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Division 42:  Western Australian Planning Commission, $63 611 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan, Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr G.S. Martin, Director General, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr P. Frewer, Acting Deputy Director General, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr R. Kernahan, Director, Financial Planning, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr T.M. Hillyard, Manager, WAPC Land Asset Management, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr A. Jamieson, Executive Director, Operations, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr W. Ielati, Acting Chief Finance Officer, Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr R.D. Farrell, Principal Policy Officer, Office of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 

The CHAIRMAN:  This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard staff.  The daily proof Hansard will 
be published at 9.00 am tomorrow. 

The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which 
a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated fund.  This is the prime focus of the committee.  Although there 
is scope for members to examine many matters, questions need to be clearly related to a page number, item, 
program or amount within the volumes.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators that 
are included in the budget statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the estimates.  It 
is the intention of the Chairperson to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered and that 
both questions and answers are short and to the point. 

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking that the 
question be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this 
information, I ask the minister to clearly indicate to the committee which supplementary information she agrees 
to provide and I will then allocate a reference number.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek the 
minister’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee clerk by 17 June 2005, so that members 
may read it before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary information cannot be provided 
within that time, written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made available.  Details 
in relation to supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers and, accordingly, I 
ask the minister to cooperate with those requirements. 

I caution members that if a minister asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the 
question on notice with the clerk’s office.  Only supplementary information that the minister agrees to provide 
will be sought by 17 June 2005. 

I will allow further questions on a particular line if they are sought.  It will not be an opportunity for another 
question, unless it is on the same budget item, within reason.  Members may seek that if they wish.  I would also 
ask that after they have asked their question, members indicate if they wish to ask another question.  I do not 
intend to keep a list that is like War and Peace.  Members will get the call at the nod.  Before I proceed with the 
question, I understand that there might have been an informal agreement among members to start with division 
42.  I need the agreement of the committee that that is the case; otherwise, I will run through the divisions as 
listed.  I understand there was some discussion about this matter, and I want confirmation.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  This was designed to ensure two things: that opposition members - I am always 
very mindful of looking after their interests - would be available at the time most appropriate for them and also, 
of course, to minimise the amount of time that each group of public servants needed to be here. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Do I have the agreement of members that I can start at division 42?  As that is agreed, the 
question will be that the appropriation for division 42 be recommended.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  On page 708 relating to strategic planning, the total cost of service has risen significantly from 
the 2003-04 actual and the 2004-05 budget to an estimated actual in 2004-05 of $11.717 million and a budget 
estimate for 2005-06 of approximately the same amount.  There is a reason for that significant variation.  Could 
the minister explain that nearly doubling in two budgets? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  These are a raft of new projects.  I have made the point that I do not necessarily 
think that these budget papers are expressed in as clear a form as they could be.  It is part of the problem that we 
have getting transparent categorisations through Treasury.  One would have thought that this strategic planning 
would really focus on the job of actually doing planning, but it also includes a number of other things that are not 
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involved in the actual provision of planning services.  That is part of the reason that this answer will seem a bit 
bizarre.  First, these are some of the increased items: we have committed $2.5 million to the restoration of the 
foreshore at Leighton in front of the Leighton marshalling yards.  We have established a dialogue with the city 
communities program, which is basically a grants program to local governments to allow them to run local 
dialogues.  The figure is $800 000.  Part of our election commitment was to increase coastal zone management 
expenditure, and this has been increased by $100 000.  Some more items of expenditure more classically fit 
within the description of strategic planning, including increased expenditure on the regional planning schemes 
and an administrative expense allocation of $200 000.  The big increases there are the moneys that will be spent 
on the Leighton foreshore, the dialogue with the city grants that will go to local government and the increased 
expenditure for coastal zone management.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  Would the minister be able to list those by costings and project form? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I have just listed those.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  They do not add up to the difference.  The figures are $2.5 million, $800 000 and $100 000.  I 
am asking in order to expedite the proceedings. 

[2.10 pm]  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  There are increased allocations to south west Bush Forever of an additional 
$60 000.  There is an increase of $40 000 to the Pinjarra road reservation scheme, and an increase to the 
Nambeelup industrial area study, which accounts for almost $200 000.  Obviously, there will be increases in the 
cost of staff etc.  All the costs would be calculated into the figures.  The costs have been quite significant.  We 
have had to compete with the private sector to retain planning officers.  It is one of the pressures that government 
agencies face; they have skills sets that are sought after by the private sector.  Some of it is due to the increase in 
the number of staff and costs per staff as the government has entered into new agreements.  There are also costs 
associated with other schemes. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I refer to the first dot point listed under the environment at page 704, which refers to 
resource management initiatives of the Western Australian Planning Commission.  Will the minister advise of 
the WAPC’s investment in regional parks? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Since coming to government, we have continued a positive initiative, which was 
started by the previous government.  I make that point because it is important to understand that, when we were 
in opposition, we took a bipartisan view towards many planning initiatives, including Bush Forever.  This 
government has continued to support Bush Forever.  Last year $3.5 million was spent purchasing urban bushland 
from private landowners in the Perth metropolitan area under the Bush Forever initiative.  That has been a big 
item of expenditure.  The government has also spent $16.4 million purchasing land for eight regional parks in the 
Perth metropolitan area.  The land has been purchased from private landowners and are for parks such as 
Yellagonga, Beeliar and the Canning River.  The plan that has been mapped out for Perth over the past 40 to 50 
years has given it quality parkland.  The government is very keen to extend the plan to the Peel region and the 
south west if it could only get the same degree of bipartisanship that it extended when the schemes were started.  
The government has been able to spend $1.1 million on land acquisition for the Peel Regional Park and 
$1.6 million for regional parks in the greater Bunbury area. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I refer to the key efficiency indicators at page 710 of the Budget Statements, 
specifically the two line items for acquisitions within the approved range and disposals in excess of the reserve 
price.  The 2004-05 estimated figures are 97 per cent and 95 per cent respectively.  In 2005-06 they are both 
listed at 80 per cent.  Are there anticipated reasons or factors to account for the reduction in the index? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Is the member referring to acquisitions? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Yes, and disposals.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member should read what was targeted in last year’s budget.  The government 
targeted 75 per cent in each of the categories.  The government believes it performed much better than that.  In 
response, the government has increased the target rate to 80 per cent.  The target rate is increased five percentage 
points in order to set the bar higher.  Based on last year’s performance, we are confident we can meet the higher 
target. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  In the 2003-04 actual, the rates were 97 per cent and 100 per cent respectively.  The 
government is still below the target of 2003-04.   
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Yes.  The government occasionally achieves perfection but it has to be realistic that 
it cannot necessarily set that as an absolute.  The real story is that we are moving the target up and we will 
continue to do that if we have been able to perform within that range.  An 80 per cent target is pretty good. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I wondered whether any specific factor was at play. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  No.  As I said, we performed better than we had targeted last year so the target was 
increased this year. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to page 703.  The grand total for the 2004-05 budget is $55.291 million and the 
2004-05 estimated actual is $59.416 million.  That represents a 7.4 per cent increase over the budget.  Will the 
minister explain those figures?  I am trying to gain an understanding of the figure being over the budget allocated 
by the minister in 2004-05.  The member spoke to the member for Moore about increasing staff costs etc.  I need 
to understand if it is the reason behind this and where the budget process is going. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Sure.  This is not expenditure; this is the amount of money available to the 
commission.  Because of the booming economy, due in part to sound economic management, we had additional 
receipts into the metropolitan region improvement fund. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Are those extra receipts being spent? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  There is a surplus of approximately $5 million this year. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Is the surplus being carried over? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is not quite a question of it being carried over, because it is there.  It is not like 
money that is carried over in the consolidated fund when there must be Treasury approval to carry it over.  The 
fund can be spent only on things that are designated within the metropolitan region scheme legislation.  It is 
available for future years. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I thank the minister. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I require an update on the Network City planning strategy.  I would like to know 
how it will be implemented.   

[2.20 pm] 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I thank the member for the question.  It is pretty clear that there is very strong 
support across the community generally - within industry, the development profession, planners and most local 
governments - for the approach that has come out of the “Dialogue with the city”.  That process was very much 
about involving the public in the development of a planning strategy.  The strategy that has emerged is a vision 
of a multi-nodal, organic, interactive city in light of the history of the development of Perth - much of the very 
sound planning that has gone on before, and our corridor development.  The objective is to see how we can 
contain sprawl within a corridor formation, and that creates special challenges, but it allows for very specific 
opportunities.  The idea of interactive nodes of development along activity corridors will provide good insight 
for the future direction of Perth.   

We perhaps had not really targeted our grants program as well as we could have.  However, in this strategy, we 
must sign off on the final implementation plan, but we want to drill this down into dialogues at a local 
government level.  The grants program I spoke of earlier in response to the first question will be much more 
clearly focused this year on implementing those direct dialogues across the metropolitan area.  For that purpose, 
we include the fabulous area of Peel.  We want to implement some transit-oriented development that focuses on 
those areas in which there are real opportunities for developing vibrant town centres along activity corridors.  
We have already started that work at Armadale and Gosnells and, to some extent, at Bassendean.  There is much 
more opportunity for that across the metropolitan area from Claremont to Murdoch station, which will be a very 
exciting development.  The same applies to Mandurah and the development around the Mandurah transport 
network, the linkage of that along that corridor back into the centre of the town centre, and the town centre 
revitalisation.  Perhaps 40 potential transit-oriented developments around the metropolitan area have been 
identified that will give us an opportunity to drive this agenda.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I refer to asset management, on page 709, and acquisition and disposal, on page 710.  I 
am particularly interested in what is happening with the Heathcote lowlands.  The minister may remember that it 
was part of a 2001 agreement when the upper land was refurbished for $5 million.  There was some question 
about the lowlands being developed.  I believe the government has now decided not to redevelop the lowlands 
but to vest them with the City of Melville.  Will the minister bring me up to date on that issue?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The government has not given this issue any consideration.  We hope that by the 
end of the year we will have an opportunity to conduct whatever formal processes are needed to consider this.  
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Is the minister saying that no consideration has been given to vesting it in the council 
or has a decision not been made yet?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  This is not an urgent project; it is vacant crown land.  Nothing is turning on it at 
this time.  We are dealing with many other real and pressing issues.  This has not reached the top of the pile.  
Hopefully, by the end of the year we will have cleared the decks of other matters of greater importance and will 
have made a determination about it.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Will the determination be whether there will be development on the land or whether 
the land will be vested with the City of Melville?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  At the moment the land is under reservation.  I do not see that there is any urgency 
about this issue.  As I said, no-one has any proposals at this point to do anything with it at all.  It is government-
owned land that is under reservation.  When we get a spare moment or two we will consider it.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Will there be a battle at the end of the year to keep that land?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is not a matter that is being considered by government at this point.  

Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer the minister to the second dot point under “People and Communities” on page 703, 
which refers to the state sustainability strategy.  When will a new sustainability index be introduced to deliver 
energy savings into new homes?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I know that the member and the member sitting next to him are particularly 
interested in how we might better design our homes to achieve greater savings in energy and water.  We need to 
ensure that we develop better methods of calculating the sustainability of both subdivision designs and homes 
constructed on subdivisions.  We have been very much taken with the work done in New South Wales over the 
past few years with the introduction of its BASIX system - a sustainability index that sets targets for savings in 
both energy consumption and water consumption.  Very practical, tangible outcomes can be achieved.  To take 
this forward we have done a lot of work with people in New South Wales.  We have been developing the data 
appropriate for Western Australia because these things require a very real understanding of micro climates - 
climates for every area - so that we can calculate how a particular housing design would perform in certain 
environments.  The design and data that are appropriate for sunny Geraldton would not be appropriate for the 
cooler climes of, say, Albany.  We have been collecting a lot of data to underpin this system.  We have also said 
that we want to work very closely with industry to make sure it is cost effective.  Although some additional costs 
up front might be incurred, it can still be done in a very affordable manner.  Given the whole-of-life-cycle costs, 
in reality home owners will be saved substantial sums in meeting these energy and water efficiency targets.  
There is no doubt that the cost of energy and water over the next decade or two will increase quite considerably.  
If we continue to design housing that has absolutely no regard for energy and water efficiency, we will be 
building not only an environmental but also an economic nightmare for our community and the individuals in 
those homes.  Much of the design can be achieved without incurring extra cost.  In fact, the more energy efficient 
roofing type and colour is the cheaper option.  I urge members who want to see how this can be done in an 
affordable way to go and look at the excellent Elements project house, which was built by our good friend BGC, 
with LandCorp as the client, in Harvest Lakes.   

[2.30 pm] 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Further to the member for Geraldton’s question, some commentators have been saying 
that the energy efficient options for new homes may cost up to an additional $30 000.  Does the minister have 
any estimate of the cost of the modifications that will need to be made?  Although the minister did say earlier 
that those costs could be covered by the whole-of-life-cycle of the house, could the home builder or home buyer 
save money and make a profit in the long term rather than just cover those extra costs? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Some work still needs to be done to make those calculations.  However, from the 
calculations that we have done for the Elements house, we think it will cost an additional $15 000 to convert the 
basic project home into the more sustainable version.  The house will be able to be produced at around $170 000, 
which is certainly well within the average range.  The Elements house is certainly much healthier and has a 
greater flow through of air, and if it keeps performing in the way it appears to be performing, it will achieve an 
internal temperature of between 18 and 28 degrees all year round, without the aid of airconditioning or heating.  
That will mean a massive saving in electricity consumption for both individuals and the community.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I refer to page 710.  The third dot point under major initiatives for 2005-06 refers to the 
completion of the transport heritage centre at Whiteman Park, which, as the minister would know, was formerly 
in my electorate but is now neighbouring the area that I represent.  How is that project progressing, what is the 
current status of that work, and what is the total investment that will be made in that facility?   
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I thank the member for the question.  This project is very dear to the heart of many 
people in the WAPC.  We are refurbishing that centre.  In this current financial year we have spent $1.6 million 
on that project.  Another $200 000 has been budgeted for 2005-06 for further exhibition development and 
operation.  We hope to open the centre in October 2005.  This is a very worthwhile project, and even though the 
member is no longer the member representing this area, I know that the communities in the member’s electorate 
use Whiteman Park.  If we are to get a proper balance across Perth, we need to encourage more people to move 
into the eastern half of the city.  If we are to be successful in doing that, it is very important that we provide good 
quality regional facilities in the eastern half of the metropolitan area.  The transport heritage centre is a very 
positive project, and we look forward to the member joining us in October 2005 for the opening of that centre.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I refer to page 709.  The second last dot point under major initiatives for 2005-06 
refers to the preparation of a structure plan for the Binningup-Myalup area.  When does the minister anticipate 
that plan will be completed, and what sort of area are we talking about in size?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I will ask Mr Frewer to comment. 

Mr P. Frewer:  The Binningup structure plan covers the area to the northern end of Bunbury, as the member is 
aware.  The idea is to look at the current growth that Binningup is experiencing, and also try to balance out the 
growth requirements, albeit small, of the Myalup area.  A plan will be prepared in conjunction with the local 
community and the local council.  The Shire of Harvey has also budgeted $10 000 to make a contribution 
towards the structure plan, because of the growth that is being experienced on the coast.  We are still at the point 
of scoping that out.  The plan has not formally been commenced.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Is it anticipated that it will be completed this financial year? 

Mr P. Frewer:  We anticipate that a draft will be prepared by the end of 2005-06.  

Mr G. SNOOK:  I refer the minister to page 711, completed works, acquisition of land 2004-05 program.  I do 
not understand this newspeak accounting.  In 2004-05 the estimated expenditure was $50 040.  However, under 
new works, acquisition of land 2005-06 program, it is broken up into two figures; namely, regional land 
acquisitions and general acquisitions.  That appears not to have happened last time.  Am I correct in that 
assumption?  Can the minister outline where that is broken down in the other accounting statements?  I cannot 
see where it is shown.  I would be pleased to have an explanation of why there is no figure for new works under 
the columns for estimated expenditure to 30 June 2005 and estimated expenditure 2004-05.  Is this a new form of 
presentation?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I do not think there is anything terribly secretive about it.  It is just a style of 
presentation. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  Newspeak? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is not newspeak.  Under completed works, there is a description of what the 
money will be spent on; namely, regional land acquisitions, reserves -  

Mr G. SNOOK:  I want to know whether the procedures have changed from last year to this year.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I am prepared to provide the member, by way of supplementary information, with 
what the new works are estimated to be for 2004-05 in the various categories; namely, acquisition of land 
program, Perth’s Bushplan program, recreation reserves (area assistance scheme) program, and regional land 
acquisitions program.  Therefore, to ensure it is provided for the member in the same format, we will provide by 
way of supplementary information last year’s budget estimate broken down in those same categories. 

[Supplementary Information No A8.] 
[2.40 pm]  

Mr G. SNOOK:  Can it be identified where those moneys actually reside in the budget papers?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  What does the member mean by “actually reside”? 

Mr G. SNOOK:  They will not be in the income statements for obvious reasons. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member is asking about what was in last year’s budget papers. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I refer to this year’s. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  What is in this year’s budget is itemised.  The member said he wanted the 
equivalent figures for last year, and I have agreed to provide that information.  Therefore, I do not understand the 
second question.   
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Mr G. SNOOK:  I asked in my second question where this year’s new works are identified in the financial 
statements. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  To some extent, we cannot tell the member what the land acquisitions will be 
because we cannot look into a crystal ball and say we will buy land from Mr Bloggs and Mr Fanchino.  It will 
depend on the land settlements we negotiate.  We cannot list in advance all the things we will buy.  The member 
will probably appreciate that much land acquisition is triggered by property owners wanting to sell property that 
has been reserved or has been targeted as Bush Forever land.  Approaches are made to us by owners of land 
seeking that we purchase it from them, or they lodge a development application - 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I understand that. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We cannot tell the member the information in advance.  It must wait until it is 
allocated. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  Where is the money allocated as expenditure in either the cash flow statement or some other 
statements? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is allocated here as an expenditure item on this page. 

The CHAIRMAN:  If the member has a further question, he should ask it through the Chair.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  It is an ongoing question, Madam Chair.  I am trying to see whether the minister can get her 
staff to identify where the corresponding figures lie in the financial statements.  It is a simple question.  The 
minister refers to the program.  I want to know where the figures are found in the cash flow statements.  Where 
are they identified in outgoings or the balance sheet?  I tried, but I am afraid I could not pick them up. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The member is not trying to identify the source of funds.  We set out at the 
beginning of this division all the sources of income for the Planning Commission.  We then set out the things 
upon which that money will be spent.  The member should look at where the money is coming from, and then 
what it will be spent on. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  Is it correct that it will be the $54 million? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Yes.  Most of the land acquisitions will come from either the net appropriations or 
the metropolitan region improvement fund.  If the acquisitions are in the metropolitan area, they will come from 
MRIF.  Acquisitions in Peel or Bunbury will come from the consolidated fund.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I refer the minister to page 706 of the Budget Statements and to land-use planning and 
land-use implementation strategies.  Can the minister outline the government’s position on height restrictions 
along the Swan River foreshore, particularly regarding the government’s consideration of introducing legislation 
to restrict height development along the foreshore; and, if so, where that might apply? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The answer is no.  This matter is determined primarily by individual town planning 
schemes.  There are no plans to apply a policy to the foreshore.  Clearly, what is appropriate at South Perth is 
different from what is appropriate at Burswood.  It can be seen that the 20-storey development on Burswood 
peninsula has not met public angst.  In other areas - Applecross, for example - such development would not be 
appropriate.  The government has no proposal to have a uniform approach on the foreshore. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to asset management on page 709, which refers to the acquisition and disposal of 
properties.  Under the heading “Reason for Significant Variation”, it reads -  

IFRS requirement to report gain/loss on disposal of assets on a net basis. 

Is it possible for members to have data on the purchase and sale of those parcels of land so they can keep an eye 
on what is happening with land acquisition and the sale of land acquired but not needed for regional open space 
or rail or road reserves?  Is a list available for scrutiny? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Can the member be more precise?  A list of what? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  What is IFRS?  That is the first question. 

Mr W. Ielati:  The international financial accounting standards that have just been introduced. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  If the report is on the loss and gains of government assets acquired or sold in the 
acquisition-type process - 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I think I know what the members means.  I just need to clarify this matter with our 
personnel.  The member asks whether this netting out occurs on individual properties, whereas I suspect it is 
netted out globally.  We will ask the officers.  Who is the expert on this matter? 
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Mr W. Ielati:  I think I understand the question. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I want to clarify: the member wants to know whether the new standards refer to 
individual properties.  Therefore, is it the net proceeds of property or the aggregation of what is spent to acquire 
the property and what is gained from the sale? 

Mr W. Ielati:  It is the profit or loss on the disposal of property that is brought to account, not the purchase price 
or the selling price.  Therefore, the new standards require that one reports the profit or loss on the individual 
transaction for the sale of the property.  I think the question is whether the schedule applies to properties sold and 
the price involved.  Certainly, the standards do not apply in that regard.  It is just the aggregate and the difference 
between the sale price and the purchase price. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  What is the difference between the purchase price and sale price and profit and 
loss? 

Mr W. Ielati:  Basically, it is the price in the books.  Therefore, it refers to the historical cost for the property.  If 
the property is sold above that cost, it becomes the profit for the sale.  That would go into the operating statement 
as a profit. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  For example, if Mr Smith had his property resumed under the greater Bunbury regional 
scheme, and he agreed to undertake that process, but only half the property was needed for the public open space 
and some land was left that could be sold, would it be possible to get information for each of those individual 
transactions? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  It is important to understand that with regional open space and road reserves, the 
government only ever buys the entire property rather that half the property at the election of the landowner.  For 
example, we do not need all the properties for stage 2 of the Albany ring road.  However, a number of property 
owners indicated that they wanted us to buy whole properties.  They required the government to buy all of their 
properties when the government did not want all of the properties; therefore, the suggestion that there is 
something improper about disposing of the rest of it at the best possible price is nonsensical.  We only ever 
acquire more than we need at the election of the landowner.   

[2.50 pm] 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I agree with what the minister is saying.  However, are those individual transactions open to 
scrutiny?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I will ask the member for Merredin to put that question on notice.  I want to be 
clear about exactly what information the member wants.  It could be that in considering this question an 
enormous amount of work is required.  If the member puts the question on notice, I will determine what 
information we can provide.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I refer the minister to the capital works program on page 711 of the Budget Statements, 
which deals with the acquisition of land under the metropolitan region scheme and the continuation of the Bush 
Forever project.  Wireless Hill Park was meant to be listed as part of that project, although it does not need to be 
acquired.  I am not sure what is involved in its becoming listed.  What is the status of the listing of Wireless Hill 
Park?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The money set aside for acquisition is set aside for the acquisition of privately 
owned property; we do not buy our own property.  The Wireless Hill land is government owned; therefore, we 
will not buy it.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Further to that, several blocks in Perth are meant to be listed as part of the register, 
including Wireless Hill Park.  What protocol is being followed?  When is Wireless Hill Park likely to officially 
be put on the register?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I gather that it is already on the register.  We are now creating a metropolitan 
region scheme amendment that documents all the land that has been designated as Bush Forever.  That has been 
released for public comment.  We expect to finalise the report in the next couple of months.  That will determine 
quite clearly and once and for all the Bush Forever land.  It will also provide statutory protection for that land 
through that mechanism of the metropolitan region scheme amendment.   

The appropriation was recommended.   
 


