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Division 12:  Agriculture Protection Board of Western Australia, $3 091 000 - 
Mr P.B. Watson, Chairman. 

Mr A.D. McRae, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr I.G Longson, Director General, Department of Agriculture. 

Mr M. Marsh, Executive Director, Corporate Services, Department of Agriculture. 
Mr R.J. Delane, Acting Executive Director, Policy and Business Services, Department of Agriculture. 
Mr R. George, Manager, Strategic Analysis, Natural Resource Management, Department of Agriculture. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  This is a fair indication that we have not allocated anywhere near enough time for 
agriculture, which generates 11 or 12 per cent of the state’s income.   
I refer the parliamentary secretary to the service and appropriation summary on page 234.  Is the government still 
considering introducing an animal and pest rate, from the proposed regional model for better animal and pest 
management? 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I will refer that question to Mr Longson.  
Mr I.G. Longson:  The member will be aware that a rate mechanism is already available in the pastoral area.  I 
assume he is referring to a plan to introduce such a rate into the agricultural areas in the south west land division.  
It has been mooted to provide the same mechanism to the agricultural areas, but at this stage there is no firm 
proposition.  There has been some discussion with the industry bodies - the Western Australian Farmers 
Federation and the Pastoralists and Graziers Association in particular - about the so-called regional model, as the 
member will recall from last year.  At the moment, they have indicated that their priority is an industry funding 
mechanism on a fee-for-service basis to deal with pest and disease issues, which they see as more imperative.  
They wish to come back and talk about rating mechanisms later.  In the meantime, there will be moves to make 
the pastoral rate system more flexible, so that it can be more locally determined than it currently is.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  What is the status of the state weed plan?  

Mr I.G. Longson:  I will refer that question to Mr Delane, but my understanding of the state weed plan is that it 
sits in abeyance also awaiting that funding mechanism.  I will defer to Mr Delane, who is much closer to the 
issue.  

Mr R.J. Delane:  The state weed plan was developed as a roadmap for all parties, including government, to deal 
with weed issues.  It was a joint committee involving community, industry and government parties.  It did not 
specifically allocate funding, and the government has implemented one of the principal recommendations - the 
formation of a state weed committee.  This has been formed under the Natural Resource Management Council.  
That committee guides the work of the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management, and has a significant role in directing communications programs.  A significant proposal has been 
developed for improved funding for public and private lands.  That is still being considered at departmental 
level, as is the regional model, which was a department-Agriculture Protection Board proposal, for which the 
government gave approval for consultation with industry.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I refer the parliamentary secretary to page 236 and the second dot point of the major 
achievements.  Wild dog numbers are high, particularly in the southern and south east areas of the state.  I am 
glad the department refers to them as wild dogs and not dingoes.  My understanding is that the government’s 
baiting program has been reduced.  Instead of baiting twice a year the government is looking at baiting once a 
year.  Will the parliamentary secretary say whether that is a fact; and, if it is a fact, why is it occurring? 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I will get Mr Delane to provide a little detail on that.  A complex range of organisations and 
authorities have been involved with this program for quite some time.  The state, through the Department of 
Agriculture, spends $2.1 million a year on wild dog eradication.  We have sought to establish wild dog-free 
buffer zones.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Could the parliamentary secretary ask Mr Delane to give us a rundown of what has 
happened generally with the whole wild dog issue?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Does the member wish him to do that now?  It might take up the rest of the session? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is a pretty important issue.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  It is very important.  I just wonder whether we might give the member a briefing note on it. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That would be good.  With your kind indulgence, Mr Chairman, I indicate that there have 
been a whole lot of proposals, including a $30 million barrier fence.  There is no doubt that sheep and cattle 
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losses have been extreme.  There are also other matters such as crown land.  Perhaps the parliamentary secretary 
could give us a briefing note and Mr Delane could give us a brief outline.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Stock losses involve a range of issues.  If the members are talking about dingoes or wild 
dogs - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Everybody knows what the issue is.  Do not worry.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  They are mongrel dogs gone mad.  To facilitate quick progress through the agenda in front 
of us, I will ask the department to provide a briefing note on the whole program.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  A comprehensive briefing note would be very helpful. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  We could have a comment on the baiting program. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Certainly, with baiting being reduced from twice to once a year. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  If that is the case. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Do you want that as supplementary information?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The first part will be a briefing note, and I am happy to give that as an undertaking. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Are members quite happy with a briefing note? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  We trust the parliamentary secretary.   

Mr R.J. Delane:  We will provide a detailed report.  The Agriculture Protection Board initiated a major review 
and developed a statewide strategy for wild dogs.  Some of its recommendations have reached the 
implementation stage and some have been implemented.  The wild dog program for the state is concentrating 
mainly on rangelands, where it is covered by zone control authorities, which are a partnership between the 
Agriculture Protection Board and local pastoralists.  Funds are allocated at the ZCA level.  The pastoralists pay 
rates that are matched by the government through the Agriculture Protection Board.  The amendments to the 
agriculture-related resources protection legislation are designed to free up that mechanism so that individual 
ZCAs can set their own budgets according to their assessed need for wild dog baiting.  The decision to change 
from two lots of baiting to one baiting is made by the local zone control authority, which is a group of 
pastoralists working with the Department of Agriculture and the Agriculture Protection Board.  They decide 
which mix of strategies is used, whether it be doggers, ground baiting or aerial baiting.   

[8.50 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Will the report provide information on the training of doggers and so on?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Yes. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Are the budgets and how the money will be spent still the same?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  It is $2.1 million a year.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The last few budgets have referred to fixing the state barrier fence.  I refer to the sixth dot 
point on page 237.  What does the government intend to do with the existing state barrier fence network?  Is any 
work intended?  I understand that it is not in the best condition.  How much will it cost to really fix it?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The state allocated $400 000 last year and has committed the same amount again this year.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Was it spent?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Yes, absolutely.  Another $400 000 was allocated this year and that amount is maintained in 
each of the out years.  A proposal for a $30 million barrier fence has been submitted by the Pastoralists and 
Graziers Association, which is designed to exclude wild dogs, donkeys and camels from Port Hedland to 
Mundrabilla.  It would be a 3 000-kilometre barrier fence.  Not only does the capital cost of $30 million seem to 
be very high when we consider what one can get for $30 million, but also the recurrent costs for a 3 000-
kilometre fence are mind-boggling.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I refer to the first dot point of major initiatives for 2005-06 on page 237.  When can we 
expect the report on the audit of biosecurity in this state?  If it is some time away, will there be a preliminary 
report?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I will flick that question to Mr Delane.   

Mr R.J. Delane:  The intention is to provide the audit through the Minister for Agriculture and to make it 
available before the end of the year.  The Agriculture Protection Board will work with the Department of 
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Conservation and Land Management, the Department of Fisheries and industry and community stakeholders to 
review the biosecurity status of the state in terms of primary industries and natural resources.  In addition, we 
will review the biosecurity measures that are in place to protect both primary industries and terrestrial and 
aquatic resources.  That will involve a significant amount of work and be a significant document.  There will be 
opportunities for public consultation through that process.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Have the industry stakeholders provided input already, or is that still to come?   

Mr R.J. Delane:  The industries have regular input.  We have biosecurity plans and consultative committees for 
all the major agricultural industries.  We will pick up that work as part of the overall assessment of the 
biosecurity status of the state, as well as the work of the zone control authorities and district consultative groups, 
which we use on a routine basis.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the Western Australian Meat Industry Authority on page 241 and the construction 
of the new buildings at Muchea.  The Budget Statements show figures for estimated expenditure in 2005-06 of 
$2.899 million and $50 000 for the purchase of land at Muchea.  I thought that this project would be further 
advanced, given its genesis and gestation.  The estimated total cost of the project is $16.342 million.  What is the 
timetable for the completion of the yards?  I understand that some land has been sold at the old Midland 
saleyards.  How much has been sold, what is the value of the land that was sold, why has that money not been 
allocated to this project and why has this project not progressed?   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I cannot provide the detail to that answer.  I am happy to provide it by way of supplementary 
information. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Could the parliamentary secretary add what capital cost has been allocated to the road 
network to the east to service Muchea?  Obviously we have the total cost.   

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Would the member put the question succinctly? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  In summary, what is the timetable for the completion of the saleyards?  How much land 
has been sold at Midland?  I understood the proceeds were to go towards the new saleyards.  When can we 
expect that sale to be completed?  Is there an allocation towards the road infrastructure leading from the east? 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I am happy to provide all of that by way of supplementary information. 

[Supplementary Information No A58.] 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I refer to the appropriations and forward estimates for the Agriculture Protection Board at 
the top of page 233.  The appropriations for the APB generally seem to decline.  Is there a reason for that? 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The APB support services are all provided by the Department of Agriculture, so what is 
included in the allocation covers variations in running costs and small capital equipment purchases, funding for 
zonal authorities, and the variations that occur within those costs from year to year depending on the replacement 
of vehicles or capital equipment.  It is not a large amount.  It might seem to vary quite a lot, but we are talking 
about only $400 000 or $500 000. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  What sort of percentage of the functional activity of the APB would be included in this 
budget versus what appears in the budget for the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  I will ask Mr Longson to provide the detail about how that funding is delivered. 

Mr I.G. Longson:  It includes only the running costs for the authority as an advisory board and the funds that it 
controls for the payments made through the zone control authorities for the pastoral rates arrangements that we 
spoke about earlier.  This is really the holding account.  All of the biosecurity functions that are performed by the 
Department of Agriculture are advised by the APB.  Those services are really provided by the Department of 
Agriculture, and have been for the past five years. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  On the same issue, is there a line item in the budget, or a combination of budgetary line 
items, indicating how much was spent on agricultural protection - physically and not on the board - or 
biosecurity through the whole departmental budget?  I have found it very difficult over the years to follow 
exactly where agricultural protection is going, given the fluctuations in the budget and the changes to 
commonwealth contributions and so on.  It would be good to be able to monitor that. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  That is an interesting question, because we have to capture a few elements to cover the total 
amount.  I refer members to page 207 - I know it is flicking back a bit - but it gives the answer on the Agriculture 
Protection Board as well as to all other biosecurity.  The total allocation for the 2005-06 financial year is just 
under $54 million.   
The CHAIRMAN:  Parliamentary secretary, I am sorry to interrupt but we have run out of time.   
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The appropriation was recommended. 
 


