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Division 17:  Wheatbelt Development Commission, $1 393 000 - 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 

Mr F.M. Logan, Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great 
Southern. 

Mr D.P. Martin, Assistant Director. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The first dot point on page 304 indicates that the population of the wheatbelt region 
continues its pattern of steady growth.  At page 307 reference is made to $400 000 from the discretionary fund.  
Will that amount again be available?  Given that we are experiencing steady population growth, is there any 
move to allow for more discretionary funding for the wheatbelt? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  My understanding is that it will not be increased regardless of the reference to the population 
growth, because that is a fixed amount for the various regions.  I will ask Mr Martin to confirm that. 

Mr MARTIN:  I will refer to the first point about the wheatbelt region experiencing steady growth and 
redistribution.  The redistribution is as important as the steady growth, because it is our experience that 
metropolitan Western Australia, in particular, is all too often given images of population decline in rural areas.  
Nobody is denying that there are areas of population decline, but the wheatbelt area as defined in the Regional 
Development Commissions Act contains a lot of areas of very significant population growth, population pressure 
and pressure for infrastructure service provision.  With respect to variations in the $400 000 regional 
development scheme funds, I have no knowledge of any proposals by government to change that funding mix 
between the regions.  Each region receives $400 000 in regional development scheme grant funding regardless of 
the income generated by a region, the area it covers or the number of people who live there.   

[7.20 pm] 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I suppose what the member is referring to is that as the population grows in some areas and 
declines in others, there is a concentration of infrastructure and of assistance by government with infrastructure 
in those areas.  That eventually comes about, as the member is aware, but it does not necessarily come about 
through regional development commissions, even though a regional development commission might be one of a 
number of agencies that brings that matter to the attention of other ministers, such as the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  There has been a shift towards the coast, so there has obviously been a net increase in 
population in those areas.  That is what my question was referring to.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is all the money provided to the wheatbelt regional development scheme from the regional 
investment fund spent in each financial year?  After talking about the regional development program and 
regional investment scheme I understand that there were some carry overs in the regional investment fund.  Has 
the Wheatbelt Development Commission spent all its allocation, or will it carry some of it over? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I ask Mr Martin to expand further on the question of the expenditure of the $400 000.   

Mr MARTIN:  The initial tranche of $400 000 for 2001-02 has all been expended.  The second $400 000 
allocation for 2002-03 has not all been expended to date.  It would have been, had all the invoices come in and 
had there been a less tortuous process in getting the money out through departmental arrangements.  It is our 
intention to get it out by 30 June if we humanly can.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Thank you for that answer.   

Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer to dot point three under the major initiatives for 2003-04 on page 309 of the Budget 
Statements, which states -  

The Commission will facilitate the replacement of the “Transport Advisory Group” with a “Planning 
and Infrastructure Coordinating Committee”, which will aim to integrate land use and other strategic 
planning issues.   

Will that link in with the state planning strategy?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I will refer that matter to Mr Martin.   

Mr MARTIN:  It will work within the confines of the state planning strategy.  The wheatbelt region, by 
geographic area, has very little statutory planning hierarchy or framework in place, unlike other regions.  There 
is a statutory planning structure around what is called the Avon arc.  North of Perth there is the central coast 
regional strategy.  A Gingin coast structure plan is being developed.  Very little other statutory planning is being 
done in the region, other than through the statutory processes of town planning schemes and those sorts of 
things.  The broader regional planning scheme has not yet been comprehensively addressed by geography.  It is 
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our intention to progress those issues, integrating transport, land use and infrastructure planning with the 
Department for Planning and Infrastructure and other relevant agencies.  The state planning strategy certainly 
forms a key framework in which those activities will be progressed.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer the parliamentary secretary to the capital contribution on page 304 of the Budget 
Statements.  The table provides budget figures for 2002-03 of $19 000 and the estimated actual figure for 2002-
03 of $19 000.  However, nothing is provided in the four out years.  Can the parliamentary secretary confirm 
whether that is a typographical error, and whether any capital contribution will be made in those four out years?  
The division on the Great Southern Development Commission shows far more substantial amounts in the out 
years.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  If the member will remember from last year, one of the major initiatives of the Wheatbelt 
Development Commission was to be the experience IT project, which we talked about at length.  The member 
asked Mr Martin and me many questions about that project.  A further development has occurred with the 
experience IT project; that is, not to go ahead with it at all.  That has certainly had an impact on this balance 
sheet, including the appropriations and forward estimates.  I will ask Mr Martin to explain that a bit more.   
Mr MARTIN:  I direct the member initially to the capital contribution.  Primarily, the Wheatbelt Development 
Commission has taken the position of not being a funding agency for capital development projects.  The 
commission has always sought to help other agencies manage funds.  To date, the commission is yet to 
undertake any significant capital projects under its auspices.  For example, when one considers the data for all 
sorts of output and appropriation summaries, the total cost of outputs is projected to increase significantly over 
the next three years.  Similarly, revenues are projected to increase significantly over the next three years, leaving 
the net cost of outputs relatively even.  That was all projected to account for the proposed experience IT project.  
The board made the decision not to go ahead with that project after these figures were completed.  It will be a 
very different picture next year.   
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I ask Mr Martin to explain the Great Southern Development Commission figures.  Some 
major infrastructure projects are being developed through that commission.  Is that something that each 
development commission can choose to do, or is that a reflection of where the money is being spent?   
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Some capital contributions are made through the regional development commissions, but 
certain significant capital contributions to major infrastructure projects, such as the development of the harbour 
in Geraldton, are through the Department for Planning and Infrastructure rather than the regional development 
commissions.  There are cases of smaller capital injections through regional development commissions.  Mr 
Martin can explain why the Wheatbelt Development Commission board chose not to go down that path.   
Mr MARTIN:  As I mentioned before, the commission has historically taken a position of not handling the funds 
but rather of trying to assist other proponents such as local governments and other agencies to access the funds 
and deliver the expenditure.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer the parliamentary secretary to the final dot point under the major initiatives for 2003-
04 on page 309 of the Budget Statements, which states -  

Together with the Creation of Health Services and Education Working Parties, the Commission will 
engage regional stakeholders and agencies to enhance service delivery priorities in the region.   

The parliamentary secretary can get some runs on the board here.  What are the deficiencies that require the 
commission to become the facilitator for enhanced service delivery priorities?  Are there still problems with 
health and education services in the wheatbelt?  What does the Government need to do?   
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I refer that matter to Mr Martin. 
Mr MARTIN:  There are some issues with the delivery of a number of services in our region, often associated 
with the difficulty in attracting, for example, health professionals.  Numerous communities in the wheatbelt 
region have enormous difficulty in attracting general practitioners, nurses, appropriately skilled teachers and 
those sorts of professionals.  We have taken the view that if we can work with local communities and other 
service delivery agencies, we may be able to identify innovative methods of overcoming those shortcomings.  
That is the main area of focus for the next year or so.  Our board has taken the view that health and education 
services are of critical importance to the region, particularly with regard to demographics.  There are areas of 
ageing population; health services are more relevant to them.  To the younger population, services like obstetrics 
and education are key issues.  

[7.30 pm] 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I refer to page 309, and the first dot point under “Major Achievements For 2002-03”.  
Could I have some background to that paragraph?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I believe that refers to the initiatives at Northam.  I will pass that on to Mr Martin.  
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Mr MARTIN:  Throughout the broader Avon valley there are a number of recreational aviation service 
businesses, such as sky-diving, light aircraft, ballooning and gliding.  They have historically all been operating 
as small businesses in their own right.  We have played a role in getting those people to form an industry group.  
They have undertaken some cooperative marketing exercises.  Recent activity that flew out of that - so to speak - 
was the Easter air show at Cunderdin.  That event grew from nothing, with the assistance of one of our project 
officers and some financial assistance from the regional development scheme, into an event that attracted, 
according to my information, tens of thousands of people.  The event existed only as a concept the week before, 
effectively.  That is an example of a recreational aviation activity.  

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I have a very simple follow-up question.  It has obviously been very successful, has it 
not?   

Mr MARTIN:  The Easter air show at Cunderdin was an unqualified success.  We have had some successes with 
the industry group based around the Avon valley, with its marketing etc.  We have some way to go, but we have 
had some successes so far.  

The CHAIRMAN:  If members had heard the member for Merredin’s 90-second statement they would realise 
what a success that air show was.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to page 309, and the first dot point under “Major Initiatives For 2003-04”, which 
states that the commission will undertake a joint project with the Wheatbelt Area Consultative Committee.  I 
commend the Wheatbelt Development Commission for the collaborative work it has done with the federal 
agency, aimed at delivering relatively similar programs.  It has been good to see those two groups working 
together.  Can Mr Martin outline some of the projects going forward in collaboration between the two groups, 
and also state if that sort of collaboration between federal and state agencies is being undertaken across the board 
for all development commissions?   

Mr MARTIN:  The area consultative committees had a change of focus a couple of years ago, and their charters 
became more closely aligned with those of the development commissions.  The Wheatbelt Area Consultative 
Committee and the Wheatbelt Development Commission have been exploring ways of doing things in 
partnership, and without destructive competition.  We have begun a process, and we have done a number of 
things to date.  We are exploring ways of doing more things.  Things we have done to date include combining 
our regional marketing exercises through the provision of a joint newsletter to stakeholders and clients in the 
region, rather than doing separate ones.  We are currently attempting to develop a project to enhance our 
provision of export services to regional clients.  We have jointly developed a project, which we are now rolling 
out, for marketing training for small businesses in our region.  We see a number of other opportunities for 
cooperation on joint projects that are of value to our board and to the area consultative committee.  I am not in a 
position to comment on any other regions.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Is the parliamentary secretary able to comment on that?  Is working closely between federal 
and state agencies happening across the board, or is it just the wheatbelt that is leading the way?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  As the member for Merredin knows, it does not happen across all agencies.  We will 
probably get into that later on, with the Department of Agriculture.  

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I refer the parliamentary secretary to page 309, and the second item under “Major 
Initiatives For 2003-04”.  Before I ask the question, I am aware of the background of this.  The point reads, in 
part - 

This group will provide strategic advice to the Office of Energy, Western Power and the government on 
regional priorities for infrastructure and service development.   

Will that occur in conjunction with other development commissions, and how broadly will that regional priority 
extend?   

Mr MARTIN:  We have no intention of extending the geographical operations of that beyond the wheatbelt 
region.  We are not hung up on boundaries.  The south west interconnected system is the issue for electricity in 
our region.  It extends beyond our region, and some of the issues will be similar and some will not.  We will not 
be putting any energy into convincing Western Power to amend its capital works program to upgrade 
infrastructure in regions other than our own.  There may be benefits from consideration of issues that extend 
across the broader south west interconnected system and we would be more than happy to take carriage of those.   

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I ask Mr Baesjou to take note of that.  

The appropriation was recommended.  
 


