Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts Committee

Additional Estimates 2002-2003, 11 February 2003
Questions on Notice


Environment and Heritage portfolio

	Ques no
	Proof Hansard ref ECITA
	Senator
	Subject
	Agency/

Division
	Date Received

	1
	178
	McLucas
	I would like to know what the shortfall will be between the business plan projected income and what we will actually receive in terms of income?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	2
	178
	McLucas
	Could you provide for me the total full-time equivalent number of staff that GBRMPA had at 1 July last year by output and by program and then the same information as at now. Do you project any changes in staffing between now and the end of the financial year?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	3
	183
	McLucas
	Recommendation that there be an upgrade of the navigation charting for the area between the inner route to Cairns, planned for December 2002. Are you aware of whether or not that occurred?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	4
	On notice
	McLucas
	GBR and Torres Strait Shipping Management Group
Summary of recommendations and implementation status
2. GBR Shipping Management Group to prepare a Shipping Management Plan as part of a three year rolling program of management for shipping in the GBR and Torres Strait.

SMG approved an outline and timetable for developing a Plan. This aims for a draft plan to be considered by the SMG in December 2002 for circulation to stakeholders in early 2003 and a final draft considered by SMG in July 2003.

Questions: 

· Was Shipping Management Plan considered by the SMG in December 2002?

· Was the plan circulated to stakeholders in early 2003?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	5
	On notice
	McLucas
	40. Shipping Management Plan to include examination by responsible agencies of existing regulatory regime to rationalise and simplify complex jurisdictional and legislative arrangements for managing shipping in GBR region.

Questions:
· What action has occurred on this?

· Why has there been no action?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	6
	On notice
	McLucas
	27. Electronic charts to identify and mark areas of high fishing activity and REEFCENTRE to give warnings to ships entering such areas.

RAN hydrographer has released the first tranche of electronic charts covering Torres Strait and the northern section of the GBR from 1 July 2002. Second tranche of the Inner Route through to Cairns release planned for December 2002. 
Questions:

· What action has occurred on this?

· Why has there been no action?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	7
	On notice
	McLucas
	21. Electronic Navigation Chart Electronic Chart Display and Information System ENC/ECDIS development to be given highest priority to complete ENC for Prince of Wales Channel, Great North Eastern Channel and Inner Route within time specified by Ship Management Plan. (Need improved resources for Hydrographic Office or engage commercial contractors.)

Australian Hydrographic Office released first issue of electronic charts for Torres Strait and northern GBR on 1 July 2002. Second release covering inner route to Cairns planned for December 2002. 
Questions:

· What action has occurred on this?

· Why has there been no action?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03


	30. National Plan current reassessment of ChemPlan to be extended to include assessment of the risk of a chemical spill within the GBR and Torres Strait.

Chemplan assessment, undertaken in response to National Plan review, led to a major revision of existing national chemical contingency plan, which is now completed.

GBRMPA is preparing terms of reference for a regional chemical response plan for the GBR, which will be circulated to stakeholders for comment.

Questions:
· When will this happen?

· Why hasn’t it been completed?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	9
	On notice
	McLucas
	29. Regular updating and extension of existing Queensland Guidelines for Provision of Safe Haven for Disabled or Damaged Vessels at Sea, in line with latest developments in the IMO.

AMSA/AAPMA Safe Havens and Salvage Conference in February 2002 agreed to drafting of national risk assessment guidelines for providing

g places of refuge, with input from industry, to be considered by Commonwealth and State Governments. National Guidelines being prepared by National Plan Management Committee.

Questions:

· When will this happen?

· Why hasn’t it been completed?
	GBRMPA
	19/03/03

	10a
	184
	Carr
	Blue whales – how many come into the region in Australia?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	10b
	185
	Carr
	You know precisely 25 kilometres, do you? … How many more?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	11
	186
	Carr
	How much money was being spent on the establishment of a blue whale recovery plan?
	MWD
	19/03/03

	12
	187
	Carr
	Implementation of the blue whale recovery plan – I just want to clarify that it is not a disallowable instrument? Does the parliament ever get to look at these issues, or is it all done within the senior levels of government?
	MWD
	19/03/03

	13
	188
	Carr
	Approvals process itself, can you give me an indication of the number of referrals involving offshore seismic operations made to the department in the past financial year?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	14
	190
	Carr
	Is the navy required to talk to you about the use of its equipment with regard to the EPBC Act? What is the nature of the consultations? What level of assessment has resulted from these consultations?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	15
	190
	Carr
	How many referrals have there been from Defence? … Is that 11 right across the country? What is the region in which those 11 relate to activities:
	AWD
	19/03/03

	16
	193
	Carr
	The draft EIS make no mention of Aboriginal land claims, particularly native title matters. Is it not true that all the proposed sites [for the repository] that are under the environmental assessment process are subject to native title claim?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	17
	194
	Carr
	Would it not be a reasonable proposition at the assessment process to involve the question of sites covered by native title claims?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	18
	197
	Wong
	When was the information paper prepared [by Defence]?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	19
	197
	Wong
	When did EA first receive this information paper?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	20
	203
	Carr
	Can you provide on notice to the committee a list of the independent consultants that you were using as the reference group to check your own expertise? … ‘independent sources of advice’ might be a better way of putting it?
	AWD
	25/03/03

	21
	204
	Wong
	So you are saying that no one in your department would have any knowledge of which sites are being considered until DEST actually published them? … I guess that the Supervising Scientist might have had some involvement and I can check that … So there may have been consultations with the Supervising Scientist?
	SSD
	19/03/03

	22
	204
	Allison
	Grey-headed flying foxes – is it possible to say what the Commonwealth’s role in with regard to this trial, ie what sort of monitoring is there and what sort of interest is being shown in it given that they are declared vulnerable?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	23
	204
	Allison
	How satisfied is the Commonwealth with the protection being afforded to those that are captive, and also the arrangements whereby the weak ones are released so we cannot be sure whether they survive and whether they are in fact being endangered by this process?
	AWD
	19/03/03

	24
	205
	Allison
	I have some questions about the accountability for those that are released in terms of where they go, whether they are tagged or not, whether they have microchips or not and so on.
	AWD
	19/03/03

	25
	On notice
	Lees
	The Government's election policy Our Future Action Plan for a Better Environment 2001 contained a commitment to “ensure critical habitat is identified and entered into the register of critical habitat for priority endangered and critically endangered species". 
Only five critical habitat sites have been put on the register for three albatross species. There are 11 critically endangered species and 105 other endangered species listed under the EPBC Act. 

What progress has been made to ensure the critical habitats for these species are listed on the critical habitat register? 
	NHD
	28/03/03

	26
	On notice
	Carr
	Threatened Ecological Communities

Section 185 1)b) of the EPBC Act requires the Minister to take all reasonable and practical steps to amend as necessary the list of ecological communities under the EPBC Act – is that correct?
· Since the introduction of the Act, many applications for listing have there been?

· How many threatened ecological communities have actually been listed?
· Do you regard this as an acceptable number of listings?
· Why has there been such a delay in getting the listings through?
	AWD
	20/03/03

	27
	On notice
	Carr
	Stuart Oil Shale Project 
Stage 2 assessment

The Federal Government is currently assessing a proposal by Southern Pacific Petroleum (SPP) to develop Stage 2 of the Stuart Oil Shale Project in Queensland. SPP has reported that it has provided an Addendum Report to the Federal Government as part of the Stage 2 assessment process.
Can you advise:

· The date that the Government received the Addendum Report?

· Whether the Government is still reviewing the Addendum Report?

· If not, what was the Government’s response to the report?

· Whether the Government has requested further information from SPP subsequent to receiving the Addendum Report? 

· If so, detail the further information requested. 

· The date that the Government informed SPP of its response to the Addendum Report? 

· Whether the Government has received any further communication from SPP on this matter after receiving the Addendum Report?
· If so, what was the content of that communication?
· Will you provide the Committee with a copy of the Addendum Report and your response to SPP?
	AWD
	03/04/03

	28
	On notice
	Carr
	AGO – Stuart Shale Oil
Southern Pacific Petroleum (SPP), the developer of the Stuart Oil Shale Project in Queensland, recently stated that it has indicated its interest in providing input to the taskforce.

· What consideration will there be of the environmental impacts of different fuel options?

· What weighting will be given to the environmental impacts of different fuel options in any recommendations and decisions?

· Will there be an assessment of the greenhouse gas emissions from each of the different fuel options, and in particular an assessment of the greenhouse emissions from utilising a particular fuel relative to Australia’s greenhouse emissions in 1990 and our Kyoto target of 108% of 1990 levels by 2008-12?

· Has the Ministerial Oversight Committee met yet?

· If so, what was discussed at that meeting and what decisions were made?

· Will you provide the Committee with a copy of any documents relating to that meeting?

· When are other meetings of the Ministerial Oversight Committee scheduled and what is on the agenda for those meetings?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	29
	On notice
	Carr
	Longline Fishing Threat Abatement Plan for Albatross
· When was the Observer Program for the Longline Fishing Threat Abatement Plan first promised by the Government?

· Which Minister made the announcement?

· Why has there been a delay in implementing the program?

· Was there a commitment made to have the program in place by 1 January 2003?

· Who made the commitment?

· Why is the program still not in place? 
	MWD
	29/07/03

	30
	On notice
	Carr
	Tuna longline fisheries 

· Are bi-catch observer programs in place for the tuna fisheries?

· How long have they been in place?

· How is bi-catch presently monitored and controlled?

· Please detail the nature of observer data available for fisheries management purposes?

· What is the industry position in relation to the observer programs?

· What responsibilities do the longline sector have to ensure their fishery is ecologically sustainable?

· Is there evidence that bi-catch in this fishery is being reduced or indeed increasing?

· Are the small number of listings achieved consistent with the intent of the ACT?
	MWD
	19/03/03

	31
	On notice
	Carr
	Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) 
1. What funds have been committed to the declaration of Marine Protected Areas in Commonwealth waters this year?

2. By when does the Minister plan for the National Representative System of MPAs (NRSMPA) to be fully in place in Australian waters?

3. What funds have been committed to the compliance and enforcement capacity of the 12 existing Commonwealth MPAs this year? 

4. What has been spent so far and what on?

5. Is there a strategic framework within Environment Australia by which to assess and facilitate a response to illegal activity (eg: fishing) within an MPA?

6. How many people with operational training and responsibility does EA employ with respect of enforcement and compliance for its existing MPAs?

7. What means does EA have with respect of gathering and collating intelligence in the Commonwealth’s Marine Parks and acting on that information?

8. On what basis is the Minister able to demonstrate the effectiveness of the compliance and enforcement regime for Commonwealth MPAs?
	MWD
	19/03/03

	32
	On notice
	Carr
	Water Quality Standards for the Great Barrier Reef 

The Government is developing with the Queensland Government water quality standards for runoff into the Great Barrier Reef Lagoon.

· What is the status of the development of the standards?

· What form will these standards take?

· How will they be implemented? 

· When will they be published for public comment 

· When will they be finalised?
	MWD
	19/03/03

	33
	On notice
	Carr
	National Coastal Policy

The Coalition committed to a coastal policy at the last election.

· How is it being developed? 
· What has been spent on implementing the 2001 Election commitment to a Commonwealth Coastal Policy?

· What progress so far has there been in respect of its implementation?

· What environmental restoration and protection outcomes have been achieved so far?
· Do the States and Northern Territory support this proposal? 

· What coastal issues will the Policy address? 

· When will the draft be available for public comment?
	MWD
	19/03/03

	34
	On notice
	Carr
	Marine Research
· How much funding has been put into marine research over the past three years?

· What is the profile of that funding deployment (ie – to which sectors – fisheries, aquaculture, petroleum, tourism, conservation etc)? 

· Of the programs funded in the last three years, how many of them have had their results made available to the public?

· How much of the Commonwealth’s marine research funding has had a direct marine biodiversity conservation purpose in the last year?

· What percentage of marine research has been deployed in tropical areas, and what percentage in temperate areas over the last year?

· What percentage of marine research funding has gone to CSIRO? 
· How much funding was dedicated by Environment Australia to cetacean research this financial year? 

· How does that compare to the previous two years?

· On notice, can you please provide a table of all cetacean research program funding including who made the submissions, what the research program was, and when it was finally approved by EA, and when funds were dispersed?

· Have any Environment Australia cetacean research programs ceased funding this year?

· What progress has Environment Australia made against the Research recommendations in ‘The Action Plan for Australian Cetaceans’? On notice, please provide a table outlining the recommendation and progress made towards its implementation.
	MWD
	05/08/03

	35
	On notice
	Carr
	Murray River Flows 

A question answered at the last round of estimates on environmental flows was later revised.

The original response stated:

In this regard, Council anticipates that 1500GL returned to the River Murray – along with the many other works and measures it is undertaking in the Basin – will go a long way towards improving the current health of the River Murray system. It would also significantly improve the environmental attributes of key assets like the Murray cod and internationally recognised wetlands.

The revised answer stated

In this regard, the Expert Reference Panel to the Murray Darling Basin Commission estimates that 1500 GL returned to the River Murray (along with a suite of other works and measures), would lead to a moderate likelihood of achieving a healthy River Murray System.

· Why was the response changed?

· Who noted the change?

· Who drafted the new response?

· Why was the last response considered inadequate?

· Was there concern about raising people’s expectations and actually fixing the problem?
	MWD
	27/03/03

	36
	191
	Murphy
	Fox action plan – can you provide me with the outline of the information they provided to you for seeking a grant?
	NHD
	02/04/03

	37
	On notice
	Carr
	Natural Resource Management and coastal outcomes
· To what degree are coastal/marine requirements of NRM plans specified in the Bilateral Agreements signed so far?

· Has the Commonwealth provided the states, territories and Regional Bodies with Guidelines on integrating marine and coastal priorities, outcomes and targets into their NRM Plans and Investment Strategies?

· Of the NRM Regional Bodies that have a coastline or a coastal impact, how many of the NRM Regional Bodies have specific coastal/marine environment expertise in their membership?

· What is the Commonwealth doing to address those Regional Bodies that do not have coastal/marine environment expertise (in the regions which have a coastline or a coastal impact)?

· Can the Commonwealth detail for each state and territory, the coastal/marine expertise that is being drawn upon by the Regional Bodies in the development of their Natural Resource Management Plans?

· Can the Commonwealth detail for each state and territory, the nature and degree of coastal/marine expertise on the state-wide NRM committees – both the state agency based and stakeholder based committees? 

· To what degree do the (relevant) NRM plans prioritising coastal/marine issues? 

· Is the Commonwealth satisfied with the performance of the NRM Regional Bodies and State Agencies in their incorporation of coastal/marine priorities in their NRM Plans and Investment Strategies?

· What is the percentage (by way of both numbers of applications, and funding applied for) of coastal/marine projects in the NRM regional bids this year? How does this compare to the last three years of NHT/Coastcare funding? [That is, has there been an increase, or a decline in Commonwealth Government funding of coastal/marine NRM projects?]
· What coastal/marine expertise is the Commonwealth providing for accreditation of the NRM Plans?

· NRM Plans is adequate to the task and consistent in approach across all of Australia’s coastal regions?

· What measures is the Commonwealth using to address weaknesses in NRM Plans and Investment Strategies with respect of addressing coastal/marine priorities.

· To what degree are key coastal/marine issues including introduced marine pests, wild catch fisheries and marine protected areas being included in the NHT/NAP Regional Plans and Funding Bids?

· What is the Commonwealth doing to ensure effective cross regional and cross boundary management of coastal/marine issues that need to be managed beyond the regional scale? Further, is the Commonwealth ensuring that funding on these issues is available at a statewide or national scale in addition to the regional funding opportunities to developing this scale of project?

· What progress can the Commonwealth Government report on ‘The Future of Facilitation and Coordination Networks under Natural Resource Management’ review? What are the outcomes of the Review? What has the Review cost? 

· Does the Commonwealth intend to continue funding existing facilitator networks at existing levels?
	NHD
	09/04/03

	38
	On notice
	Carr
	Envirofund - General

Project proposals are due by 30 Jan 03.

· How many proposals have been received?

· How do the project selection criteria differ to the criteria for the first round?

· How has the Drought Recovery round make special provision for drought conditions? 

A media release dated 23/12/02 “The Natural Heritage Trust in Victoria” notes that “Since 1996 Swan Hill Rural Council has received $458,000 to implement a flood mitigation strategy, including the construction of suitable levee banks ….” 

· Levee banks are designed to prevent the inundation of riverine flood plains aren’t they?

· Wouldn’t you agree that flooding is a critical element of the natural ecosystems found on flood plains?

· What research was undertaken to assess the impact of the levee banks on the local environment?

· What criteria were used to assess whether construction of levee banks was consistent with funding under the NHT?

· Please justify this expenditure for these works under NHT funding?

· Please provide me a copy of any assessment undertaken relating to the impact of the levee on the local environment.
	NHD
	27/03/03

	39
	On notice
	Carr
	Envirofund – Project number 37999

The following questions relate to Envirofund Project number 37999.
November round of Envirofund grants included $6250 for the Nunawading Park and Wildlife Reserve Action Group for purpose of revegetating open space in Nunawading. 

· Who from the Nunawading Park and Wildlife Reserve Action Group signed off on the grant application?

· What other proof of support was provided for the project?

· Was the group incorporated at the time of the application?

· Is the group incorporated now?

· Who owns the land on which the project was to take place?

· Was permission obtained from the landowner?

· Is permission from the land owner a pre-requisite for funding?

· Can you explain how a group could receive funding without having the permission of the landowner?

· What attributes of the site made it eligible for funding under the envirofund criteria?

· What work is proposed to be completed over the life of the project?

· Did application go in before the deadline?

· What checking is undertaken by Envirofund to ensure applications meet the criteria?

· What funds have so far been delivered to the group and to whom?
	NHD
	27/03/03

	40
	On notice
	Carr
	National Action Plan for Water Quality and Salinity
At the last round of estimates, Sen Carr asked about National Strategies. These questions to follow up the responses that were given.

Accreditation criteria for regional integrated Natural Resource Management Plans include that “plans will demonstrate consistency with … agreed national and state outcomes and basin-wide strategies and targets that have been collectively agreed by relevant jurisdictions …”
Sen Carr asked.

Which “nationwide natural resource management strategies and targets” does this refer to?

Questions

· Which national strategies as they might relate to greenhouse, vegetation, water and land - are relevant to implementation of the NAP? 

· List these national level strategies, ie strategies agreed/approved by Ministerial Councils.

· Identify the forum in which they were approved/agreed, and the date of approval/agreement and publication.

· If a regional body considers a matter for target not relevant to the region, whilst the Commonwealth and/or the State considers that matter to be relevant, the view of which party prevails in accreditation of that NRM Plan? 

· Are regional bodies required to give reasons for not adopting any matter for target?”
	NHD
	10/04/03

	41
	On notice
	Carr
	Item 1 of the answer given to Question 56 from the November estimates stated “the Standards and Targets Framework sets national Natural resource management outcomes and matters for target”.
· What are the national natural resource management outcomes referred to?

· How does the Monitoring and Evaluation Framework guide monitoring and evaluation to allow progress against targets to be monitored? 

· How does this apply to salinity and water quality?
	NHD
	09/04/03

	42
	On notice
	Carr
	Item 2: Implementation of national strategies 
At November estimates, Senator Carr placed on notice questions relating to Implementation of National Strategies (such as NRMMC National Vegetation Framework, National Principles for the Provision of Water for Ecosystems etc)

Follow up questions

· Which portfolios are approached for advice on draft regional plans?

· What advice is sought from those portfolios? Does that advice relate to implementation of nationally agreed NRM strategies?

· What planning or management arrangements are required by the Commonwealth in draft plans for those regional plans to be considered consistent with national strategies?

· Will plans that are inconsistent with agreed national strategies be accredited? Under what circumstances would a plan be accredited where it is inconsistent with agreed strategies?

· What formal advice does the Department provide to regional bodies and the States/Territories prior to preparation of a draft regional plan for accreditation? What advice was provided in this regard in Victoria, NSW and South Australia?
	NHD
	27/03/03

	43
	On notice
	Carr
	Item 3: Regional Plans. 
Follow up questions.

· Which draft plans have come before the Commonwealth for comment? 

· Which of these have shown the most improvement, and why? 

· Which national strategies have been most comprehensively implemented through draft regional plans?

· Which national strategies have generally not been adopted? 

· For each draft regional plan, list the matters for targets that have been identified as relevant for that region, and the relative extent to which the Monitoring and Evaluation Framework has been reflected in the draft plan?
	NHD
	04/04/03

	44
	On notice
	Carr
	Item 4: Funding to date in the regions. 

Follow up questions

· What are the most recent expenditure figures under the NAP for foundation, priority and capacity building projects, per State? 

· Please indicate the date of this expenditure statement.

· On what grounds has Victoria required 10 times that for SA in foundation funding? 

· For the expenditure of $6.5M on foundation and capacity building funding in Victoria, what commitments and processes has the Commonwealth achieved through the draft regional plans to ensure implementation of nationally agreed NRM strategies?

· Why has NSW required no foundation funding? 

· Where has funding for preparation of the blueprints been derived? 
	NHD
	28/03/03 & xls attachment

	45
	On notice
	Carr
	Item 5: Criteria for priority actions. 

Follow up questions
· Do priority project proposals specify the relevant matter for target, consistent with the Standards and Targets Framework? 

· Does the regional body make a commitment to establishing targets for outcomes as a result of being funded for a priority project?”

· Under dot point 3 of the response to question 56, Item 5, which Commonwealth plans are being referred to?

· How does the Commonwealth ensure its investment in environmental improvements through priority projects are protected into the long term? 

· What arrangements are made with the State and Local Government planning and decision-making bodies to ensure environmental improvements from projects are not undermined by future plans and decisions?

· Please give an example of a priority project that was not funded solely on the basis that there was not a demonstrated need for early commencement, and why would that project not have benefited from early commencement? 

· Please provide an example of project funded because there was a demonstrated need for early commencement of the project, and what was that demonstrated need?

· Please provide an example of a project where all criteria have been met, and explain how each criterion was met.
	NHD
	10/04/03

	46
	On notice
	Carr
	Item 6: Plans accredited soon. 

Follow up questions

· Have the inland NSW regional plans been forwarded to Ministers for accreditation? 

· Which Blueprints does this include? 

· Are you satisfied that these Blueprints meet the accreditation criteria?

· Are you aware of any community concerns at the quality of NSW regional plans?

· Has there been concern over the community consultation process involved in their development?

· What measures are being taken to ensure the NSW Blueprints are of a high standard, in particular, in implementing agreed national and basin-wide strategies?

· Is it more likely that the NSW inland regional plans will be accredited than the region plans for Glenelg-Hopkins and Mallee? 

· If so why?
	NHD
	28/03/03

	47
	On notice
	Carr
	Item 8: Barriers to expenditure. 

Follow up questions

· What role will the Commonwealth have in development of investment plans?

· What are the Commonwealth’s priorities for investing in regional plans?

· Is the quality of the investment plan dependent on the quality of the accredited regional plan?

· How will the Commonwealth manage the possibility of Commonwealth priorities for investment being inconsistent with the regional bodies priorities?

· What measures will the Commonwealth take to ensure investments made in salinity and water quality in the NAP regions will be protected into the long term?
	NHD
	05/08/03

	48
	On notice
	Carr
	Clause 27 of the Intergovernmental Agreement for the National Action Plan notes that the “States and Territories agree to institute controls on land clearing by June 2002 or as otherwise agreed in Bilateral Agreements, which at a minimum prohibit land clearing in the priority catchments/regions where it would lead to unacceptable land and water degradation. For the purpose of this clause ‘unacceptable land and water degradation’ will be defined in conjunction with the development of the interim standards to be developed under clause 20”. 

· Has “unacceptable land and water degradation” been defined yet? 
· What is the definition?

· If not, why?

· Surely failure to do so suggest the Commonwealth is failing to deal with the issue?
	NHD
	27/03/03

	49
	On notice
	Carr
	Can I please have:

· a copy of the signed NAP Intergovernmental Agreement;

· copies of the signed NAP Bilateral Agreements. 

· a copy of signed NHT2 Bilateral Agreement with the States or Territories copies of the NRM Standards and Targets and Monitoring and Evaluation Frameworks, as agreed/signed in Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council.
	NHD
	27/03/03 & attachments (hard copy

	50
	On notice
	Stott Despoja
	Devolution of maternity leave costs within the Department.

The Environment and Heritage structure has organisational units at various levels including divisions. 

a) Do the organisational units in EA have their own internal budgets (as distinct from program budgets they manage)?

b) Does this include staffing budgets?

c) If yes, how are the costs of maternity leave handled in the Department?


Is it;

(i) a central cost, or

(ii) does each organisational unit cover their own maternity leave costs in their own budgets?

d) If maternity leave is a devolved cost can you please identify all of the organisational units which are required to handle maternity leave?

e) If maternity leave is a devolved cost, can you provide analysis (actual, FTE and percent) of staffing numbers per organisational unit by:

(i) gender, and

(ii) provide number (actual, FTE and percent) of women under 45 per organisational unit. 

(My interest is specifically Departmental units – the questions and data requests do not go to agencies and statutory authorities.)
	SDD
	19/03/03

	51
	On notice
	Carr
	Ministerial IT Support

a) What was the total cost of annual IT support and infrastructure provision (LAN & WAN lines etc) for the former EA Minister (Sen Hill) and all his staff? Including staff and provision of any special services by the Department, any other organisation or the outsourcing company in support of:


PH Minister's Office


Adelaide Minister's Office (not sure if he had one separate to EO, but believe so)


Electorate Office


Home

b) What is the total cost of annual IT support and infrastructure provision (LAN & WAN lines etc) for the current Minister (Dr David Kemp) and all his staff? Including staff and provision of any special services by the Department or the outsourcing company in support of:


PH Minister's Office


Melbourne Minister's Office (4 Treasury Place)


Electorate Office


Home
	SDD
	03/04/03

	52
	On notice
	Carr
	National pollutant Inventory 2001-2002

· Is the program expenditure on track? Please give details of expenditure so far and for the out years.

In his Media release of 31 January 2003, Minister Kemp stated:


The Air Pollution in Major Cities Program that is funded under the Natural Heritage Trust for $16 million over five years, aims to reduce the six major air pollutants (oxides of nitrogen and sulphur, particles, photochemical smog, carbon monoxide and airborne lead) through implementation of a range of national projects on clear air”.

· Please detail the progress that has been made in reducing each of the six major pollutants targeted by NHT funding?

· Where emissions have increased, detail why this is the case?

· Please provide a table comparing (where possible) emissions of each substance for each year of the inventory, including amount of emission, with an explanation of any changes over time. Please do this for each state and for all of Australia?
	SIAD
	16/05/03

	53
	On notice
	Carr
	World Heritage Areas

· Does the Government have a system for monitoring the conservation of World Heritage Values?

· What is the status of World Heritage management planning for each property and how is the protection of World Heritage Values provided for in each of these management plans.
	HD
	19/03/03

	54
	On notice
	Carr
	National Reserve System
· What funds have been committed for this year, and expended so far this year, on performance monitoring in the Commonwealth’s:-

(a) land based national parks;

(b) marine protected areas.
	Parks Australia
	20/03/03

	55
	On notice
	Carr
	Bushfires

· Please detail what processes are in place to manage bushfire risks in Commonwealth Parks and Reserves.

· Where fuel reduction burning is undertaken, are has a burning schedule been produced?

· Have all scheduled burns being undertaken? 

· If they have not, why not?

· Please provide a copy of the schedule.
	Parks Australia
	10/04/03

	56
	209
	Wong
	There is a reference in it to draft updated analyses for stationary energy and fuel production sectors, and I am asking if you can provide the committee with copies of these analyses? 
	AGO
	19/03/03

	57
	212-13
	Wong
	Have you been asked to respond to correspondence regarding this issue [ratification of Kyoto Protocol] addressed to the minister from some of the companies I have mentioned?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	58
	213
	Wong
	Have you had any correspondence in relation to this issue, ie the ratification or non-ratification of the Kyoto protocol [by Australia] from … Alcoa, BHP Billiton, Boral, Carter Holt Harvey, Esso, Mobil, OneSteel, Orica, Rio Tinto, Smorgan Steel, Southern Pacific Petroleum and Woodside?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	59
	214
	Wong
	What was the timing of the receipt of the FOI request by the AGO in relation to the Smith report?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	60
	214
	Wong
	Who paid for the review? Could you let us know how much it was?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	61
	215
	Wong
	There are a number of recommendations made in the Smith report. You indicated the government’s response to one of them, which is whether or not the Ago should be maintained as an executive agency. Has the government indicated its response to any of the other recommendations? Could you also indicate, if the government’s response to those recommendations has not been forthcoming, if there is any likely time line as to when that might occur?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	62
	217
	Allison
	Staffing at the AGO: is there an up-to-date schedule of how many staff are now employed in the agencies? Can we have that compared with the numbers when it was first set up?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	63
	217
	Allison
	Audit of Tenant Light and Power energy use for agencies: Do we know what CSIRO does that other agencies should emulate?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	64
	218
	Allison
	Only one agency has fully implemented recommendation 2, that departments give a clear indication of how agencies will comply with the energy policy of the earlier ANAO report. Is the AGO chasing up agencies or is it not its responsibility to do that?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	65
	218
	Allison
	Was it a recommendations that the AGO supported?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	66
	218
	Allison
	Who responds to those ANAO reports when there are recommendations? Does the government look at them and provide a response?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	67
	218
	Allison
	Is the earlier report [than that of 20/12] monitored by the AGO? If the government has made an official response to that; if not, why not and, if so, were the departments told to do that and does the AGO have a role in all of that?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	68
	225
	Wong
	SA Housing Trust application: has there actually been an application made subsequent to this answer being provided?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	69
	225
	Wong
	Is that a logical way for this rebate to be applied? … If you want more detail, I would have to take that on notice (Wright)
	AGO
	19/03/03

	70
	225
	Wong
	Did your office prepare the terms of reference of the [Photovoltaic Rebate Program] review? Are you able to provide them?
	AGO
	19/03/03 & same attachment as for qon72 

	71
	225
	Wong
	Can you advise us as to the likely completion date for that review? … What is the current status?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	72
	226
	Wong
	Was the review put to tender? Could you also take on notice the request to provide, if it did go to tender, a copy of the tender?
	AGO
	19/03/03 & same attachment as for qon70

	73
	227
	Wong
	When was this review first commenced? When was it commissioned?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	74
	229
	McLucas
	SPP: Can the committee have a copy of the addendum report?
	AGO
	26/03/03

	75
	On notice
	Lees
	I note that the Threatened Species Scientific Committee, in its determination to list "loss of climactic habitat caused by anthropogenic emissions of greenhouse gases" as a key threatening process under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, recommended against the development of a threat abatement plan, as the work would duplicate that planned through the Australian Greenhouse Office. 

What action has the Australian Greenhouse Office taken to address the threats to biodiversity caused by this recognised Key Threatening Process?

In what ways has the stated aim of the National Greenhouse Strategy to develop "a framework for progressing adaptation planning for biodiversity conservation", been fulfilled?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	76
	On notice
	Lees
	I understand that Dr Steve Morton's report to the Prime Minister's Science, Engineering and Innovation Council recommended "that the Commonwealth Government institute analysis of the capacity of Australia's natural systems to adapt to altered climate conditions and anticipated climate changed", and that the Coalition's own election policy stated that the Commonwealth would "develop programs to support adaptation strategies for global warming, particularly in agricultural regions". 

Has analysis of Australia's natural systems in this respect been instigated, and what programs are underway to support adaptation strategies for global warming in agricultural regions?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	77
	On notice
	Carr
	National Carbon Accounting System and National Greenhouse Gas Inventory

Background

These questions follow up questions asked about the National Carbon Accounting system in the last round of estimates

The AGO has stated that the most recent (late 1999) image in the series of composite satellite images 1972 – 2000 was used to estimate full calendar year 1998 emissions. This implies that thresholding and other relevant analysis of the late 1999 image has been undertaken to enable comparison with the previous (late 1997/early 1998) image. Based on this work:

· What is the total estimated area of Kyoto deforestation between these two images, with or without application of the Conditional Probability Network? 

· What emissions were caused? 

· Is any upswing in clearing rates and/or emission rates detectable?
	AGO
	27/03/03

	78
	On notice
	Carr
	· What increase in certainty of NCAS estimates (based on comparison of recent 25m pixel imagery) of LAND Use Change has been found to be provided by use of the Conditional Probability Network, given that FullCAM Error Log incidents have been stated by NCAS to be “almost exclusively” associated with change from use of MSS to TM/ETM data?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	79
	On notice
	Carr
	· Has uncertainty related to projecting into the future been taken into account in the 20% accuracy claimed in the Third National Communication for the Land Use Change figures? 

· Are projections of deforestation likely to occur in either 2000 or 2010 based on a 1995/1998 average as statistically certain as, for example, the 1995 estimate, which was based on interpretation of imagery? 

· What is the relative statistical certainty of the 1998 estimate, and the 2000 and 2010 projections? 

· Is the uncertainty level of the Year 2000 projection less than 20%? 

· Is the uncertainty level of the 2010 projection less than 20%?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	80
	On notice
	Carr
	· What range of crown cover thresholds for forest definition will be accepted under the Kyoto Protocol? 

· Is 20% a final choice for Australia’s reporting? 

· If a lower percentage cover were finally chosen would this increase or decrease our current reported emissions relative to 1990?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	81
	On notice
	Carr
	· When will NCAS work on estimates of 2000 and 2001 emissions based on interpretation of imagery up to 2002, rather than projections, be completed? 

· When will these estimates be made publicly available?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	82
	On notice
	Carr
	· Given that a recent Qld Government SLATS study reports a 78% upswing in clearing in Queensland in the year to end August 2000, and that the bulk of this clearing occurred in vegetation with greater than 12% FPC, how confident is the AGO that NCAS estimates for the year 2000 based on interpretation of imagery rather than projections from earlier years will be within 20% of the estimates supplied in the Third National Communication and the Year 2000 NGGI?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	83
	On notice
	Carr
	· What consideration was given by the AGO to the use, to inform LUC estimates in the 2000 NGGI, of emissions information from the late 1999 image?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	84
	On notice
	Carr
	Ethanol

During November 2002 estimates the following question (#34) was asked;

Can we get a list of those projects, how much was allocated and what the emissions reductions are expected?

The answer from the AGO was:

The two projects are:
Project
     GGAP Funds 
      Expected Abatement
BP ethanol blending and distribution $8.8 million  1.37 Mt CO2-e

Douglas Shire/Mossman Mill $7.35 million 1.08 Mt CO2-e (ethanol production and vegetation sequestration project)

Question

· Please provide, in detail, the methodology used to calculate the expected abatement for each project? In particular please identify steps in the ethanol production process for the Mossman Mill where the savings will be made, and the magnitude of the abatement for each component of the project.

· Please detail the amount and intended use for ethanol produced at the Mossman Mill?

· What percentage of the ethanol production will be used for blending in fuel?
	AGO
	27/03/03

	85
	On notice
	Carr
	· BP Ethanol blending and distribution Project

· Please detail how this Project met all GGAP criteria including the demonstration of large-scale, cost effective, sustained, additional greenhouse abatement outcomes.

· What is the ethanol content in the blending being undertaken as part of this project?
· Is the blend is in the vicinity of ten percent ethanol?

· Is the AGO aware of Bureau of Transport and Regional Economics (BTRE) advice that “it is difficult to conclude that there are net benefits from displacing petrol with fuel ethanol”.

· Has the AGO responded to or considered this advice?

· If so, has the Minister for Environment bee made aware of the AGO response? 

· In what form was the advice given?

· Can I please have a copy of any advice/correspondence/response by the AGO to the BTRE.
	AGO
	28/04/03

	86
	On notice
	Carr
	In your response to question 34 (3) of November Estimates 2002, the AGO stated:

However, the report indicates that there is good potential to reduce greenhouse gas emissions through the ethanol life-cycle chain. By highlighting areas of the current ethanol production process that produce relatively high emissions, the report presents opportunities to the industry for improving its greenhouse gas emissions performance.

Further to this, the Bureau of Transport and Regional Economics (BTRE), in a report titled Greenhouse Policy Options for Transport published in May 2002, stated the following:

Current production and use of fuel ethanol is not cost effective in reducing emissions of greenhouse gas and environmental air pollutants. There are both positive and negative identifiable pollution outcomes. The evidence, although extensive and complex, is also ambiguous and often contradictory. Under current use and circumstances it is difficult to conclude that there are net benefits from displacing petrol with fuel ethanol.
· In light of these comments, please detail how GGAP funding criteria was satisfied for this project?

· Does GGAP funding make provisions to recover funding where a project has failed to meet the funding criteria, honour the terms of agreement or failed to meet agreed milestones?

· Please provide details of these provisions?

· Have there been any examples of GGAP funding being recovered? Please detail which projects and for what reasons?

· Where an agreement has been signed for funding under GGAP, and the project is subsequently been found to be ineligible for funding, what legal avenues are open to the AGO to recover the funding?

· Under what circumstances could a payment made under the GGAP be considered unlawful?
	AGO
	28/04/03

	87
	On notice
	Carr
	· How much ethanol does Australia produce?

· What percentage is used for blending in fuel?

· Of the ethanol produced in Australia that is subject to GGAP funding, what percentage is used for blending in fuel?
	AGO
	19/03/03

	88
	On notice
	Carr
	Discretionary Grants Program

· Over the life of the program, how many grants have been directed to CNG projects? Please include the amount for each project?

· Over the life of the program, how many grants have been directed to LPG projects? Please include the amount for each project?

· Please detail the rationale for any significant differences in overall funding directed to CNG compared with LPG.

· Do CNG projects receive funding priority over other projects?

· Do LPG projects receive funding priority over other projects?

· Can you please give the number of the existing CNG refuelling sites in a) all Queensland, and b) the Brisbane metropolitan area?
· Can you please number of the existing LPG refuelling sites in a) all Queensland, and b) the Brisbane metropolitan area?
· Has the availability of CNG refuelling sites increased or decreased a) in the last 6 months, b) in the last 12 months, c) over the life of the discretionary grants program?

· Has the availability of LPG refuelling sites increased or decreased a) in the last 6 months, b) in the last 12 months, c) over the life of the discretionary grants program?

· Would grants be available for diesel-to-LPG heavy engine conversions?

· Under what circumstances would the diesel-to-LPG heavy engine conversions be ineligible? Please list these circumstances.

· Under what circumstances would the diesel-to-LPG heavy engine conversions be ineligible? Please list these circumstances.
	AGO
	21/03/03

	89
	On notice
	Carr
	Reporting on Australia’s Oceans Policy Implementation — Background

Australia’s Oceans policy commits to a major review at least every five years. The first comprehensive review of the implementation of the policy was to be provided to the National Oceans Ministerial Board in October 2002.

Questions

1. Can the Minister confirm that a Review into Oceans Policy has been undertaken? 

2. What funds were spent on that Review?

3. What were the findings of the Review?

4. What is the Government’s response to the Review?

5. When will the Review be made public?

6. When does the Minister intend to release the Draft South East Regional Management Plan (SERMP) for public comment?

7. Does this represent a delay in the earlier commitment to release the Draft in March? 

8. If so, why is there a delay in its release? And when does the Minister intend to release the Draft?

9. Will the Draft Plan outline specific mechanisms by which the Oceans Policy objectives of integration of resource use decisions and implementation of Ecosystem Based Management will be put into operation?

10. Given the national nature of Oceans Policy, what is the Commonwealth doing to engage the states and territories in its implementation? 

11. How many states have signed on to Oceans Policy since its release in 1998?

12. What funding is the Commonwealth providing states and territories to assist in their engagement in Oceans Policy implementation in order to make it a truly national policy?

13. What are the projected timelines for development of the Northern Regional Management Plan?

14. Is the funding for implementation of Oceans Policy, in particular the Regional Management Plans, on track? No under or overspends?

15. Please provide expenditure statements (projected and actual) for the year to date for all programs.
	National Oceans Office
	08/07/03

	90
	217
	Allison
	Tenant Light and Power energy use audit
E&H being the second worst performing department, with only a 9.4% reduction … (Sen Hill: rather then speculate on it, I think it would be better if Mr Beale took it away and gave a considered response to your question)
	SDD
	19/03/03 & pdf attachment

	91
	227
	McLucas
	Series of questions related to the long-term strategic energy policy and the ministerial oversight committee to be passed to PM&C by EA
	PCD
	19/03/03
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