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Division 12:  Agriculture - 
Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  Is the superannuation component of the 2001-02 budget on page 245, 
maintaining the fund that was put in place by the coalition Government, or is this a Treasury allocation? 

Answer:  The Department of Agriculture obtained an actuarial assessment from the Government Employees 
Superannuation Board (GESB) to determine superannuation expense estimates for the forward years.  The 
department provided these estimates to Treasury as part of the budget process. 

Question:  Hon W.N. Stretch asked:  Has the agency given any financial assistance to the New Zealand inspired 
topo-Climate data-collection programs in the south west, and if so, what assistance has been given, and when? 

Answer:  The Department of Agriculture has been working with rural communities and producers on integrated 
land use planning for many years.  Their work has greatly helped producers move towards a more sustainable 
form of agriculture.  This work will remain a priority of the department for the future. 

The topoclimate approach to land use planning involves identifying and mapping climate, soil and water 
resources, matching crops to the most suitable sites within the region, and developing marketing opportunities 
for existing and new products for niche and export markets. 

There is nothing new to this approach and something which the Department of Agriculture has been undertaking 
for many years. 

The New Zealand consultants Topoclimate Surveys Pty Ltd prepared a feasibility study and business plan for the 
Warren-Blackwood region in March 2001. 

The Department of Agriculture and South West Development Commission (SWDC) have jointly supported the 
formation of a regional steering committee to develop a strategic action plan, identifying projects and regional 
and local support structures needed to implement the Topoclimate approach in the Warren-Blackwood region.  
All six shires in the region have endorsed the Topoclimate project approach.  The steering committee has 
requested additional details from the Department of Agriculture on how this project could be implemented, and 
will consider these at the next meeting planned for end October 2001. 

The full Topoclimate project suggested by Topoclimate Surveys Pty Ltd is estimated to cost $14 million.  The 
Warren-Blackwood Steering Committee is currently considering an alternate approach developed by the 
Department of Agriculture that is estimated to cost in the vicinity of $4 million over three years.  Funding for 
this project has not been identified yet, and funding applications will be prepared jointly by SWDC and 
Department of Agriculture for both State and Commonwealth regional development programs. 

Question:  Hon W.N. Stretch asked:  Is this work regarded as of core importance or is it best left to proponents 
of projects that may make use of such data? 

Answer:  Topoclimate proposes to provide detailed information uniformly across the region, however this is not 
cost effective as it may not be used in most cases.  There is an argument that the detailed data collection and 
analyses should be collected by the proponents of specific projects. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  For the Department of Agriculture, the total cost of outputs has increased 
by $13.5 million from 2000-01 to 2001-02 (page 228).  There is a large budgeted increase in revenues by 
$25.394 million from 2000-01 to 2001-02 (page 228).  Total consolidated funds however have had a reduction 
from the previous year, but remained virtually static with other previous years.  The 2000-01 year had a 
significantly higher appropriation of $165 million, in part due to grants/subsidies.  Effectively the budget has 
reduced from the budgeted amount in 2000-01 of $139.165 million to $135.870 million for 2001-02 
($3.295 million) (page 228).  Please state what effect these changes to the budget will have on programs and 
how will the large increase in revenues be achieved? 

Answer:  State Government departments were made aware, prior to this budget, of the need to manage with a 
reduced consolidated funds allocation in 2001-02 and the Department of Agriculture developed a strategy to 
operate under a reduced CF allocation.  The strategy targeted savings at lower priority areas to minimise the 
impact on services.  The areas affected are -  

•  Reduced expenditure where it is outside the core functions of the agency eg. Cease funding overseas 
marketing and subsequent cost reductions in the Meat Standards Australia project; cessation of revegetation 
grants programs that have been running for many years and have largely served their purpose. 

•  Reduce management costs and complexity across the agency eg. by amalgamating the Cereals and Pulse and 
Oils Seeds Programs into a single Grains Program, amalgamating the Meat and Dairy Programs, 
amalgamating New Industries and Trade and Development, creating increased efficiencies in Corporate and 
Program Services functions. 
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•  Refining industry consultation, liaison and management processes. 

•  Rationalise infrastructure where possible.  Infrastructure management plans are currently being developed 
for each region to determine the regional infrastructure requirements of the agency.  A revised policy and 
procedure on vehicle use has also been developed to improve vehicle utilisation. 

•  Reduced activity in service delivery.  Regrettably some reductions in some project activity will result.  A 
key aim of the strategy is to minimise impacts in this area and only lower priority areas have been affected. 

•  Some savings were also possible in the Dairy Processing Incentive Scheme without impacting on the farm 
business support components of the Dairy Assistance Package. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  How will the identified increase in revenue be achieved? 

Answer:  The increase of $25.394 million has come about due to -  

APB appropriation now shown with Department of Agriculture, 
Commonwealth funded Exceptional Circumstances funding, and 
Adverse Seasonal Conditions Assistance 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  The Sustainable Rural Development Program has a budgeted increase in 
operating revenue of just over $9 million.  Where are these funds derived from (page 234)? 

Answer:  These funds are primarily derived from the -  

•  Commonwealth for the FarmBis Scheme ($3.6m), and 

•  State component of Rural Business Development Cooperation (RBDC) funding for Adverse Seasonal 
Conditions Assistance ($4.6m). 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  In the budget briefing it was stated that there will be no increase in the 
funding of the State Salinity Action Plan.  This will remain at $10 million.  Why then is the Government closing 
the WA Landcare Trust when this could be used as a vehicle to raise funds? 

Answer:  The Landcare Trust has not been successful in raising new moneys for landcare or salinity.  The money 
received by the trust has largely been money already available to the community and dedicated to a specific 
purpose which is now being channelled through the trust.  New discretionary money raised ($8,600) has been 
significantly less than the administrative costs of the trust. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  The service delivery agreement is significantly reduced from 
$30.704 million in 2000-01 to $3.908 million in 2004-05 (page 245).  Please explain the difference? 

Answer:  The Service Delivery Agreement reduction from $30.704 million in 2000-01 to $3.908 million in 2004-
05 is shown below -  

2000-01  2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

APB 19,301 3,966 4,502 4,118 3,908 

RBDC 11,403 23,642 4,851 756 

30,704  7,608 9,353 4,874 3,908 
APB: Decrease between 2000-01 and 2001-02 relates to CF Appropriations being transferred to the Department 
of Agriculture. 

RBDC: Increase between 2000-01 and 2001-02 relates to additional funding for the Exceptional Circumstances 
(EC) package.  In 2002-03, the decrease relates to a reduction in the EC package, and the wind up of specific 
activities funded by RBDC which include FarmBis, South Coast Strategy, Natural Resource Adjustment 
Scheme, Progress Rural and Ovine Johnes.  The Gascoyne Murchison Strategy will be wound up during 2003-
04. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  Multiperil Crop Insurance receives $800 000 in funding, significantly less 
than the pre-election promise of $2.5 million (page 227).  Please state what effect this will have on the project. 

Answer:  The original undertaking was that a feasibility study would be conducted of the multi peril crop 
insurance concept.  Originally that was to cost $2.5 million.  In the last several months there has been work done 
by a team on that concept and the indications are that the costs will not be $2.5 million but very much less.  The 
current indications are a half-a-million dollars this year and a further $300 000 next year, although there have 
been commitments made that should that work require further resources, those resources will be allocated. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  The Government has introduced a Rural Leadership Program (Community 
Builders) from 2002-03 with an allocation of $250 000 (totalling $750 000 over three years).  This is effectively 
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continuing Progress Rural.  Why is the program discontinued and then restarted?  What is the effect of a 
$250 000 reduction of the pre-election commitment of $1 million (page 227)? 

Answer:   

(a) The Progress Rural WA Program comprised six separate activities, one of which was the Rural 
Leadership Program. 

Funding for Progress Rural and the Rural Leadership Program ceased in 2000-01.  However, funding of 
the Government’s election commitment of a rural leadership program will not commence until the 
2002-03 year. 

(b) The program is extended over four years from 2002-03 for a total cost of $1 million.  There is, 
therefore, no reduction in the pre-election commitment. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  Five Regional Landcare Coordinators will be funded for $375 000 for three 
years from 2002-03.  Please explain the impact of a reduced commitment, with the pre-election promise being 
$1.5 million (page 227). 

Answer:  The program is for four years at $375 000 per year starting in 2002-03.  There is, therefore, no 
reduction in the pre-election commitment. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  Reduction of 120 FTE staff from 1 704 in 2000-01 to 1 584 in 2001-02 
(page 245).  In which district offices have staff been cut and by how many? 

Answer:  The table of staff changes by office was tabled at the committee session. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  Reduction in Agriculture Protection Board staff from 560 in 2000-01 to 538 
in 2001-02 (page 239).  In which district offices have staff been cut and by how many? 

Answer:  These staff reductions are incorporated in the table provided. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  In the budget briefing a statewide infrastructure rationalisation to the value 
of $200 000 is to occur.  Which Agriculture and APB offices are to be closed and what impact does this have on 
staff? 

Answer:   

(a) Pinjarra Office, Harvey Office, part of Mt Barker Research Station and Busselton Office is being 
reviewed. 

(b) The main impact on staff is -  

(i) changed commuter conditions 

(ii) increased effectiveness in achieving organisational outcomes. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  The Government has substantially altered the APB budget in the operating 
revenues.  The estimated actual Total Revenue for 2000-01 was $2.357 million, whereas this budget year states 
$14.317 million.  As this is predominantly in User Charges and Fees, please explain where this revenue is 
derived from (page 258)? 

Answer:  As a result of the new arrangement for the Consolidated Fund Appropriation transfer to the Department 
of Agriculture, an amount has been included in the 2001-02 budget and forward estimates for services received 
free of charge from the Department of Agriculture.  The Agriculture Protection Board will utilise the resources 
of the Department of Agriculture to achieve Agriculture Protection Board outcomes. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  In the Department of Agriculture budget, cost of the outcome Agricultural 
Resource Protection has decreased by $1.306 million from estimated actual in 2000-01 to 2001-02 budget (page 
228).  Please explain what impact this has on programs in regional areas? 

Answer:  There will be minimal impact on programs in regional areas due to the reduction of $1.306 million.  
The difference as indicated came about as a result of increased spending in 2000-01 on the locust program.  The 
budget estimate for 2001-02 has in fact increased by $424 000 relative to the 2000-01 budget. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  There is a substantial reduction in salaries and wages.  The 2000-01 
estimated actual of $6.781 million, to the budget 2001-02 $1.110 million.  This is just over a $5.5 million 
reduction in salaries and wages.  A similar sized reduction has occurred in supplies and services with 
$7.494 million in 2000-01 to $2.015 million in 2001-02 (page 260).  Please explain what impact this cut will 
have on program delivery (page 260)? 
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Answer:  The reduction in payments for salaries, wages, supplies and services relates to the Consolidated Fund 
Appropriation being paid directly to the Department of Agriculture as per the Machinery of Government 
recommendations.  This will have minimal impact on program delivery. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  A major program administered by the Rural Business Development 
Corporation, FarmBis is now being run by the Department of Agriculture.  Please state why this program has 
been transferred, and have the appropriate resources been given to the Department of Agriculture to administer 
FarmBis? 

Answer:  FarmBis is a partnership between the Western Australian and Commonwealth Governments based on a 
financial input of dollar for dollar.  The RBDC did not have the matching dollars, but Department of Agriculture 
was able to match the Commonwealth funding of $20 million for 2001-04. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  The Machinery of Government Taskforce has recommended that the 
activities of RAFCOR be fully absorbed into the Department of Agriculture.  As this would require legislative 
change, please state when it is the Government’s intention to introduce a Bill to Parliament? 

Answer:  The Agriculture Management Bill, which will incorporate into the Department of Agriculture the 
functions of RAFCOR (now Rural Business Development Corporation), Agriculture Protection Board and the 
Soil and Land Conservation Council, is being drafted in preparation for consultation with stakeholders. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  What expenditure is expected to be incurred in each of the next four years 
on the maintenance and monitoring of the emu proof fence? 

Answer:  State barrier fence (emu proof fence) expenditure and estimates as follows -  

1999-2000 2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 

    400,000 410,000 420,000 420,000 420,000 420,000 420,000  

In line with five year maintenance and replacement plan. 

Question:  Hon Christine Sharp asked:  How many hectares were protected in 2000-01 by the application of the 
Remnant Vegetation Scheme? 

Answer:  11,091 hectares.  

Question:  Hon Christine Sharp asked:   

Of what does the “Special Assistance Process” (page 236) consist? 

Answer:  Establishment of a Special Assistance Process was recommended by the Native Vegetation Working 
Group in its report that was released with the State Salinity Strategy in April 2000.  The process was designed 
“to support landholders needing help with the costs of owning or maintaining bushland”.  The process targeted 
those landholders whose businesses had been severely affected, including through the imposition of clearing 
controls, and was to involve “case management” to “provide detailed assistance to landholders seeking solutions 
through incentive and market based approaches”.  If this proved inadequate a “Native Vegetation Review Board” 
was to review the case in detail and recommend adjustment payments.  The Native Vegetation Working Group 
considered that a minimum of $500 000 per year would be needed for five years.  This was in addition to a range 
of incentives needed for landholders seeking to improve the management of their bushland. 

Government largely accepted the recommendations of the Native Vegetation Working Group in October 2000, 
however little funding was provided.  A Farm Bush Advisory Committee was established in December 2000 to 
function as a review board, but has not met since the election. 

Question:  Hon M.J. Criddle asked:  What is the expected capital expenditure for the next four years? 

Answer:  Where there is no information shown in the Estimates for Outyears it is because the project has been 
completed and no outyear information is applicable. 

The majority of projects will be completed in 2001-02, with the only exceptions being -  

Regional Accommodation projects and planning funded to 2002-03. 
Crop Improvement Centre funded to 2003-04. 
South Perth Planning funded to 2004-05 

Question:  Hon Dee Margetts asked:  Landcare Trust. 

Answer:  Total donations received into the Landcare Trust from 1995-96 to 2000-01 were $2.8 million, however, 
of this only $8 600 was new money over which the trust had discretion.  The remainder was money which was 
already available to the community but is now being channelled through the trust.  The department’s 
administrative contributions from 1997-98 to 2000-01 were $0.381 million. 
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Question:  Hon Christine Sharp asked - 

(a) Is there a $12 million increase from Commonwealth Government for SRD?  How will this be used? 

(b) What has the environmental report on the new Waroona office revealed by way of site contaminants? 

(c) What is the budget appropriation to support the organic food sector? 

Answer:   

(a) There is an additional amount of $12.0 million to be received from the Commonwealth for SRD 
activities funded through the Rural Business Development Corporation.  The additional funding is for 
the Exceptional Circumstances package which provides interest rate subsidies for eligible farmers in the 
declared area. 

(b) A copy of the final report will be forwarded to the honourable member when it becomes available. 

(c) The 2001-02 Agriculture budget allocation for organic food activity has been set at $80 000. 

The activity has two main components -  

•  Address the feasibility of organic agriculture to provide a substantial contribution to the value 
of agriculture production in WA. 

•  Continue industry development assistance across agriculture sector. 

 
 


