has been laid out is incredible. There is space and modern 
classrooms. I remember looking at the canteen thinking that Kelmscott Senior High School never had this type of 
canteen! It is incredible. I understand that it is a gifted and talented education school too. We built the school. Of 
course, we are doing a redevelopment of the area and putting more people in it. We have plans and a master plan. 
The idea that we have ignored the community is completely false. Firstly, we kept the oval. People might remember 
sitting in a two-tiered stand at the oval. That is where my membership was, I think in row 8. I cannot remember 
now, but I am referring to the area of the two-tiered stand, behind the interchange boxes. The original concept for 
that area was going to be development housing. DevelopmentWA went out to the community. Some of the issues 
were like that of the Claremont on the Park precinct, which I think is a good precinct, where buildings come right to 
the oval edge. If anyone has watched a bit of West Australian Football League on TV or been to Claremont Oval, 
they can see that the buildings are right around the edge of the oval. The community had a view that it wanted the 
buildings set back, so the plans changed on the railway side, so that in that area the buildings would be set back. If 
people think about walking to the football up Subiaco Road, we have set back the buildings and created more public 
open space. All up there are 4.1 hectares of public open space in the area, including the Subiaco Oval playing surface, 
and we have retained public open space on the railway side. We have also incorporated the concept of the green 
corridor along Subiaco Oval, through Mueller Park and then up to Princess Margaret Hospital. We have created what 
will be an incredible corridor connecting, in a sense, the city to Subiaco, which is going to be incredible. There will 
be no residential units backing on to the school. The member said that the policy stated that the school should be 
surrounded by roads, and that is the case for this school. It is surrounded by roads. There is a separation. 

There were concerns raised about the height of the building compared with Perth Modern School, and that height 
has been set back, so the idea that people’s wishes or concerns are being ignored is completely false. The design 
of the PMH precinct has been changed to bring the tallest part of it back from Roberts Road, so there is a separation 
in relation to the height of the buildings at Perth Modern. The idea that there are no developments of more than 
two storeys near a school in WA is completely false. There are existing schools with apartment buildings near them. 
Where my kids go to school, in the area across the road from the early childhood centre, is a multistorey tower. That 
happens everywhere, particularly in built-up areas. The member just cannot say those things. He cannot say that it 
does not happen in WA, because it does. 

As I said, I reject the member for Cottesloe’s points. This is an incredible development, and it will be much sought 
out by families all around the state.  
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