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Division 49:  Department for Planning and Infrastructure, $403 129 000 - 
Division 53:  Western Australian Planning Commission, $84 488 000 - 
Hon George Cash, Chairman. 

Hon Graham Giffard, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr T. Martin, Chairman, Western Australian Planning Commission. 

Mr M. Harris, Acting Director General, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr P. Frewer, Executive Director, Integrated Planning and Policy, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr D. Forte, Executive Director, Service Delivery, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr A. Hubbard, Executive Director, Transport Systems, Department for Planning and Infrastructure.   

Mr M. Burgess, Acting Executive Director, Public Transport Services, Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure. 

Mr R. Carleton, Chief Financial Officer, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr L. Preece, Senior Finance Officer, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

I table a question from Hon Robin Chapple, to which there is a response.  I also table a question asked by Hon 
Dee Margetts, which has been answered by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in her capacity as 
minister responsible for the lands portfolio.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Are we dealing with both divisions 53 and 49? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes.  I understand the officers in attendance will be able to answer for both divisions.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  On page 896 the second dot point of significant issues and trends refers to the 
principles which underline the commission’s activities.  One of the activities is to identify and plan for 
appropriate means of transport.  That being the case, what input did the commission have into the identification 
and planning of the Perth to Mandurah rail link? 

Mr HARRIS:  The commission has a responsibility for zoning but not detailed planning of the railway.  That 
detailed planning is undertaken by the Perth Urban Rail Development Office. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Therefore, the commission will identify what land is available.  Will there be a number 
of options? 

Mr HARRIS:  The requirements of the rail network for the provision of land would be identified by the Perth 
Urban Rail Development Office.  Where there was a requirement for the land to be either reserved or acquired 
through the commission’s processes, the commission would act accordingly. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The suggestion is that the commission is being reactive rather than proactive, yet the 
wording on page 896 suggests that the commission is being proactive. 

Mr HARRIS:  The commission would be both.  The commissioner embarks on long-term planning for rail and 
road reserves.  In that sense, it is proactive when it knows where prospectively either road or rail reserves - or 
other reserves, such as parks or urban reserves - will be situated.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  On page 899 under output 1 on statutory planning the total cost of output for 2002-03 
is $6.388 million.  In comparison with the 2001-02 budget, there has been an increase of 25.4 per cent.  I am 
aware that the commission makes comparisons between the actual and the next budget.  The estimated actual 
shows an overspending of 17 per cent between the budget and the actual figures for 2001-02.  There has still 
been an increase of 7.2 per cent between the estimated actual and the budget.  Do you have some explanation for 
that? 

Mr HARRIS:  The substantial difference relates to the commission taking on additional responsibilities for a 
proposed appeals body in 2002-03.  It will be a much-expanded unit compared with the present process.  There is 
also an additional amount of money for an Aboriginal communities project to improve standards of planning in 
Aboriginal communities. 

[12.10 pm] 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Are you able to place a dollar figure on that additional work? 
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Mr HARRIS:  Yes, the additional appeals body will cost almost $1 million.  An additional $200 000 has been 
allocated for an appeals unit in the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and $200 000 for the Aboriginal 
communities project. 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  The third dot point under major initiatives on page 906 refers to the continued 
acquisition of lands required for the Perth to Mandurah passenger railway.  Will the parliamentary secretary 
expand on the current status of the land acquisition program, in particular how much land remains to be 
purchased and the estimated time frame for the completion of all land acquisitions? 

Mr HARRIS:  The Western Australian Planning Commission for some time now has been acquiring land along 
the proposed route of the Mandurah railway.  I cannot give a precise answer today on how much of that land has 
already been acquired, although it is a substantial proportion.  I could provide that detail as supplementary 
information, if that is appropriate. 

[Supplementary Information No 13] 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  The fourth dot point on the same page refers to the Peel deviation and Peel region park.  
I want to understand the current status of the land acquisition program for both the Peel deviation and the Peel 
region park.  Again, how much land remains to be purchased and what is the estimated time frame for 
completion of the land acquisitions? 

Mr FREWER:  The land acquisition program will take place under the Peel region scheme, which is currently in 
its final stage of preparation.  The Peel region park will be an extensive park including the foreshores of both the 
Peel and Harvey estuaries and the Serpentine, Murray and Harvey Rivers.  The commission agreed to instigate a 
major study to further define those boundaries, which will include existing crown land as well as other foreshore 
reservations that are proposed in the scheme.  The Peel deviation, which is the major link between the Pinjarra 
Road around to the southern part of the Harvey estuary linking back into the Old Coast Road, is in the early 
stage of acquisition given the nature of the scheme.  However, there has been agreement to some major 
intersection acquisitions in the Shire of Murray. 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  Dot point three under “Statewide” on page 904 refers to the commencement of the state 
coastal strategy.  Will the parliamentary secretary expand on the process involved and the rationale of the 
strategy?  Further, will the parliamentary secretary explain the relationship between the state coastal strategy and 
the state coastal statement of planning policy referred to in dot point five? 

Mr FREWER:  The state coastal planning program is a piece of work that has been done to review all of the 
initiatives that have been proposed for coastal planning.   

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I was referring to the state coastal planning strategy, not the program. 

Mr FREWER:  The state coastal planning strategy will determine the requirements for future management 
planning at a detailed level throughout the State of various coastal foreshore reserves, some of which have been 
the subject of plans in the past.  There is a need to pull together all of those plans to examine future planning 
requirements.  The coastal statement of planning policy is a specific instrument of the Western Australian 
Planning Commission that will deal with the nature and form of setbacks and the way in which their 
development will be handled in future.  The coastal SPP was released for public comment - the time for 
comment has now closed - and is currently subject to a review of submissions before being finalised. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  My first question relates to the output performance of the TravelSmart program on page 808.  
I note that the budget has dropped from $45 000 in 2001-02 to $22 000 in 2002-03.  Will the parliamentary 
secretary explain whether that is a policy direction that will reduce and then cut out TravelSmart or whether the 
program will continue to be expanded to other shires other than South Perth? 

Mr HARRIS:  The TravelSmart program has completed its exercise in South Perth.  A program has commenced 
to broaden the program through a number of other Perth suburbs.  I believe it is currently in operation in Vincent 
and Cambridge.  The program is currently being reviewed to examine whether the outcomes can be achieved in a 
less costly fashion than is currently the case.  It is a costly program to run with the direct marketing aspects that 
are attached to it. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  If the proposal to install televisions on Transperth buses goes ahead, will the revenue be used 
to offset fare rises; and if not, what will it be used for?  What is the estimated revenue from that proposal; will 
Transperth share in it; and what is its share?  Has the transport office undertaken an analysis of the financial 
benefits of the proposal and can it provide that analysis? 

Mr HARRIS:  I can answer the question in part about revenue.  Revenue will be retained by the Transperth 
network.  To the extent that the revenue will close the gap between the cost of operation and the revenue 
received, it will be partly used to offset fare increases, although clearly there will be insufficient revenue to meet 
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the full cost of the service.  I cannot answer on the precise amount of revenue to be generated and the other more 
detailed aspects of the question but I would be happy to provide that as supplementary information. 

[Supplementary Information No 14] 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  My next question relates to Bushplan. 

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  Which page? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Page numbers are helpful but are not essential. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I cannot remember the page it is on.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I am sure we can deal with it if the member would like to ask the question. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  This question is to the parliamentary secretary because it is more to do with policy and comes 
about from the Government’s commitment to conserve regionally significant bushland on government-owned 
sites.  Has the Government provided any money in its budget to enable it to prioritise the purchase of private 
bushland sites according to their ecological and social significance?  If not, when does the Government intend to 
make such an allocation?  If yes, how does that allocation compare with the allocations in the past three budgets? 

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  Bushplan is a $100 million program over 10 years.  Page 907 refers to $14 million 
under new works for the Planning Commission.  Did the question relate to previous expenditure? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I want to know how that compares with previous budgets. 

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  I can give an up-to-date figure but I cannot break it down into particular years.  To 
date, $14 million has been spent acquiring Bush Forever sites.   

[12.20 pm] 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  So there is $14 million in this budget.   

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  An amount of $14 million has been provided for this coming financial year.  Mr 
Harris may have more information on that. 

Mr HARRIS:  The allocation is there, should it be required.  As the parliamentary secretary said, the estimate for 
the total program is up to $100 million.  The allocation in the budget is our best guess as to the likely amounts 
that might be incurred.  A negotiation process is involved, particularly with respect to private land-holders, as is 
an evaluation process.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I refer to the capital works program on page 907 of the Budget Statements, and to the 
Government’s initiative for a $27 million offer for the northern Burrup, which amount I believe has now been 
substantially increased.  Firstly, what has that amount been increased to.  Secondly, in the light of the time frame 
put on that offer to the native title claimants, was that money to be allocated from the 2002-03 acquisition of land 
program, which has an estimated expenditure of $46.5 million?  What is the final offer that the Government has 
made to the Aboriginal claimants for the northern Burrup?  

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  My understanding is that the department does not have any responsibility for the 
issues raised by Hon John Fischer.  I believe that they are the responsibility of the Department of Land 
Administration.  There is no money in this department’s budget for those items because they are the 
responsibility of another department.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Is the parliamentary secretary suggesting that the questions need to be redirected to the 
appropriate minister? 

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  Yes. 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I believe that the offer the Government had made was in relation to the acquisition of the 
northern Burrup as a park.  Does that not come under the auspices of the Western Australian Planning 
Commission and its responsibility for park development? 

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  As I understand it, the funds that Hon John Fischer is referring to come out of the 
metropolitan region improvement fund.  They do not relate to the issues to which he is referring.   

The CHAIRMAN:  It is not for me to sort out where they come from, but there is some confusion in the 
Committee.  Is the metropolitan region improvement fund not a responsibility of the Department for Planning 
and Infrastructure or the Western Australian Planning Commission?  

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  That is where those funds come from.  Hon John Fischer is talking about things that 
are not funded by that.   
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The CHAIRMAN:  I misunderstood the parliamentary secretary, because that fund is the responsibility of the 
advisers and the parliamentary secretary.   

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  The matters Hon John Fischer has referred to are not. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Should they be redirected to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure?  

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  Yes.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Hon John Fischer has heard the reply.  It seems that those questions need to be redirected to 
the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in her capacity as the minister responsible for the Department of 
Land Administration.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I am sorry about the confusion.  My next question might also relate to another area.  
Given the environmentally and culturally sensitive nature of the Burrup Peninsula, why is the Western 
Australian Planning Commission not progressing with the development of the Maitland industrial site at 
Karratha rather than with the site at the Burrup?  

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  The development of the Maitland site is not the responsibility of this department.  I 
am not saying that the member’s questions are unworthy, just that they are not the responsibility of the 
department here today.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The Committee will not redirect those questions.  That will be the responsibility of Hon John 
Fischer in due course.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Thank you. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I refer to pages 814 and 815 of the Budget Statements.  My question relates to 
boating facilities and the work done on the littoral drift in Kalbarri.  I cannot find any mention of any funds 
being made available for Horrocks Beach, the Esperance land reclamation or the Kalbarri area.  I think $250 000 
was set aside each year for those works, but no funds have been set aside in this budget for boating facilities.  An 
enormous amount was previously set aside.  Has that project been completely shut down? 

Mr HARRIS:  The funding referred to by Hon Murray Criddle comes primarily out of the recreational boating 
fund, which takes contributions from recreational and commercial fishermen.  Those funds do not come through 
the appropriations, which is why they are not shown here. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Does that fund still exist and operate?  

Mr HARRIS:  Yes.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I refer to the references to Fastrak and bus operators on page 821 of the Budget 
Statements.  The budget estimate for those for 2002-03 is in the region of $231 million.  Do those funds reflect in 
the out years any community service obligation required for the railway to Mandurah? 

Mr HARRIS:  Yes.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Can you give me some idea of what that CSO rise would be in 2004-05, when the 
project will perhaps get under way?   

Mr HARRIS:  I do not have the precise breakdown between current debt servicing costs and new debt servicing 
costs, as they come on-stream.  That is what largely drives the increase, as well as additional operating costs 
because of new railcars, but I can provide the breakdown by way of supplementary information.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I ask for that information for the out years from 2003-04 onwards.  

Mr HARRIS:  They are, of necessity, estimates, because we do not know the exact draw down of borrowings 
against construction costs at this stage.  

[Supplementary Information No 15] 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I refer to the reference to school bus subsidies on page 821 of the Budget 
Statements.  I note that the budgeting increases quite substantially.  Has the State Supply Commission guidelines 
been met in the contracts that are to be written?  There is obviously a substantial rise.  How does that reflect in a 
return to the bus operators?  

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  The answer to the first part of the question is yes.  In relation to the second part of 
the question, the escalation reflects the contractual obligations to maintain the level of service that is consistent 
with the Guise task force recommendations.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Can I get a copy of those recommendations?  
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Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  I believe so.  If they are available, I will provide them. 

[Supplementary Information No 16] 

[12.30 pm] 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to page 802, under the heading “Major Policy Decisions”.  The line item for 
the Perth cycle network shows a continual reduction of funding of $1 million in the current year, and $1 million, 
$2 million and $6 million in each of the out years.  How much is left in that fund?  The regional airports 
development scheme line item shows a one-off expenditure of $2 million.  Is that all there is for that project?  
Does it have a future?  The forward estimates for the Western Australian Government Railways operating 
subsidy for the provision of service shows an amount of $7.9 million for 2003-04, rising to $14.9 million in 
2005-06.  What is the purpose of this subsidy?   

Mr HARRIS:  The adjustment for the Perth cycle network reflects a shift in the budget from the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure to Main Roads, as the deliverers of the program.  The funding has not changed, but 
the department is not in the construction business, and Main Roads is, so the money had been shifted across to 
Main Roads.  The $2 million in 2003-04 for the RAD scheme represents $2 million being put into that year 
which was not there before.  There is an allocation in each of the other years as well.  The amount in the final 
line item, for the subsidy to the government railways represents an addition to the operating subsidy for public 
transport, both rail and bus, in our budget, to reflect the operating costs compared with what was otherwise in the 
forward estimates.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Is it possible to provide a sum total of the amount by which the State of Western 
Australia subsidises the public transport system? 

Mr HARRIS:  It is provided in the Budget Statements, on page 821, which provides details of the subsidies, 
broken down between the various modes of subsidised transport.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I refer to page 912, under the heading “Details of Controlled Grants and 
Subsidies”, and the line items dealing with coastal zone management and coasts and clean seas.  The budget this 
year shows an allocation of just over $2.5 million, while in the three out years a figure of $500 000 is shown.  Is 
that the federal money that has come in for those programs?  If so, does that mean that the amount is being 
reduced by the federal Government, or that it is being slotted in by another agency?  If this is federal money, 
how much state money is being expended in those two programs this year, on a matching basis?  Are those 
community programs and community grants for rehabilitation programs in which the federal and state 
Governments and the community have been involved being scrapped?  

Mr FREWER:  The funding reflects the uncertainty about the future of the commonwealth contribution to the 
State for coasts and cleans seas and coastal care funding.  The changes resulted from the way in which the 
federal Government is dealing with the Natural Heritage Trust mark 2 funding.  There is still some debate about 
how that will be handled.  We have received no firm commitment from the Commonwealth in that respect, so the 
amount shown for the out years is the State’s contribution to that.  The State’s funding is secured for the period 
of the budget out years, and the grants will continue under that program for at least the State’s allocation of the 
funding, which is $500 000.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  On page 904, under the statewide initiatives for 2002-03, the fifth dot point refers 
to the release of the final state coastal statement of planning policy.  Obviously this has been released for public 
comment at the moment.  When does the parliamentary secretary expect that to be finalised as a firm policy of 
the Western Australian Planning Commission?  

Mr FREWER:  The final strategy is being subjected to public comment, and the comments are being analysed.  
We expect to get a final report to the planning commission in September or October this year.  

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I refer to page 906, under the heading “Major Initiatives for 2002-03”.  The third dot 
point under the subheading “Park Development” relates to a dual path linking Bardon Park with Mitchell Street 
in Mt Lawley.  Can the parliamentary secretary provide some brief details on that project?  

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  During the current financial year, the WAPC has completed the purchase of the 
foreshore land from the Mercy Hospital, at a cost of $896 000.  This will enable the extension of the dual use 
path from Bardon Park to Mitchell Street.  The WAPC also has $1 million available under the Swan greenways 
program to undertake foreshore rehabilitation and dual use path works at both Maylands and Belmont, upon the 
completion of management plans.  This was a state and federal Labor Government project under the building 
better cities program, which also included the urban revitalisation projects at East Perth, Subiaco, Ascot Waters 
and Bunbury.  This program has since been closed by the current federal coalition Government, but the State 
Government intends to complete the Swan greenways project.  
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Hon JON FORD:  Can the parliamentary secretary provide any evidence of the effectiveness of the north west 
shipping service subsidy?  

Mr HARRIS:  I do not have to hand details of the volumes or the type of cargo carried.  There has been a 
substantial increase over time, and as a consequence the amount of subsidy is less than it would otherwise have 
been.  If the cargo carried by the vessel on the service had been transported by truck, the cost to the community 
in unrecovered road costs and other matters would have been in the order of $1.4 million annually.  During the 
year the service spent $1.4 million on port-related services in the regions, which otherwise would not have been 
spent, $1.2 million on port authority charges, which go back into the community, and a further $100 000 in state 
tax and related payments.   

Hon LOUISE PRATT:  I refer to page 815, under the new works heading, and the line item relating to the 
accessible public transport upgrade program.  What types of works are associated with that?  It is listed under 
one of the key areas of work.  The third line item refers to the trial of three zero emission hydrogen fuel cell 
buses, and lists an expenditure of $7.8 million.  Could I have a cost comparison between fuel cell buses and other 
types of buses?  Is this a substantially more expensive program?  

[12.40 pm] 

Mr HARRIS:  At this time hydrogen fuel cell buses are substantially more expensive than current methods of 
transport delivery, as a result of their being experimental vehicles.  The approximate cost per bus is $2 million.  
Part of the reason for engaging in the trial is to see whether we can get to a point at which the price of hydrogen 
fuel cell buses is commercially attractive; namely, when a sufficient number of those buses can be put into 
commercial production.  At this time we do not have the comparative operating costs for hydrogen and either 
petrol, diesel or gas-fuelled buses.  The price depends largely on the method by which the hydrogen is generated.  
One of the other objectives of the experiment is to determine the best source of hydrogen fuel from both a price 
and an environmental point of view.  I do not have details about the first part of the question, but if there is a 
particular area in which the member is interested, we can provide either a briefing or additional information.   

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  My question is about land acquisitions.  It is a bit hard to pinpoint in the budget the particular 
one I am interested in, but it is in North Coogee in the area known as Port Catherine, where there is expected to 
be a clean-up of an industrial area that is planned to be urbanised.  Is the Western Australian Planning 
Commission taking a role in the planning for that area, and will it be setting up an authority similar to the 
Subiaco and East Perth Redevelopment Authorities to oversee the redevelopment of that area, as it seems to be 
rather developer-driven at the moment?   

Mr FREWER:  At this time the project is covered by a project agreement that was signed initially in 1997 and by 
a second agreement that was signed with a project developer in 2000.  Under the agreement the State, through 
the Western Australian Planning Commission, will enter into the decontamination of the land, the consolidation 
of the land and the passing on of the land.  The development will be done under the auspices of a consortium, 
with Australand Properties being the major player.  The project has been around for some time, as the member is 
aware, and the cost is being borne by a mix of the consolidated fund and the Western Australian Planning 
Commission. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  There is a much bigger area there than just that.  Will the Western Australian Planning 
Commission get involved in some sort of redevelopment plan for that whole region, given that a lot of the land 
north of that area - for instance, the site of the old power station - has been left out of this plan?   

Mr FREWER:  A planning strategy is being prepared for the North Coogee area that will incorporate the power 
station area, as well as a review of the industrial land to the north of the Port Catherine development.  That 
review is under way and will be released shortly.   
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I ask that the recreational boating facilities fund initiatives for this year be tabled, 
because I am a bit concerned about whether the Kalbarri dredging program is included.   
[Supplementary Information No 17] 
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  There is some concern about air services in my part of the world, and also further 
north.  What aviation subsidies are in place, and what initiatives are being taken for the airline industry in 
regional Western Australia?  I am referring to page 821. 
Mr HARRIS:  The State Government provides subsidies to air services on four routes: Broome-Derby, Broome-
Fitzroy Crossing-Halls Creek, Broome-Port Hedland-Karratha-Exmouth, and Perth-Kalbarri.  The subsidy to the 
Perth-Busselton-Margaret River service stopped in April 2001.  Some of those subsidies represent the budget 
allocation at this time.   
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Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  What is the intention of the Government and what initiatives has it taken with 
regard to the very important provision of air services into the north of the State in the future?   

Mr HARRIS:  A substantial review of air services policy across the State is under way, largely as consequence 
of the collapse of Ansett Australia last year.  The Government has appointed consultants to assist with that 
review, which commenced in March this year and is expected to be completed by September.  The Government 
will then take account of the findings of that review and make some decisions.  
Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  You mentioned the Perth-Kalbarri route.  Who is operating that service?   
Mr HARRIS:  No-one at this time. 
Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I refer to page 815, the trial of the three zero emission hydrogen fuel cell buses.  Is that 
trial being funded by way of a commonwealth grant, and when do you expect that trial to be completed?   
Mr HARRIS:  There is a commonwealth contribution to that program.  The trial will run for a two-year period 
from the time we first take delivery of the buses.  We hope that will be next year, but the buses are yet to be 
produced, so I cannot give an exact start time.   
Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  What is the percentage of commonwealth contribution?  
Mr HARRIS:  The rough percentages of contribution are one-third from the State, one-third from the 
Commonwealth and one-third from various companies and other institutions that are participating in the 
experiment.  That includes, for example, BP Australia Ltd, which is providing the fuelling facilities for the 
hydrogen, plus the contributions in kind from the various universities and other research institutes that are 
involved in the experiment.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The figure at the bottom of page 815 under commonwealth grants appears to be exactly 
the same as the cost of the trials.  What was the other two-thirds of that amount from the Commonwealth used 
for?  

[12.50 pm] 

Mr HARRIS:  I suspect that the amount from the Commonwealth is overstated.  The total cost of the trial is in 
the order of $10 million, taking into account the State’s contribution.  The buses are worth approximately 
$2 million each.  The state and commonwealth contributions and contributions from other parties amount to 
$10 million, which is a total of roughly one-third from each contributor.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I refer to statutory planning on page 899 under output 1.  The reason given for the 
decrease of 19.1 per cent in operating revenue is that interest received in 2002-03 is not expected to be as high as 
actual in 2001-02.  Where does the interest come from?  

Mr FREWER:  It is the interest received on the balance of the metropolitan regional improvement fund account.  
The current cash balances are relatively high because of the number of contingent liabilities that are waiting to 
be paid out.  On the expectation that they will be paid in the next financial year, the income received from 
interest will be lower than that received in previous years.  

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I refer to the fifth dot point on page 901.  Will the parliamentary secretary please 
explain the issues the policy seeks to address and whether the policy and guidelines will apply statewide or 
specifically to the metropolitan area?  

Hon GRAHAM GIFFARD:  My information is that it supports land use transport integration and statutory 
systems.  

Mr FREWER:  The development of the mixed-use policy is an important component of planning for the future.  
Traditionally, zoning has tended to be one dimensional in that it has allowed for particular use classes or single 
uses within zones.  There is a move towards trying to allow for increased mixes of residential and commercial 
usage, which will allow more flexibility in planning schemes in the future.  The present legislation and the 
regulations are fairly rigid.  This policy is designed to expand the scope of those policies to allow for more 
mixed-use development.  The aim is to have people living in close proximity to their work, which leads to 
benefits such as integration of transport and land use, reduced travel times and further environmental 
employment benefits. 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I refer to the last dot point on page 904 regarding drafting of a state remnant vegetation 
planning policy.  I understand some preparation has already commenced.  What works have been done to date?  
What further work is expected as part of that policy development?   

Mr FREWER:  The state remnant vegetation statement planning policy is one of a suite of environmental 
policies that will be prepared by the Western Australian Planning Commission to assist local governments to 
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make determinations about the way in which remnant vegetation matters will be dealt with in the future.  The 
State has put together a working group at a broader level, which is examining the way in which clearing and 
remnant vegetation will be handled, incorporating other agencies such as the Department of Environmental 
Protection, the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Conservation and Land Management.  This 
instrument will examine how the remnant vegetation policies can be applied throughout the State and how they 
will be then dealt with through town planning schemes.  

Hon ADELE FARINA:  Will the parliamentary secretary please expand on the state marine planning strategy 
referred to on page 904?   

Mr FREWER:  It relates to an initiative that will cover the State’s waters.  Present planning is related mainly to 
coastal areas, but because of the demands placed on marine areas for marine parks, aquaculture leases and access 
for shipping channels we need to prepare some broad guidelines to influence the way those decisions will be 
made in future.  The commencement of the state marine planning strategy will also sit reasonably well with the 
initiative by the Commonwealth to prepare an oceans policy.  

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I understand that more than 800 Mercedes buses are to be included in the bus fleet, among 
which will be a number of gas-powered buses, which caused problems when they were initially introduced.  
How many gas-powered buses have been purchased?  How many buses run on gas?  Are they run using direct 
fuel injection?  A trial of three different gas engines was supposed to be conducted by Advanced Engine 
Components.  Has the trial been completed?  Are the results available?  

Mr HARRISON:  Approximately 50 gas-powered buses are in the fleet.  From 2004 all new buses will be gas 
Euro 3 compliant; that is, compliant with Euro 3 Standards.  The AEC experiment involved applying AEC fuel 
injection technology to current gas engine technology.  That experiment has been completed successfully with 
all the buses achieving better than Euro 3 Standard performance.  They will be included in the fleet and a further 
21 buses will be converted using that technology and included in the fleet.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  What is the short, medium and long-term situation regarding land availability?   

Mr FREWER:  The Planning Commission has a number of instruments that deal with and monitor land 
availability.  At its broadest level, the metropolitan region scheme sets aside zones and reservations, including 
residential.  Approximately 20 000 hectares of land are zoned urban or urban deferred, which, in a macro sense, 
allows about 20 to 25 years growth.  That is at a regional level.  A number of those areas will be subject to more 
detailed planning, which will lead to further adjustment to those zones.  At a one to five-year level of planning, 
the Planning Commission also undertakes a metropolitan development program to determine how development 
will occur.  It does a survey of industry to ascertain where it intends to develop land and matches that with 
infrastructure requirements.  It is projected that approximately 50 000 lots will be required in Perth over the next 
five years.  The current system has adequate capacity to deal with those areas.  Notwithstanding that, certain 
areas have environmental, zoning and servicing issues associated with them.  Instruments such as the 
metropolitan development program for Perth and the country land development program for major towns 
throughout the State are the tools the commission uses to forecast land demand and availability.  It deals with 
them through the WAPC Infrastructure Coordination Committee. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 
 


