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Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority— 
Ms S.E. Winton, Chair. 
Ms R. Saffioti, Minister for Planning. 
Mr K. Kinsella, Chief Executive Officer. 
Mr M. Reutens, Executive Director, Commercial and Business Service. 
Mr S. Henriques, Executive Director, Project Delivery. 
Mr D. McFerran, Principal Policy Adviser. 
[Witnesses introduced.] 
The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
the following day. 
Members may raise questions about matters relating to the operations and budget of the off-budget authority. 
Off-budget authority officers are recognised as ministerial advisers. It is the intention of the Chair 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. I ask the minister to clearly indicate what 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 principal clerk by Friday, 29 September 2017. 
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 through the online questions system. 
I call the member for Carine. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I refer to the heading “Scarborough Beach Redevelopment Area” on page 165 of budget 
paper No 3. I note that the Scarborough Beach redevelopment area’s funding will be reduced by $9.3 million due 
to the cancellation of previously planned road extensions. Given this funding was due to come from the draft 
developer contribution plan, can the minister advise where these funds will be relocated? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That funding was not coming from developer contributions, it was an appropriation, as 
I understand, and that appropriation has been reduced. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: As per the previous Minister for Planning’s media statement on 17 November 2016, the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority was instructed to investigate alternative options for the road extensions. 
Were any solutions identified; and, if so, why are they not being progressed? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We continue to engage with Main Roads and other agencies about access to that key site. We 
are currently confident that the current access will accommodate the traffic, but we will continually engage with 
Main Roads on that particular intersection. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The Reserve Street car park was identified as a portion of government-owned land that 
could be sold to fund the project. Is this still being considered by the MRA for this purpose? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will refer to the chief executive. 
Mr K. Kinsella: That program is still underway, and we have been preparing subdivision plans for that site. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Will the Reserve Street car park be sold to fund other government projects, or is the money 
to be reinvested back into the Scarborough Beach project? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will refer that to the chief executive. 
Mr K. Kinsella: The funds from the sale of the Reserve Street car park have been quarantined to be spent at 
Scarborough, and the cabinet decision was about retaining that money to be spent in the delivery of the master 
plan for the Scarborough Beach redevelopment project. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Does the withdrawal of the $9.3 million have any effect on the City of Stirling’s 
contribution, given there was a memorandum of understanding about this project? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Not as far as I know, no. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Will the withdrawal of the funding affect the expected project completion date of April 2018? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Not at this stage. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: When are the Scarboro Surf Life Saving Club facilities anticipated to be finished? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: April 2018. 
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Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Has a management agreement been finalised regarding the third storey of the surf club 
building? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am advised that that is an issue between the City of Stirling and the surf club. 
[7.20 pm] 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Obviously, the management of that will be the council’s area. Areas have been set aside for 
the development of additional cafes, bars and restaurants in the foreshore area. Is the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority considering giving the existing local businesses an opportunity to recover from the works program prior to 
selling off land or leases in the precinct? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not think that we will purposely delay any works at Scarborough, but it must be noted 
that we have offered a disruption allowance to businesses in that area. I note that the City of Stirling has also 
offered some assistance to existing businesses. I think that our level of assistance, plus that being offered by the 
City of Stirling, will assist in that transition, but I do not think we will artificially delay other outlets, because 
I suspect that would significantly impact the business cases. 
Mr K. Kinsella: The way that expression of interest for the development of those extra food and beverage outlets 
in front of the beach has progressed means that there will be a lag between when the beachfront and the surf club 
opens and when the restaurants are built. We are providing, basically, the plinth for those buildings to be built on. 
We are at market at the moment. We have some good people tendering for that. We probably have two very good 
competitive bids. The idea is that the bidders will build the buildings and then they will be tendering to them. 
I imagine that given the time frames involved, there will be at least a 12-month relief period for the local businesses 
while these new businesses get established. Therefore, there will be a break between the two. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Are the current business owners still in need of further assistance as a result of the works 
happening there? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are very confident that the level of assistance we have provided, together with the similar 
level of support that has now been offered by the City of Stirling, should be sufficient. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Will the state government ensure that a liquor accord is put in place to manage the conflict 
between residents, businesses and patrons? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I would probably have to refer that to my good friend the Minister for Racing and Gaming. 
Ultimately, it will be a tourism precinct. We want vitality and for it to be an attractive place to go. I may refer that 
to the Minister for Racing and Gaming in his capacity. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: At this stage, the minister does not see a need for one. It should be fine. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We would hope not. We would hope that after the government invests all this money, we will 
get some really great positive active outcomes from that development. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Obviously, we know that the Scarborough beachfront in prior years had some really 
serious problems with alcohol and violence. Has the history of that area been factored in to ensure that when 
families go down there, they are not confronted with alcohol-fuelled violence on the beach? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have been advised that a strategy has been put together to help facilitate that. Ultimately, it is 
up to people to act responsibly. We really need to continue to create a culture in which people can drink responsibly 
and enjoy themselves, but not interfere with the enjoyment of families and other members of the community. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I refer to the draft development contributions plan. Can the minister outline what 
percentage the development contributions plan is of the total, how it was put together, how much the developers 
around the area contributed and its current status? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What does the member particularly want to know? 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I was involved in a project some decades ago and the developers were very keen and 
happy to put in a contribution. A formula was worked out based on the land area and the size of the building and 
what percentage they might put in. It came up with an amount of money and that helped assist with how much the 
government and the council would put in. I am trying to get a handle on the total cost of the project and the various 
components, in particular focusing on the developer contributions and how they may vary depending on the 
developers. It might be related to the size of their land or the size of their development. I am sure Mr Kinsella will 
have an idea. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will make some initial comments. The draft development contributions plan was prepared 
under the previous government and, as I understand, it is also based on the value of the development in respect of 
size and scale. In a sense, it is pretty much a form of capturing some of the value that is being created through 
council and government investment. As I understand it, the DCP is based on the scale of the development. Those 
funds are used to help fund some of the public works across the Scarborough development scheme area. I will 
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refer to the chief executive, who can give the member more detail on how the development contributions plan was 
developed. 
Mr K. Kinsella: The City of Stirling had in place a development contributions plan, so we are making adjustments 
to the City of Stirling DCP. It is based on the new master plan for Scarborough in terms of the density that is 
allowed under the new plan; it is done on a square metre basis on a lot, depending upon what it can carry. For 
example, a two-storey building to a height of eight meters would be paying something like $16.82 a square metre. 
That ranges through to 12 stories, 43 meters, at a cost of just on $100 a square metre. Essentially, when we did the 
calculation, we took out the state government’s allocation into the development area. We accepted that that was 
a contribution made by the state as an effort to reboot redevelopment, so we are not seeking reimbursement from 
the state government’s allocation, but we are seeking to raise some money to put back over time for the 
City of Stirling. One of the issues is how long the scheme would stay in place, or, once the MRA normalises and 
leaves Scarborough, when we would transfer the scheme back to the City of Stirling. At this stage, the City of 
Stirling would like it to stay in place and transfer back to it because it is trying to recoup money that it has spent 
on the foreshore development and the swimming pool facilities it has built. At this stage, the total scheme recoup 
cost is looking to be around $29 million.  
[7.30 pm] 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Can Mr Kinsella outline the flow of the $29 million from when the developer gets 
approval and completes the development? When will that stream of money flow and is it predicted roughly when 
it will come through? 

Mr K. Kinsella: I do not have that with me, member for Nedlands. The issue is that we are not seeing a lot of 
development through the whole redevelopment area because it is something like 100 hectares. I do not have the 
cash flow with me, but we expect it to have a time line of 15 years at least, so it is quite substantial. We do not see 
a lot happening in the early stages until the beachfront is secured and finished. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: As part of the last answer, the minister said she had a strategy for dealing with the liquor 
and violence issues. I am wondering what that strategy is. Can she explain it? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have been advised that it is a liquor licensing strategy in relation to licensing premises and 
getting the balance right between those spaces to make sure we get the right mix. But the specific approvals will 
be subject to the minister and to the Director of Liquor Licensing. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Is it basically the standard approach applied to every other area, precinct or venue; is there 
nothing new there? Are the same standards in place; is there nothing new? I suppose it is a standard strategy. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think when projects are done in a development area we should look at it from a precinct basis. 
As I said, I like precinct planning so that we can step back and look at the whole mix of the tenancies and ultimately, 
hopefully, we will get the right mix of tenancies to make sure that there is not too much of any one thing. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I refer to the inner-city college under “Election Commitments” on page 165 of budget 
paper No 3. I note that the MRA will spend an additional $6.6 million in the 2017–18 budget to undertake statutory 
planning, project planning and site works to prepare the inner-city college site for construction. I understand that 
is the new school in my electorate of Nedlands alongside Subiaco. Can the minister advise the scope of this plan 
and when it will be released? I think it will have urban development around it. Can she give me an idea when that 
might happen? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Sure, member. A lot of my colleagues are envious of the amount of education spending in the 
member’s electorate. This is a really exciting project, first of all, due to the proximity of this area to some good 
public transport, particularly the rail line, and its proximity to key areas of significant population growth, 
particularly the population growth of young people and the significant growth we have seen in probably the past 
five years in many of the inner-city primary schools—for example, the West Leedervilles, the Highgates and the 
Mount Hawthorns. The ability to take pressure off some of those high schools, particularly the three—
Churchlands, Shenton Park and Mount Lawley—is very exciting. In developing the proposal, we looked at the 
MRA. As the member will be aware, the MRA is already active in Subiaco around the Australian Fine China site 
and up the road, it was part of the strategy for—I was going to say the “old” PMH site, but it is not quite old 
because it is still there—the PMH site. We met with the City of Subiaco very early on, before we made the 
announcement, to talk about partnering with the city and about what is known as the Kitchener Park site and how we 
can redevelop that whole area to get a very good education and planning land-use outcome for the entire community 
and the City of Subiaco. There is a significant challenge in coming years as the home of football changes from 
Subiaco to the new Perth Stadium. I know that businesses are very concerned about the impact it will have on local 
trade. The prospect of delivering, potentially, an up to 2 000-student school to the doorstep of Rokeby Road 
businesses and local businesses more generally is something I think the community is quite excited about. 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: I am very happy, as the local member, that the school will be built there. I discussed it 
with the City of Subiaco three years ago and it has been on the backburner for three years. I think the City Beach 
school probably should have gone first, but this would have been my next school. 
My question is about the funds expended, under the minister’s portfolio of Planning, on the previous 
Education Central idea. Can the minister advise how much expenditure was incurred for the previous location in 
Education Central? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Some preliminary work was done, probably costing in the tens of thousands, if that. Most would 
have been done through the Department of Education, so I would refer that matter to the Minister for Education. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: I want to know how much the minister spent on planning. That is the question: was $2, 
$5, $10 000 or $1 million spent on planning? It was going to be located at the central busport, a key MRA project, 
so I am sure some expenditure was incurred. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There might have been some initial costs, but we might provide that by way of supplementary 
information. 
The CHAIR: Will the minister clarify the information to be provided. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: By way of supplementary information, we will provide the expenditure on the concept of the 
inner-city school on the Perth City Link site. 
[Supplementary Information No B37.] 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I refer to page 653 of budget paper No 2 and the works in progress in the MRA’s asset 
investment program. In last year’s budget the estimated total cost of the Armadale redevelopment area was 
$167.2 million. This year the total estimated cost of the project is $79.2 million. Can the minister explain what has 
been cut out of this project to reduce the cost by so much? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: One of the challenges of the MRA budget is the ability to make it financially sustainable. As 
part of the budget process some savings were identified across the MRA. This is a work in progress, so we are 
looking at all the redevelopment projects and how they interact with the consolidated fund and other issues in 
relation to the internal cash flow. Some savings were identified for projects that were not currently under contract. 
But we are continually monitoring that and we will reconsider all these issues as part of the midyear review and 
the budget process for next year. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Is the minister saying there was not a project plan or a brief for the Armadale 
redevelopment area that had progressed to a stage of development? Was it just changed? It has been cut back by 
almost $100 million so, obviously, a lot of things will not be done that were planned for the Armadale 
redevelopment area. 
[7.40 pm] 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think it was primarily in relation to the Forrestdale business park. As I said, some items were 
not under contract that were identified as savings or, more generally, works identified as savings. One of our 
challenges is to look at the MRA’s activities. We looked at some of the works being undertaken, particularly in 
Forrestdale, and land assembly. We identified some savings at that point. This is a work in progress to try to make 
the MRA financially sustainable. This commentary is more about the structure of the MRA when it was 
established. It is a mix between a government trading enterprise and a general government agency and, as a result, 
it has not received the consolidated fund appropriations that a general government sector agency would receive 
and it does not have the commercial abilities that a LandCorp would have. It has been a mixture of an organisation 
and, as part of looking at the structure of the MRA and putting it on a financially sustainable footing, that has 
meant that some savings have been made in that budget in the interim. We are looking at a whole program of 
works. We are also looking at industrial and commercial land across the sector. As the member would know, 
government is active and involved across a number of agencies directly or indirectly through LandCorp, through 
the state development commissions and other agencies, and, of course, the MRA. We are trying to arrive at a better 
outcome and are looking at that concept, of course, also in relation to the Industrial Lands Authority. All of these 
things are currently under review. Although some savings have been made in this budget, we still want to deliver 
on the outcomes; it is just a matter of how we deliver them in upcoming budgets. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Because there is a figure of $1479.2 million, I assume that the minister knows where that 
money is going to be spent, or is that figure just a global figure that has been allocated and the government is going 
to work out the project from there, or has some planning been done to link that back to the $79.2 million? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Some expenditure links back to the $79 million, but in land development it is about the scale 
of the works. It is a lot about land assembly, infrastructure provision and minor works to facilitate development. 
All of that can be scaled up and down depending on not only the market demand but also the availability of funds. 
Ideally, we want to go as fast and hard as we can, but we are driven by a number of factors—including by what is 
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happening in the market and the capital base or expenditure expectations. Like most land redevelopments, this 
project is scaleable. Any private sector developer knows that projects are scaleable depending on demand and the 
ability to access capital. 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Based on the fact that it is scaleable, what minimum skeleton is being worked on? What 
things have been cut out and what is the bare minimum for the project so that it come in at $79.2 million? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will continue to spend money on the Forrestdale Business Park and facilitate some new 
developments. Wungong Urban is a continuing project. For example, we will be spending $5 million in 2017–18 to 
continue the development of Wungong Urban. We will continue to fund those types of projects. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: Previously, there was a $167.2 million scope of project and there would have be some 
itemised activities and elements of the project that have now been scaled down to $79.2 million. Can the minister 
provide the two itemised lists—the $167.2 million list of itemised elements of the project and the reduction in 
those to the $79.2 million. There are two lists. I get the idea that some of those elements can be scaled down, but 
can you assign which elements are scaled down, what the cost was and what the cost is now is in a simple 
spreadsheet? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We may be able to provide some high-level advice. 
Mr W.R. MARMION: That is what I am after—high level advice on the major block-scope elements that make 
up the $167.2 million amount. Some elements may have been taken out—I understand that that happens—or some 
elements may have been scaled down. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As supplementary information, we will provide high-level aggregates in relation to the change 
between the 2016–17 forecast and the 2017–18 estimate. 
[Supplementary Information No B38.] 
Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: By way of supplementary information, can the minister provide details of the variances 
between the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement and this budget for the works in progress of the MRA? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not think it was mentioned in the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I am sure that those projects would have been in there. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What page of the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement is the member referring to? 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: I do not have it here, unfortunately. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not think they were referred to, because the Pre-election Financial Projections Statement 
is a financial update; it is not a budget so it would not have broken down these key projects. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: As part of the answer to the question about the Armadale redevelopment, the minister 
mentioned the Wungong Urban project. Is that part of the Armadale development? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is part of the Armadale development. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The works in progress list the separate projects. The Armadale and Kelmscott 
redevelopment works is listed as a $79.257 million project and the Wungong Urban is listed as a $237.930 million 
project. Can the minister clarify that, please? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will provide the separation by way of supplementary information. 

The CHAIR: Can the member please clarify what information is going to be provided? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: In addition to the high-level aggregates that show the difference between the 2016–17 budget 
and the 2017–18 estimate, we will include not only the changes in the Armadale and Kelmscott redevelopment 
works but also the Wungong Urban works. 

[Supplementary Information No B39.] 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Can the minister also provide supplementary information on what is scaled down for the 
Midland redevelopment area as well as the Perth City Link project? I know the Perth City Link is only about 
$15 million. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not understand the scaling down concept. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: The government was going to spend $234.9 million on the Perth City Link and now has 
budgeted $219.8 million—that is $15 million less than was going to be spent—and it has budgeted about 
$20 million less on the Midland redevelopment. Again, things must have been scaled down. I just want to know 
what is being built or what is going to be put there, and what is going to be done in the future. The extra bits are 
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for the future. As the minister said, not everything can be done now so it is being scaled back, but for both the 
Midland area and the Perth City Link, some things must have been put on hold. Could the minister list what was 
put on hold for the Midland area to arrive at that $20 million? What has been scaled down? Can she also provide 
what has been scaled down for the Perth City Link project? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not understand the premise of the member’s question. If he is referring to another 
document, what is it? 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Last year’s budget allocated $65 million to the Midland redevelopment area. It is 
$45 million in this year’s budget. That is a $20 million reduction between last year and this year for the Midland 
redevelopment area. Again, I assume something was scaled down, whatever it might be. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We can provide some information on the difference between the 2016–17 forecast estimated 
total cost compared with the 2017–18 forecast estimated total cost for the Midland redevelopment area. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: What about the Perth City Link project? That is only $15 million. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not think there have been any significant changes. 

Mr A. KRSTICEVIC: Unless it is coming in under cost. Is it coming in under cost? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Hopefully, it is. 

[Supplementary Information No B40] 

[7.50 pm] 

Mr W.R. MARMION: On page 653—the same page—it mentions the Elizabeth Quay redevelopment works and 
that the total estimated cost is $418.9 million. In terms of the revenue that has come from the sale of land in that 
development, how close has the authority got to the $418 million capital cost that has been expended? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have a figure on forecast but I do not have a figure of what has actually been collected. 
I might take that by way of supplementary information about the lands and the actual revenue received so far on 
Elizabeth Quay blocks. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Before you provide that, my next question was to be about the revenue to date: what 
outstanding land has not been sold and what is the estimate for that? I want to get a bit of a picture of the value 
around that. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: By way of supplementary information, we will provide a list of land sales so far, and a list of 
the blocks that have not been sold. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: And their current value? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That is a bit tricky. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The minister can just get the Valuer-General to give her a figure. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member does not want us to sell ourselves short does he? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: No, just give me the figure. 

[Supplementary Information No B41.] 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I am going to ask a question about the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: We have one from the country! 

Mr R.S. LOVE: It is pretty good, but I do have land in Perth too, member. I refer to part 22 on page 653. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Pardon? 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I think the minister is on the page. There is only one page in the volume that I can see that refers 
to it. The first sentence states — 

The Authority will continue to transform and redefine key areas, including the delivery of major 
redevelopment projects, across the Perth metropolitan region. 

In the minister’s answers to the member for Carine around issues to do with the Armadale and Kelmscott 
redevelopment, she spoke about reviewing a whole range of things to improve the way the Perth Metropolitan 
Redevelopment Authority operates and the effect it has on the area. I am wondering whether the minister would 
care to review one of the things mentioned in the first sentence—the definition of Perth metropolitan region? Has 
any consideration been given to extending the redevelopment tax—what is it called? 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The metropolitan region improvement tax. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Has any consideration been given to extending the MRIT to areas like Mandurah, Dawesville 
and Peel that, to the casual observer, form part of the metropolitan area and no longer differentiate themselves as 
country? At some stage, will there be a view to redefine that and include some of those areas in the metropolitan 
area, thereby capturing some extra income and putting the development of that area in the hands of a competent 
authority such as the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Well, well, well! I am glad the member for Mandurah is not here because the member for 
Moore has just suggested that we take Mandurah out of regional Western Australia and put it into the metropolitan 
area. I do not think it would be worth my while if I ever tried to do that with the member for Mandurah sitting next 
to me in the Parliament. We have no plans to revise the metropolitan boundaries. I know that there has always 
been this debate about Mandurah, but we are content with the metropolitan boundaries. We have a big job. We are 
a no excuse, blue-collar government getting on with the job; that is basically what we are. We have a lot of 
developments across the state and the regions and we have no plans to change that metropolitan boundary. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: The minister does not necessarily have to change the boundary, but impose a levy on those areas 
to pay for some of the infrastructure that is required for them to be part of a modern city. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I understand it, the previous government proposed a regional improvement tax, member. 
If the member thought it was a good idea, he could have introduced it. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Specifically for that area—that is, to the metropolitan area. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The previous government had budgeted an entire regional improvement tax, as I recall, in its 
initial throw. I think that the 2015–16 budget contained a new tax that the previous government had proposed and 
put into its budget. But it is not something that I am looking at. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: That is certainly something that the minister would not want to see expand beyond the physical 
city boundary, which goes past Mandurah. Okay. I have no more questions. 

The CHAIR: That completes the examination of the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority. Thank you, minister, 
advisers and members. 

[8.00 pm] 
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