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Division 37:  South West Development Commission, $5 115 000 - 
Mr McRae, Chairman. 

Mr McGinty, Minister for Peel and the South West. 

Mr D.T. Punch, Chief Executive Officer. 

Ms QUIRK:  Dot point three on page 607 refers to natural resource management.  How does the minister see the 
Yallingup Foreshore Land Bill fitting within the general aim of natural resource management? 

Mr McGINTY:  The Yallingup Foreshore Land Bill is currently before the Legislative Assembly, and I hope it 
will be passed before the Parliament rises for the winter recess.  Most people in the region thought that land was 
part of the national park.  However, currently there is a legal challenge in the Supreme Court by the son of the 
former owner, from whom it was compulsorily acquired in the 1930s, who is seeking to have it revert from state 
ownership to private ownership.  That land is important to the people of Western Australia as a whole.  It should 
remain in the ownership of the State and should not be at risk of being lost to private ownership through legal 
action.  I hope that Bill will have the unanimous support of the Parliament when it is debated in the Legislative 
Assembly in the next few weeks.  
Mr OMODEI:  Why is the budget down by just over $1 million?  Secondly, I cannot find mention of the 
$400 000 for the regional development fund.  I presume that it has been transferred to the Department of Local 
Government and Regional Development, because that is what the announcement indicated the other day. 
Mr McGINTY:  The regional development fund is not within this portfolio. 
Mr OMODEI:  It is usually administered by the South West Development Commission.   

Mr McGINTY:  The director will comment on both points. 
Mr OMODEI:  Why is the budget down $1 million?  What has happened to the $400 000 for the regional 
development fund? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I do not want a huge debate about it, but I cannot see that line item in this division. 

Mr OMODEI:  That is why I am asking the question. 

The CHAIRMAN:  That makes it difficult for the committee to deal with the matter.  

Mr McGINTY:  We can answer that quickly. 

Mr PUNCH:  The reason for that relates to variations in our capital works funds.  They vary from year to year in 
contributions for the Back Beach or, in this instance, in the funds for protecting old-growth forests.   

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I refer to the capital contribution outlined on page 613.  In the forward estimates for 
2004-05, an amount of $2.43 million is allocated for the total cost of capital works program.  Will the minister 
specifically advise what that is for?   

Mr PUNCH:  That is a forward provision for coastal erosion works at Bunbury’s Back Beach.  If it is required, it 
will be subject to planning that is currently under way within the City of Bunbury.   

Mr BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Could it be for erosion control, an artificial reef or something like that?   

Mr PUNCH:  That is correct.  

Mr OMODEI:  I refer to page 611 and the continuing coordination of the south west online strategy in 
consultation with key stakeholders.  An application for funds from the South West Development Commission 
was made by a small enterprise called Manjimup Dot Com, but I understand that its application was not 
successful because the south west online strategy was given primacy.  Can the minister explain why it did not 
receive funds?  It seems to me that Manjimup Dot Com would make very good sense.   

Mr PUNCH:  Manjimup Dot Com was operating as a potential private-for-profit operation.  We have undertaken 
to discuss the proposals with the applicant and to look at that as part of the community web portal development 
in south west online and to look at other opportunities for funding that would fit more firmly with its objects.  

Mr OMODEI:  I note that under the capital works program, the majority of funds, except for $30 000 for new 
works, is for the Back Beach.  How does the South West Development Commission intend to fund a range of 
other programs?  For example, the final $719 000 for the Pemberton hydro-electric scheme is to be expended in 
this financial year. 

Is it intended to complete that project to the extent that was intended?  It seems that there is nothing in that 
estimated expenditure for 2002-03, apart from for the Back Beach enhancement. 
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Mr McGINTY:  As the member knows, the Pemberton hydro-electric scheme has been somewhat controversial.  
I am pleased to say that it will be finished completely in the next three weeks, so nothing will be required in the 
out years for that project.  That was as a result of discussions between the director, the chairman of the board and 
me.  I expressed a strong view that the matter should be cleaned up and finalised quickly. 

Mr OMODEI:  Work is almost completed, but I understood that some kind of tourist display-type centre was to 
be part of that project. 

Mr PUNCH:  That is stage 2 of the project.  We are in discussions with the Pemberton Tourist Centre about 
using the proceeds from the sale of power from that project to fund the interpretive material and stage 2 
components, which was the original intention. 

Mr McGINTY:  Mr Chairman, I take this opportunity to briefly extend my thanks to you and the other chairs of 
the committee since nine o’clock this morning, and to the various members of the committee who have been here 
today.  I also thank the various departmental and agency representatives who have provided so much information 
to this committee. 

The CHAIRMAN:  On behalf of the committee, I endorse those comments and thank all those staff. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


