Senate Environment, Communications, Information Technology & the Arts Legislation Committee
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Environment and Heritage

Additional Estimates 2002-2003, (11 February 2003)


Outcome:
1 - Environment



Question No:  11
Output:
1.3
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
Blue Whale Recovery Plan
Hansard Page ECITA:  186
Senator Carr asked:

How much money was being spent on the establishment of a blue whale recovery plan?

Answer:

The Blue Whale Recovery Plan is being developed in-house by Environment Australia officers as part of an overall workplan of marine species activities. As it is part of the overall work on whales, accurate records of the amount of staff time specifically allocated to the development of the plan have not been kept.
Outcome:
1 - Environment



Question No:  12
Output:
1.3
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
Blue Whale Recovery Plan
Hansard Page ECITA:  187
Senator Carr asked:

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?

Answer:

Recovery plans made under the EPBC Act are not disallowable instruments. 
Before making a recovery plan, the Minister must consult State and Territory environment ministers, consider the advice of the Threatened Species Scientific Committee, and consider all comments received during a three month public comment period. Recovery plans are prepared with the assistance of a range of interested parties, often through the mechanism of a recovery team which guides the development and implementation of the plan. 
Outcome:
1 - Environment



Question No: 29
Output:
1.3
Division:
Marine and Water 

Topic:
Longline Fishing Threat Abatement Plan for Albatross
Hansard Page ECITA:  On notice
Senator Carr asked:

1. When was the Observer Program for the Longline Fishing Threat Abatement Plan first promised by the Government?

2. Which Minister made the announcement?

3. Why has there been a delay in implementing the program?

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

5. Who made the commitment?

6. Why is the program still not in place?

Answers:

The Australian Fisheries Management Authority (AFMA), the agency with statutory responsibility for managing longline fisheries, has advised as follows:

Longline Fishing Threat Abatement Plan for Albatross

(1) The TAP observer program was first prescribed as a necessary action when the Threat Abatement Plan for the “incidental catch (or by-catch) of seabirds during oceanic longline fishing operations” was released in August 1998.

(2) The Threat Abatement Plan for the “incidental catch (or by-catch) of seabirds during oceanic longline fishing operations” was approved and announced by Senator the Hon. Robert Hill, who was Minister for the Environment at that time. 

(3)
The full TAP observer programme was put in abeyance by the Minister for the Environment to allow the seabird chute mitigation trial to proceed. A component of this chute trial was the implementation of a targeted observer programme to assess the effectiveness of the chute. This targeted observer programme commenced in September 2001.

(4)
AFMA is not aware of such a formal commitment, but is pursuing the implementation of a comprehensive observer programme for the fishery. AFMA sees the requirements of the TAP observer program being achieved under the Eastern Tuna and Billfish Data Collection and Validation Programme. This is planned to commence from 1 July 2003.

(5) The Threat Abatement Plan working group had agreed that an observer programme be implemented. AFMA is presently coordinating the implementation of this programme.

(6) Over the last year AFMA has successfully implemented and managed a targeted observer programme to monitor various seabird threat mitigation trials south of 30oS.

Outcome:
1 - Environment



Question No:  30
Output:
1.3
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
Tuna longline fisheries 
Hansard Page ECITA:  On Notice

Senator Carr asked:

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

2. How long have they been in place?

3. How is bi-catch presently monitored and controlled?

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

5. What is the industry position in relation to the observer programs?

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

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

Answers:

The Australian Fisheries Management Authority (AFMA), the agency with statutory responsibility for managing tuna longline fisheries, has advised as follows:

1. A pilot observer program for the Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery occurred during the 2003 season. The Eastern Tuna and Billfish Fishery (ETBF) has had observer programmes monitoring seabird mitigation trials below 300S.

2. Since the beginning of February 2003 for the SBT purse seine fishery. Since September 2001 for the eastern tuna and billfish fishery.

3. All catch, including bycatch, is recorded in logbooks. Limits apply to some species by regulation ie 20 fish per trip for some species. The Threat Abatement Plan bird mitigation observer trials also monitor bycatch. 

4. Observer data is composed of fishery independent data on catch and effort including target, by-product and bycatch species. Ancillary environmental data is also collected. This data is provided to research agencies to assist in stock assessments and ecosystem studies. Observer data is utilised by the Management Advisory Committees and Fishery Assessment Groups to develop management options. Observer data is used to verify fishery logbook data.

5. Industry has accepted the need to have observer programmes but are concerned by cost and compliance issues.

6. AFMA is required by Government legislation to pursue the ecological sustainability of the fisheries through their management arrangements. Industry are developing codes of practice under the Bycatch Action Plans to help address Ecological Sustainable Development issues.

7. Fishery dependant data does not indicate increases in bycatch. This data will be complemented by fishery independent data (observer programmes) and provide improved information in this regard.

Outcome:
1 - Environment



Question No: 31
Output:
1.3
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
Marine Protected Areas (MPAs)
Hansard Page ECITA:  On notice
Senator Carr asked:

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?
Answers:

1.
$317,329

2.
The National Representative System of Marine Protected Areas is a national system of MPAs which aims to contain a comprehensive, adequate and representative sample of Australia’s marine ecosystems. It consists of MPAs in Commonwealth, State and Northern Territory waters. Individual MPAs are declared under the appropriate legislation for each jurisdiction and to a timeframe determined by that jurisdiction.

No date has been set for the full implementation of the NRSMPA in Australian waters. The pace of work toward establishing the NRSMPA in Commonwealth waters has increased significantly over the last few years however. Since 1996 six new reserves have been declared, which has resulted in the area of Commonwealth marine reserves increasing by 24,956,100 hectares, or about 40%, to 61,657,182 hectares. 
3.
$662,510

4.
$328, 280

Program and salary expense for 02/03 on compliance and enforcement functions, to end January 2003, is detailed in Table 1 attached. 
5.
Environment Australia facilitates a strategic approach to illegal activity through a range of flexible and targeted compliance and enforcement measures. These measures are broadly outlined in the Draft Environment Australia Compliance and Enforcement Policy, expected to be finalized shortly. Approaches within MPAs are further refined and applied through the MPA estate Compliance and Enforcement Strategy and Compliance and Enforcement Plans for each MPA. 

6.
Environment Australia has a dedicated MPA team that includes appointment of nine of the twelve staff as Wardens under the EPBC Act. Through the MPA team, Environment Australia has also developed arrangements with the Australian Customs Service and a number of State agencies, which facilitates the training and appointment of officers of these agencies as Wardens under the EPBC Act and the provision of compliance and enforcement services. Sixty-five staff from external agencies have now been appointed wardens under the EPBC Act. Continued training and appointment is planned. 

7.
EA collects and collates MPA intelligence data from a number of sources including, Coastwatch, State Fisheries and Parks agencies, community groups and industry. EA enters Coastwatch data onto the EA Geographical Information System to assist MPA staff to further analyse data. If intelligence indicates the occurrence of an illegal activity in Commonwealth MPAs, EA pursues the matter either directly or through authorized officers from other agencies. 
8.
Criteria used to evaluate effectiveness of the MPA compliance and enforcement regime includes performance assessment programs of individual reserves e.g. monitoring of illegally targeted species, level of public awareness and number of illegal activities reported and pursued. Annual reports from partner agencies assist in assessing the effectiveness of compliance and enforcement arrangements.
Attachment to qon31
Table 1:  Program expense – compliance and enforcement in Commonwealth MPAs

	Reserve
	Expense
	Budgeted
	Spent
	Comment

	
	
	
	
	

	Mermaid
	
	
	
	

	
	training
	9,820
	9,820
	

	
	public info
	4,967
	4,967
	

	
	travel
	2,000
	0
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Ningaloo 
	
	
	
	

	
	patrols
	30,500
	30,500
	

	
	training
	2,750
	2,750
	

	
	public info
	51,806
	44,806
	

	
	legal
	2,175
	2,175
	

	
	travel
	3,029
	3,029
	

	
	
	
	

	Coringa-Herald & Lihou Reefs
	
	
	

	
	patrols
	8,042
	4,666
	

	
	
	
	

	Elizabeth Middleton
	
	
	

	
	patrols
	1,986
	993
	

	
	public info
	5,106
	5,106
	

	
	
	
	

	Tasmanian Seamounts
	
	
	

	
	public info
	3,433
	3,433
	

	
	
	
	

	Ashmore-Cartier
	
	
	

	
	public info
	11,451
	3,451
	

	
	patrols/training
	26,703
	26,703
	patrols & training of Customs officers occurs simultaneously

	
	travel
	7,711
	5,544
	

	
	
	
	

	Solitary Islands
	
	
	

	
	patrols
	23,390
	23,390
	

	
	public info
	12,197
	12,197
	

	
	legal
	6,300
	6,300
	

	
	training
	2,350
	2,350
	

	
	travel
	785
	785
	

	
	
	
	

	Lord Howe Island
	
	
	

	
	patrols
	11,340
	0
	Annual Business Agreement payment pending

	
	public info
	5,600
	0
	"

	
	legal
	1,680
	0
	"

	
	training
	4,180
	0
	"

	
	travel
	764
	764
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Macquarie
	
	0
	0
	

	
	
	
	

	Great Australian Bight
	
	
	

	
	patrols/public info/legal/training
	24,000
	0
	Annual Business Agreement payment pending

	
	
	
	

	Across estate
	
	
	

	
	legal
	79,539
	17,441
	

	
	public info
	31,317
	6,323
	

	
	training
	17,048
	8,048
	

	
	review administration
	45,000
	0
	Contract in prep to review & refine procedures

	
	Sub-total
	436,969
	225,541
	

	
	Salaries
	225,541
	102,739
	

	
	TOTALS
	662,510
	328,280
	


Outcome:
1 - Environment



Question No:  32
Output:
1.3
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
Water Quality Standards for the Great Barrier Reef
Hansard Page ECITA:  On notice
Senator Carr asked:

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.

1. What is the status of the development of the standards?

2. What form will these standards take?

3. How will they be implemented? 

4. When will they be published for public comment 

5. When will they be finalised?
Answers:

1.
The Government is working with Queensland to develop a Reef Water Quality Protection Plan. The Plan will provide guidance to regional bodies in the Great Barrier Reef (GBR) Catchment in the setting of water quality targets for their Natural Resource Management (NRM) Regional Plans. It is expected that the formal draft of the Reef Water Quality Protection Plan will be released some time in April 2003 and finalized before the end of 2003.

2.
It is expected that water quality targets that address end of river discharges for sediment and nutrient will be set through the above process. 
3.
Water quality targets will be implemented through the Regional NRM Plans and the Reef Water Quality Protection Plan.

4.
When Queensland regional bodies have developed the relevant NRM Regional Plans. 
5.
See 4.
Outcome:
1 – Environment



Question No:  33
Output:
1.3
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
National Coastal Policy
Hansard Page ECITA:  On notice

Senator Carr asked:

National Coastal Policy - The Coalition committed to a coastal policy at the last election.

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

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

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

6. What coastal issues will the Policy address? 

7. When will the draft be available for public comment?

Answers:

1. The Commonwealth is developing a national approach to coastal issues in partnership with the States and Northern Territory and local government through the Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council. 

2. Approximately $200,000 has been spent to date. 

3. Implementation of measures will commence once the national approach has been finalised. It is anticipated that the Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council will consider the matter at its meetings scheduled for April and October.

4. See the answer to question 3. 
5. State and Northern Territory officials are engaged in developing the national approach to coastal issues. The Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council will consider the national approach at its April 2003 meeting.

6. Coastal issues to be addressed include conserving and restoring important coastal and estuarine habitat and biodiversity, improving coastal and estuarine water quality and protecting the economic base of coastal areas. 

7. Public comment on the national approach to coastal issues will be undertaken as part of the process following States and Northern Territory support for the national approach to coastal issues. 

Outcome:
1 – Environment



Question No:  34
Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
Marine Research
Hansard Page ECITA:  On notice
Senator Carr asked:

Question

1. How much funding has been put into marine research over the past three years?

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

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

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

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

6. What percentage of marine research funding has gone to CSIRO?

7. How much funding was dedicated by Environment Australia to cetacean research this financial year?

8. How does that compare to the previous two years?

9. 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?

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

11. 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.

Answers:

1.
Over the past three years $177.3 million have been put into marine research. The amounts spent were $54.3 million in 2000-2001, $61.5 million in 2001-2002, and it was estimated that $61.5 million would be spent in 2002-2003. 

2. The profile of that funding deployment for the three years is as follows.

Fisheries and Aquaculture

$31.6million


Marine Research/Conservation

$72.5 million

Marine Resources


$73.2 million

3.
All final reports of Environment Australia projects are made available to the public on the internet.

4.
All marine research funding from Environment Australia has direct or indirect biodiversity conservation purpose. As an estimate, around 94 per cent of marine research funding given by Environment Australia is directly for purposes of marine biodiversity conservation. 

5.
Project information is not compiled in a manner to enable tropical versus temperate research to be ascertained. Indeed, organisations like CSIRO, AFFA, AMSA and Customs conduct projects all around Australia whilst some organisations like AIMS concentrate on tropical areas.

6. Over the past three years 41 per cent of Commonwealth marine research funding has gone to CSIRO. 

7.
$283 000

8.
On average in 2002-03, an additional 27 per cent was spent on cetacean research compared to the two previous years. $225 000 was provided for whale conservation initiatives in 2001-02 and $220 000 was provided in 2000-01.

9.
During the 2002-03 financial year, Environment Australia has provided funding for a variety of cetacean research projects as listed in the table below, under its program of whale conservation initiatives. Funding of the two southern right whale projects listed below was approved by the Minister on 22 August 2002, and all other expenditure was approved on 22 October 2002. Dispersal of funds is ongoing according to contract specifications. 
	Organisation
	Project

	World Wide Fund for Nature
	Timor Sea small cetacean survey

	South Pacific Whale Research Consortium
	Support for whale sanctuaries in the South Pacific

	Qld Department of Primary Industries
	Reduction of incidental capture of marine mammals by inshore Setnets

	Western Australian Museum
	Southern right whale aerial survey and photoidentification

	Eubalaena Pty Ltd
	Southern right whale ecology and behaviour at the head of the bight

	Australocetus Research
	Ecology of blue whales in southern Australian waters

	Australocetus Research
	Determination of migratory routes and wintering destinations of blue whales from southern Australia

	Western Australian Museum
	Investigation of blue whales off Western Australia


10.
No cetacean research programs have ceased funding during 2002-03. Under the NHT, several cetacean research projects have been supported with NHT funds, often along with funds from other sources. Environment Australia does not have responsibility for running or supporting a specific cetacean research ‘program’ but funds particular activities to assist in policy development and implementation. 
11.
	Research action recommendation
	Progress

	Recommendation that State and Territory authorities be encouraged to prepare/update operational planning for stranding contingencies, to ensure scientific and animal welfare objectives are fully realized.
	Many States and Territories have adopted Contingency Plans to deal with stranded whales and dolphins.

In addition, funding from the Natural Heritage Trust has been provided to a project examining cetacean strandings in the Southern Ocean Sanctuary between 1997 and 2000, and for the construction of four whale rescue trailers for use along the Tasmanian coastline in transporting whales to Hobart for necropsy purposes.

	Recommendation that Commonwealth, state and territory wildlife agencies convene two national workshops:  one to review scientific and veterinary aspects of dealing with strandings/entanglements; the other on operational aspects and rescue techniques
	A workshop on scientific and veterinary aspects of dealing with strandings and on entanglements is planned to occur during 2003. EA understands that several States have run workshops on operational aspects of strandings and rescue techniques, and that further workshops on these matters are planned to be held shortly by the International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW).

	Recommendation that the responsible Commonwealth, state and territory authorities establish a Fisheries Incidental Take Working Group, whose agenda would include 

– re-examining current legislative requirements for reporting incidental take, including endangered species and fisheries legislation, and relevant international obligations 

– consideration of the practicality and merits of utilising trained observers 

– consideration of an education program targeting relevant fisheries and fishing areas 

– establishing a database on incidental captures, possibly as a subset of the National Strandings Database 

– assessing the need to introduce measures to reduce the incidence of incidental takes 

- assessing the level of funding required to offset the costs of obtaining, treating and analysing material derived
	This recommendation is being progressed through the implementation of the EPBC Act, which provides for the strategic assessment of Commonwealth fisheries and reporting of incidental take. Many fisheries have observers and programs for their training. Under the Act, fishers are required to take all reasonable steps to prevent death or injury to members of listed species whilst fishing.

	Recommendations that:

• Biodiversity Group, Environment Australia fund the publication of a comprehensive field guide on Australian cetaceans, to include distribution maps and recording protocols 

• Biodiversity Group, Environment Australia convene a workshop of representatives of the Commonwealth and state governments, industry and the research community to examine the potential for and costs of dedicated and platform-of-opportunity surveys, including the emphasis to be given to, and funding implications of, a National Sightings Database 

• consideration be given to the provision of a cetacean biologist on current CSIRO/Japanese tuna surveys along the continental slope off South Australia as a test case to determine the reliability of using such already existing surveys for obtaining cetacean distribution and abundance data 

• the relevant state agencies be encouraged to provide financial support for observer programs within coastal waters. 


	Environment Australia has published a Whales and Dolphins Identification Guide, and a Whale and Dolphin Sighting Report. Distribution maps for all cetaceans found in Australian waters have been developed during the last few years and will shortly be published on the internet. 

A cetacean sightings database is currently being developed by Environment Australia in consultation with Industry, non-government conservation organisations, State and Territory Governments and the research community. Representatives from these groups will be invited to a workshop to discuss the database and issues involved in cetacean sightings, such as dedicated and platform-of-opportunity surveys. 



	Recommendation that the potential for obtaining information on whale distribution, movements and behaviour be investigated, both from existing passive hydrophone arrays in Australian waters, and from towed arrays deployed, for example, from navy or Antarctic Division vessels operating both within Australian waters and the Southern Ocean, particularly in relation to research to be proposed in the context of the Southern Ocean Sanctuary
	EA has funded, for the past six years, the Southern Ocean Cetacean Ecosystem Program which investigates, amongst other things, the potential for obtaining information on whale distribution movements and behaviour from passive acoustic systems such as hydrophone arrays. EA has also funded a CSIRO study in Antarctic waters on the effectiveness of passive acoustic systems in recording biological, including cetacean, noise. EA understands that the Department of Defence is also undertaking acoustic studies into passive acoustic systems and biological noise.

	Recommendation that greater emphasis be given to telemetry studies in Australian waters, particularly for investigating breeding areas of Humpback Whales, coastal and migration movements of Southern Right Whales, behaviour/ecology of inshore and offshore delphinids—including those of the continental slope, as well as the survival of animals following rescue from mass strandings 

Recommendation that in any proposed telemetry projects emphasis should be given to the development of improved transmitter attachment methods, particularly for the larger whales
	Satellite tagging technology has been trialled and refined since the release of the Action Plan to increase its effectiveness and reduce the likelihood of impacts to cetaceans. Environment Australia has funded several projects which involve the use of satellite tags to track cetacean migratory and movement paths. 

	Recommendation that the expanding exploitation of living marine resources (harvesting of fish, crustaceans, squid and other molluscs, seaweeds, etc) be planned and regulated with a view to ecological relationships, and with special reference to the identification and protection or conservative management of keystone species within marine ecosystems 

Recommendation that where management plans are prepared (e.g. under the Commonwealth Fisheries Management Act) for fisheries targeting particular marine species or stocks, responsible Commonwealth, state and territory agencies take into account the impacts of that exploitation on other species and other trophic levels within the ecosystem sustaining those targeted species or stocks 

Recommendation that in the design of research into stocks of fish (and of other marine organisms) and the calculation of catch quotas, fishery biologists and managers 

– consider the role and food requirements of cetaceans in the food webs that include the targeted commercial species 

– seek relevant advice from cetacean biologists, possibly via the proposed advisory body

Recommendation that relevant authorities be encouraged to 

– regulate the use of agricultural biocides and the disposal of industrial and urban wastes to prevent or allow their entry into aquatic environments only within safe levels 

– monitor the levels of pollutants in aquatic environments regularly at strategic sites, to assess water quality in relation to accumulation of toxic substances at different trophic levels within the biota 

– develop improved methods of disposal of industrial and urban wastes and of monitoring to ensure the effectiveness of regulatory systems 

Recommendation that relevant authorities consult with extractive industries (oil, gas, minerals) and ancillary industries (e.g. bulk tanker shipping) which operate within marine environments to ensure that exploration, extraction and transport of their products is conducted according to the highest levels of awareness and safety, and of preparedness for dealing with accidents and disasters (e.g. oil spills) that could have a detrimental impact on cetaceans and their habitats. 
	This recommendation is being progressed through the implementation of the EPBC Act, which provides for the strategic assessment of Commonwealth fisheries, and environmental impact assessment of development activities.

	Recommendation that Biodiversity Group, Environment Australia commission a review of photo-identification as applied to cetaceans in Australian waters, to cover the following 

– the need for, administration, resource implications and other aspects of national catalogues of identifying photographs 

– the short- and long-term effects of field methods employed to obtain photographs, e.g. low-flying over right whales, prolonged chasing of humpbacks 

– the numbers of photographs required for a given presumed population size, and the effort required to obtain them, from which to obtain statistically valid estimates of population size using mark–recapture methods. 


	A overall review of photo-identification has not been commissioned, rather several more targeted and useful photo-identification activities have received support by Environment Australia through the Natural Heritage Trust. These include:  southern right whale photo‑identification workshops, humpback whale photo-identification workshops and humpback photo-id database development. 

The Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Regulations 2000 regulate approach distances to whales which apply to the general public and researchers alike. Permits issued to researchers under the EPBC Act specify approach distances for research work, and require reporting on the work carried out under the Permit.


Outcome:
1 – Environment



Question No:  35
Output:
1.7
Division:
Marine and Water
Topic:
Murray River Flows
Hansard Page ECITA:  On notice
Senator Carr asked:

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?
Answer:

The above questions were answered at the additional Estimates Hearings of 11 February 2003, refer pages E205-207. 

