
 
 
It is difficult to provide a summarised version of all the issues local governments (LG’s) would like 
to raise with the protocol for the Royalties for Regions Scheme (R4R), in particular dealing with 
the Country Local Government Fund (CLGF), but I will provide a few concerns that have arisen 
over the most recent decision not to support projects submitted for 2012/13 funding. 
 
Attached is a document outlining the response from the  Department of Regional Development 
(DRD) in December 2013 stating that two projects submitted by the Dryandra VROC (Wandering, 
Cuballing, Wickepin, Shire & Town of Narrogin) were unsuccessful for funding. 
 
I draw attention to one of the major factors for the projects not being supported was due to the 
Wheatbelt Development Commission (WDC) not fully supporting the projects even though both 
projects as I have highlighted in the attachment are identified, and acknowledged as such by the 
WDC, as key strategic areas within the Wheatbelt. 
 
This is a very concerning statement being made by the WDC. Personally myself, and many other 
CEO’s from other LG’s, have questioned the purpose of the WDC. I ask the question, what is their 
purpose? Is the WDC is a better position than LG’s to determine what are the major issues within 
our region? I don’t believe so, however that is effectively the case from the attachment shown as 
the WDC prioritise the key infrastructure projects without taking into consideration the needs put 
forward by the LG. There is nothing the WDC can achieve that the LG’s could not achieve from 
dealing directly with DRD, so the WDC, and I would suggest the same to be the case with the 
other development commissions, seems as a complete waste of resources chewing into the R4R 
funding which could otherwise be better spent putting projects on the ground in regional WA. 
 
The other comment I would like to make is in relation to the reference to pricing/quotes being out 
of date for the industrial subdivision submission. Submissions for both projects were submitted in 
May 2013. The letter received from DRD was in December 2013, over 6 months after the 
submission was made. At best the pricing submitted on this basis will always be at least 6 months 
out of date. In this particular situation when you obtain pricing from Western Power as an 
example, all quotes are only valid for 3 months before a further quote will need to be obtained, so 
pricing for installing key utility infrastructure will always be out dated. A common sense approach 
would be to use pricing provided then LG’s to work within these funding parameters with a 
contingency provided by the LG for possible cost over runs. 
 
A further comment on the waste facility is that the purchase of land, DEC approvals, etc are all 
subject to LG’s having the capacity to fund the project which was the purpose of making the 
Regional CLGF submission in the first place. This would have a perfect project to showcase LG’s 
working together for a truly regional project with 10 Shires across the Wheatbelt/Great Southern 
working together to address waste issues in the country. Conversely, as a result of funding not 
being obtained the project is in doubt as many LG’s are now baulking at the costs to establish the 
regional waste facility. It should be highlighted that the cost to establish a regional waste facility is 
an added burden to LG’s but if some of these costs can be subsidised then these cost burdens 
incurred by the LG’s is seen as acceptable from the environmental benefits that will be derived 
from the project. 
 
R4R, in particular the CLGF, has been a great initiative for LG’s. Granted there are probably some 
projects in the earlier days were LG’s have undertaken projects were the monies could have be 
better allocated, but having said that the LG’s have always worked within the parameters they 
have been given. 
 



Just using Wandering as an example, we have been able to use individual CLGF funds to purchase 
staff housing, install footpaths and kerbing in the town site, upgrade the shire offices to allow for 
the provision of medical services and among other things provide recreational services (bowling 
green & skate park) and upgrade the caravan park facilities to attract tourism, which are all 
addressing the community needs as identified through our integrated planning process. 
 
Then there is the fuel facility and transfer station that have been funded via the Regional 
component of the CLGF which have addressed a backlog of key infrastructure needs for the 
community which would not have been possible without the Royalties for Regions. 
 
So yes LG’s are very grateful for the R4R program, but its uncertainty makes it very difficult, 
bordering on impossible for LG’s to effectively manage their long term financial plans and 
prioritise key infrastructure projects within the region.  
 
I could sit down and talk for hours about the processes involved with the CLGF and would be 
happy to do so, but in summarising the R4R program, in particular the CLGF, has been a great 
initiative and would be an invaluable asset moving forward, however I currently see many 
inequities that could be addressed to make the R4R program even more valuable in the future. 
 
Regards 
 
 
Martin Whitely 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
Shire of Wandering 
22 Watts Street 
Wandering WA 6308 
Phone: (08)9884 1056 
Fax: (08) 9884 1510 
 
  
















