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To: The Hon Catherine King MP, Minister for Infrastructure, Transport, Regional
Development and Local Government (for decision)

Subject: Regional Precincts and Partnerships Program — Batch One

Critcal Dt 16 May 2024 F1S

Recommendations:

1. That you note the summary of Batch One regional Precincts and Partnerships Program (rPPP)
applications at Attachment A which includes 18 initial eligible applications, with 15 of these
considered meritorious by the Independent Expert Panel.

Noted / Please Discuss

2. That you note following departmental policy analysis including consideration of total funding
available, 9 of the 15 meritorious applications are recommended by the department to be
considered for grant funding.

Noted / Please DiscusgL
o

-~

-~

4. That, you note your obligations under the Public Governance, Performance and Accountability<(

(&)
-
Act 2013 and the Commonwealth Grant Rules and Guidelines 2017 (Attachment C refers) -(SU
and agree when you select and approve successful grant proposals you will record the basis for
your decisions and any annotations and/or additional terms and conditions within g
Attachments B1 - B15. .

o

o

Agreed / Not Agreed-
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10. That you note no meritorious grants are within your electorate that would necessitate additional:
steps for approval. If you decide to approve any grant proposals which are not recommended by~
the department you will also need to report to the Finance Minister by 31 March 2025 mcludlngt

a brief statement of reasons (i.e. the basis of your approval for each grant).

Noted / Please Discus

The Hon Catherine King MP Date:

Released under the Freedom of Inffofination
Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development, Communications and the Arts
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Comments:

Key Points

regional Precincts and Partnerships Program:

6. The Government announced the rPPP in the October 2022-23 Budget, with funding of
$400 million over three years from 2023-24. The program is currently administered by the
Business Grants Hub (the Hub) in batches based on Independent Expert Panel assessment
capacity and date application received, in the Department of Industry, Science and Resources.

7. The rPPP is an open, non-competitive grant program, with proposals batched and assessed at
least twice per financial year. The program has two funding streams, Stream One to support
precinct development and planning (grant value between $500,000 and $5 million) and
Stream Two (grant value between $5 million and $50 million) to support precinct delivery.

Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development, Communications and the Arts

Released under the Freedom of
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8. The objectives of the program and intended outcomes are outlined in the rPPP Grant
Opportunity Guidelines Attachment G.

Application assessment and policy analysis

9. The rPPP opened for applications on 24 August 2023 (MS23-003750 refers), with the first
batch of assessments taken as at 31 October 2023. A total of 18 eligible Stream One
applications and three eligible Stream Two applications were received by this date.

10. As per the approved and published grant opportunity guidelines (MS23-003750 refers),
eligible applications were provided to the Independent Expert Panel (the Panel) to assess the
merit of applications against the assessment criteria (MS23-003556 refers). The Panel
assessed 15 Stream One and two Stream Two proposals as meritorious, with a total funding
envelope of $76 million.

11. In line with the process outlined in the Grant Opportunity Guidelines, the Department of
Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development, Communications and the Arts has
undertaken a policy analysis of the 15 meritorious proposals, taking into consideration:

The Panel’s assessment; Government’s approach to regional investment as outlined in the
Regional Investment Framework; alignment with Government’s priorities; available funding;
balance of projects between each Stream; geographic spread; and precinct type.

12. The department has identified 9 applications that best align with the above requirements, to
be considered for future funding: 8 Stream One applications and 1 Stream Two proposal,
amounting to total funding of $38.56 million. The department has recommended partial
funding for the Stream Two proposal.

13. The department’s assessment for each meritorious proposal is provided in Attachments B1
to B15. These include an overview of key precinct information, outcomes of the Panel
assessment, and a ministerial decision-making table with space for recording your decision,
and whether you wish to fund any of these proposals at this stage.

14. As outlined in the Grant Opportunity Guidelines, your decision should consider the
department’s advice, available funding and where necessary, and may consider advice from
relevant Ministers for meritorious proposals relevant to their specific portfolio
responsibilities.

15. The 2023-24 program allocation of $100 million allows for funding of all meritorious
Batch One proposals ($76 million) should this be your preference. However, Batch One is a
relatively small batch (18 proposals, 15 of which were considered meritorious) and should all
15 applications be funded, the available program funding may be insufficient for the demand
of future batches.

Merits of the proposed applications

16. The department is satisfied the recommended projects fall within the available funding
envelope, represent value for money and are an efficient, effective, economical and ethical
use of resources.

Decision making

17. As the decision maker for the program, you have the final decision about which projects will
be funded, the level of funding offered to each applicant and any conditions which you may
want to apply to the funding offer.

18. You must record your decisions and any terms and conditions to be applied in
Attachments B1 — B15, should you wish to progress with selecting successful proposals at
this time.

R i Grie HHrmbmiirm Beirin 40f 99
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Grants in the Minister’s electorate

19. There are no recommended nor meritorious grants within your electorate. Consistent with the
CGRGs, you may approve grants within your own electorate. Where you exercise the role of
approver for grants awarded in your own electorate, you must write to the Minister for
Finance advising of the details.

Approving grants that are not recommended by the department

20. As the decision maker you may approve meritorious grants not recommended by the
department.

21. Under the rPPP Grant Opportunity guidelines, applicants cannot use funding from other
Commonwealth funds towards the same project. The department has reviewed the
recommended projects against the department’s other community infrastructure grants
program funding and the Australian Government’s Disaster Ready Fund to identify potential
funding duplication. If you choose to select grants not recommended by the department, a
review of any potential funding duplication will be conducted and provided to your office.

22. The department also reviewed meritorious projects against proposed Growing Regions
Round 1 applications and no duplication within recommended projects exists. However, there
is a risk of duplication of funding should you chose to fund projects not recommended by the
department under the rPPP or the Growing Regions program. rPPP projects which have also
applied in Growing Regions Round 1 are highlighted in the relevant proposal attachments.

23. Consistent with the CGRGs, you are required to report annually to the Minister for Finance
on all instances where you have decided to approve a particular grant which was not
recommended for funding. The report must include a brief statement of reasons and be
provided to the Minister for Finance by 31 March each year for the preceding calendar year. . =~
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Financial impacts: rPPP funding profile over the forward estimates:

Amount ($m
I O N N
Profile ($m

Released under the Freedom of Information Act 1982 by the Department of
Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development, Communications and the Arts
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To: The Hon Catherine King MP, Minister for Infrastructure, Transport, Regional
Development and Local Government (for decision)

Subject: Growing Regions Program - Round 1 - Final recommendations

Critical Date: 13 May 2024

Noted / Please Discuss

2. That you approve 54 projects recommended by the department under Round 1 of the
Growing Regions Program, up to the value of $300 million, as outlined in the assessment
report at Attachment A.

Approved / Not Approved

3. That you note your obligations under the Public Governance, Performance and
Accountability Act 2013 and the Commonwealth Grant Rules and Guidelines 2017 as
outlined within Attachment B and that you record your decisions and any annotations
and/or terms and conditions within Attachment A.

Noted / Please Discuss

Agreed / Not Agreed

Agreed / Not Agreed

1
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Agreed / Not Agreed

Date:

The Hon Catherine King MP

Comments:

Key Points:
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Growing Regions Program

8. The program was announced in the October 2022-23 Budget with $600 million for two
rounds over three years from 2023-24 for the program to drive regional economic prosperity by
providing access to funding for capital works for community infrastructure across Australia’s
rural and regional areas. The program is currently administered by the Business Grants Hub
(BGH) within the Department of Industry, Science and Resources (DISR).

9. The objectives of the program are:

e constructing or upgrading community infrastructure that fills an identified gap or need for
community infrastructure;

e contributing to achieving a wide range of community socio-economic outcomes; and
e s strategically aligned with regional priorities.
10.  The intended outcomes of the program are:

e delivery of community-focused infrastructure which contributes to local and regional
priorities;

e provision of infrastructure which benefits the community by improving equity and
supports diverse social inclusion;

e to contribute to the achievement of broader Government priorities such as net zero
emissions, gender equity, and/or First Nations priorities; and

e growing local economies and enhancing amenity and liveability in the regions.

3
12 of 99
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Funding recommendations — FFSP Act, PGPA Act and CGRGs
26.  The CGRGs require we advise you that:

a. the spending proposal is a grant;

b. the merits of the proposed grants relative to the program guidelines and value for
money (Attachment A); and

c. outline the applicability of the PGPA Act and the CGRGs including any reporting
obligations and advise on the assessment and selection process (Attachment C).

217. In approving these recommendations, you are acting in accordance with section 32B of
the FFSP Act which gives the power to spend relevant money for programs listed in Schedule
1AB of the Financial Frameworks (Supplementary Powers) Regulations 1997.

28. In approving these recommendations, you are also acting in accordance with section 71 of
the PGPA Act which provides that you must not approve a proposed expenditure of relevant
money unless you are satisfied, after making reasonable inquiries, that the expenditure would be a
proper use of relevant money.

Program application and selection process

29.  Anoutline of the application and assessment process including the selection criteria is at
Attachment C.

30.  The BGH ranked applications based on individual and aggregate scores and provided the
department with a merit assessment summary report listing applications from highest to lowest
(Attachment A).
PROFEE i | osiienc
5
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31.  The department has reviewed the BGH’s merit assessment and considered value for
money, alignment to program objectives and geographical spread to recommend applications for
funding. An outline of this process is at Attachment C.

32.  Table 1 provides a breakdown of the department’s recommended funding distribution by
geographic area with a comparison to Regional Australia’s population distribution.

Table 1: Department recommended funding by geographic area
% of Funding department % Regional

Recommendation Australia

NSW 14 $71,606,864.00 23.9% 33.5%
Vic 8 $53,004,470.00 17.7% 18.6%
Qld 13 $72,524,798.00 24.2% 31.6%
WA 6 $38,911,734.00 13% 6.6%
SA 8 $23,842,015.00 7.9% 4.7%
Tas 3 $21,342,837.00 7.1% 3.7%
NT 2 $18,500,000.00 6.2% 1.2%
Australia 54 $299,732,718.00 100% 100%

Merits of the proposed grants

33.  The department is satisfied the recommended projects fall within the available funding
envelope, represent value for money, and are an efficient, effective, economical and ethical use of
resources consistent with the policies of the Commonwealth.

Approver’s responsibilities

34, In accordance with the guidelines you are responsible for making decisions, taking into
account the BGH’s merit assessment, the department’s recommendations and whether the
projects can be accommodated within the Round 1 funding envelope of $300 million.

35.  As the decision maker you need to be satisfied the spending proposal will be an efficient,
effective, economical and ethical use of public resources.

36.  As the decision maker you need to be satisfied with the results of the BGH’s merit
assessment, the department’s assurance of geographic and socio-economic equity and the
department’s recommendations total $299,732,718.00 (Attachment A).

s47C

Grants in the Minister’s electorate

38. There are no recommended grants within your electorate. Consistent with the CGRGs,
you may approve grants within your own electorate. Where you exercise the role of approver for
grants awarded in your own electorate, you must write to Senator the Hon Katy Gallagher,
Minister for Finance, advising of the details. Should you require this, a sample letter is provided
at Attachment D.

Approving grants that are not recommended by the department

39.  As the decision maker you may approve grants not recommended by the department.

6
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40. Under the Growing Regions Program — Round 1 Grant Opportunity Guidelines, applicants
cannot use funding from other Commonwealth grants to fund the same project. The department
has reviewed the recommended projects against the department’s other community infrastructure
grants programs to ensure no duplication of funding. The department also reviewed
recommended projects against proposed meritorious Batch One regional Precinct and Partnership
Program (rPPP) applications and no duplication of funding exists. However, there is a risk of
duplication of funding should you chose to fund projects not recommended by the department in
either Growing Regions or rPPP. Projects that applied for both Growing Regions and rPPP are
highlighted in Attachment A.

a. If you choose to select grants not recommended by the department, a review of
any potential funding duplication will be conducted and provided to your office.

41.  Consistent with the CGRGs, you are required to report annually to the Minister for
Finance on all instances where you have decided to approve a particular grant which was not
recommended for funding. The report must include a brief statement of reasons and be provided
to the Minister for Finance by 31 March each year for the preceding calendar year. Should you
require this, a sample report is provided at Attachment E.

Financial impacts
Round 1 of the Growing Regions Program is allocated $300 million.

Growing Regions (Rounds 1 and 2) funding profile over the forward estimates:

Year 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26 Total
Amount ($m) 0 210.0 390.0 600.0

Successful project proponents may express concern about their capacity to deliver projects by
31 December 2025 to allow for the program to be acquitted and close on 30 June 2026. To
address this issue the department may need to extend the program which would require policy
authority from the Prime Minister and a Movement of Funds to move program funding into
Financial Year 2026-27.

Communication and Media Opportunities:
The department will work with your office to prepare a media pack including media release,
talking points and fact sheet/FAQs, should this be required.

Attachments:
Attachment A: Growing Regions Program - Round 1 assessment report

7
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Attachment H: AGS Advice

Cleared By: David Mackay Contact Officer: Clare Chapple

Position: Deputy Secretary Position: First Assistant Secretary
Division: Regions, Cities and Territories Group Section: Regional Development and Local
Ph: 02 6136 $220) Government

Mob: 2@l Ph: 02 6274 §22

Cleared Date: 4 May 2024 Mob: S22t

Instructions for MPS: Nil

Do you require a signed hardcopy to be returned: Yes
Responsible Adviser: $220@0)

PDMS Distribution List: Jim Betts, David Mackay, Clare Chapple, Jennie Hood, S22(1)(@)(i)

8
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RUNNING TOTAL -
Appendix A OFFICIAL APPROVED GRANT | $299,732,718
AMOUNT

. s Project Project Recommended DITRDCA
BioiScUDRsSlipticn City/Suburb  State Grant Amount Recommendation DIIRDCACCment

Applicant Details Project Title

The Goonoonoorram Project Recommended on merit -

[Kununurra Airport Runway Kununurra WA $13,389,626 Recommended . P

Extension] within $300m funding limit

Kin Kin

Noosa Regional Trail Cooran Recommended on merit -

Upgrade Lake $1,640,000 Recommended within $300m funding limit
Macdonald

Recommended on merit -
$15,000,000 Recommended | ;i1in $300m funding limit

Seymour Community Seymour viC

Wellbeing Hub — Stage 1

Recommended on merit -
$15,000,000 Recommended | 1in $300m funding limit

Northern Beaches Rural View | QLD

Community Hub Stage 1B

Infrastri




Penneshaw Foreshore
Upgrade Project

Creation of an inclusive
multipurpose Opportunity Hu
in Geraldton.

Copper Coast Regional
Aquatic Facility Project

Upgrade of Community
Facilities at the Mullum SEE
Eco Hub

Penneshaw SA

Geraldton WA

Wallaroo SA

Yarrabah QLb

Mullumbimby| NSW

$1,375,380

$836,829

$2,120,837

$6,288,648

$618,869

Recommended

Recommended

Recommended

Recommended

Recommended

Recommended on merit -
within $300m funding limit

Recommended on merit -
within $300m funding limit

Recommended on merit -
within $300m funding limit

Recommended on merit -
within $300m funding limit

Recommended on merit -
within $300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Wiradjuri Cultural Tourism Recommended on merit -
Centre and Keeping Place NSw $7,190,505 within $300m funding limit

Library & Learning Centre: Recommended on merit -

Baw Baw Culture & Warragul $14,500,000 Recommended e N L

v J within $300m funding limit
Connection Precinct Stage 1

. Recommended on merit -
Currumbin $6,352,500 within $300m funding limit
. . Recommended on merit -
Wanarn Community Farm anyatjarra La| WA $5,201,078 within $300m funding limit
Brewarrina PCYC — Y : Recommended on merit -
Hub and Indoor Sports Cel Brewarrina | NSW $10,069,524 within $300m funding limit

Infrastr
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Recommended on merit -

$551,747 Recommended | i1in $300m funding limit

Edithburgh Jetty Diving "
Platform Edithburgh

Not recommended to assure

$3,108,741 Not Recommended geographic equity

Tewantin

Recommended on merit -
$665,636 Recommended | i1in $300m funding limit

Community Food hub for
Central Victoria

Victoria Park Multipurpose Recommended on merit -
Facility: meeting now & future: VvIC $11,356,067 Recommended e N L
! within $300m funding limit
community needs

Released un
Infrastructure,
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Recommended on merit -

$3,612,044 Recommended | it in $300m funding limit

Curry Kids Early Learning
Centre Upgrade

Recommended on merit -

Cloncurry | QLD $4,123,537 Recommended | i $300m funding limit

Multifunctional OSCH,
education and community
space for Mossman,
Queensland

Recommended on merit -

Mossman | QLD $743,843 Recommended | ithin $300m funding limit

areeba - Lake and Parkland Recommended on merit -
Upgrade Mareeba QLD $849,197 Recommended within $300m funding limit

Released under th
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hyalla Norrig ~ SA $1,500,735 | Not Recommended | '\°f récommended to assure
geographic equity

Recommended to assure
Lake Albert Water Sports and Lake Albert | NSW $4,493,776 Recommended | geographic equity - within
Event Precinct S
$300m funding limit

Not recommended to assure

$2,467,500 Not Recommended . )
geographic equity

Not recommended to assure

$15,000,000 Not Recommended . ;
geographic equity

agga Wagge NSW $3,819,937 Not Recommended Not recommenfled '°. assure
geographic equity

30 of 99
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ort Wakefield SA $1,700,000 Not Recommended
allarat Centrg  VIC $8,429,967 Not Recommended

$9,293,997 Not Recommended

$2,150,000 Not Recommended
$724,501 Not Recommended

ower Chitterin| WA $2,794,085 Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Nsw

$6,300,000

$15,000,000

$15,000,000

$5,012,745

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not Recommended Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit
Not recommended - exceeds
$9,691,182 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Grafton $15,000,000 Not Recommended

alperum Statid|

Not recommended - exceeds
Wangaratta $4,067,500 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
Oberon $3,000,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Heywood

Nikenbah

Renmark

Port Augusta

viC

QLD

SA

SA

$4,860,000 Not Recommended
$4,736,353 Not Recommended

$2,000,000 Not Recommended

$3,497,781 Not Recommended

$1,350,000 Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$7,033,070 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

$15,000,000 Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds

$1,740,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
Not recommended - exceeds

$580,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$1,860,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Infrastruc




SUY 8y] pue suoneaiunwiwoy) ‘Juswdojersq jeuoibsy ‘uodsuel] ‘ainjoniiseljul
JO Juswipedsq oy} Aq 296 10V UOHEBULIOU| JO WOPSaI- 8y] Jopun pases|ay



SUY 8y] pue suoneaiunwiwoy) ‘Juswdojersq jeuoibsy ‘uodsuel] ‘ainjoniiseljul
JO Juswipedsq oy} Aq 296 10V UOHEBULIOU| JO WOPSaI- 8y] Jopun pases|ay



FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

. Not recommended - exceeds
Alstonville $5,734,090 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
Not recommended - exceeds

| $548,520 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

. Not recommended - exceeds
Muumbmhy $810,515 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
Not recommended - exceeds
$3,110,900 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

$1,996,665 Not Recommended
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Newmerella

Yuendumu
Ciccone

Wangaratta

viC

viC

$2,610,000
$2,100,858

$764,166
$8,000,000

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Bellbridge viC
QLD

Ashmore
Southport

earneys Sprin| QLD

$4,995,000

$1,600,000

$639,375

$765,220

$1,873,270

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Not recommended - exceeds

$4,096,737 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Nelson Bay | NSW $2,997,008 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Armidale
Black $1,839,036 Not Recommended
Mountain

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

$588,348 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Released under the Freedom
Infrastructure, Transport, Regio
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Inverloch
Not recommended - exceeds
Cape $3,000,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
Paterson
Kilcunda

Not recommended - exceeds
Teesdale $1,500,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
B Not recommended - exceeds
Lismore $3,900,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
Atherton $5,851,003 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
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Berringama
Baranduda

$1,097,845

$2,000,000
$1,100,000
$667,155

$1,240,857

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit
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Not recommended - exceeds
Wangaratta VIC $2,416,684 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
ort Broughtol SA $1,454,700 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Berkeley NSW $715,000 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

Not recommended - exceeds
$848,323 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Released under the Freedom of In
Infrastructure, Transport, Regional
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Yarrabah QLD

Gympie

Port Hedland

eridan Plaing

QLD

WA

NsSw

QLb

I Not Recommended

$3,000,000

$972,000

$5,043,296

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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alimna West

Lismore

viC

NsSw

$3,960,000

$500,000

$2,151,786

$15,000,000

$750,000

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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onamble

Bungendore

$1,350,000
$8,360,000

$4,840,069

$5,750,000
$2,475,453

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Shepparton

est Albury | NSW

arbour City C, NSW

Not Recommended

$615,909 Not Recommended

$1,000,000 Not Recommended

$1,350,584 Not Recommended

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds

$535,727 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
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Cessnock | NSW $11,000,000 | Not Recommended | Nt récommended - exceeds
$300m funding limit

Not recommended - exceeds
$2,151,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

anchydo $5,147,921 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit
I Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

Not recommended - exceeds
$4,474,008 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Bellbird
Macksville

FOI 24-461 - Document 2 - Attachment A
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Not recommended - exceeds
Wonthella WA $647,327 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Not recommended on merit
$5,830,999 Not Recommended | Project also applied for rPPP
funding and was found
meritorious.
Leongatha VIC $8,250,000 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

Finley NSW $1,600,000 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

Not recommended - exceeds
Walcha NSW $770,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Infrastruc
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Not recommended - exceeds

Sippy Downs| QLD $15,000,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Southport QLb $505,000 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

ewcastle Wes NSW $4,972,373 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

Not recommended - exceeds

$699,183 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
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Annandale QLD $974,725 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

. Not recommended - exceeds
Twin Waters | QLD $712,540 Not Recommended $300m funding limit
Devonport TAS $3,000,000 Not Recommended | Not recommended on merit

. Not recommended - exceeds
Bairnsdale VIC $1,170,000 Not Recommended $300m funding limit

Released under the Freedom of In
Infrastructure, Transport, Regional
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