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

Environment and Heritage

Additional Estimates 2003-2004, (17 February 2004)


Outcome:
1. Environment



Question No: 79
Sub-outcome:

Output:  

Division/Agency:
PCEPD

Topic: 
Advertising Campaigns

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:

Has the Department commissioned, or planning to Commission, advertising campaigns related to the Environment and Heritage portfolios? Please list.

Answer/s: 

The Department has planned an advertising campaign on Natural Resource Management jointly with DAFF.

The Department is planning an advertising campaign to raise public awareness of the need to appropriately dispose of used oil.

Neither campaign has yet been approved by the Ministerial Committee on Government Communications.

Outcome:
1. Environment



Question No: 80

Sub-outcome:

Output:  

Division/Agency:
PCEPD

Topic: 
Advertising campaigns

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked: 

What expenditure has been allocated for the advertising campaigns in 2003-04? In 2004-2005? From which program area will the campaigns be funded?

Answer/s: 

DEH has allocated $3.72 million for a NRM advertising campaign from the Natural Heritage Trust National Projects.  An allocation has not yet been finalised for 2004‑05.

The Department has allocated $2.3 million for a used oil recycling campaign under the Product Stewardship for Oil Program during 2003-04.
Outcome:
1. Environment


Question No: 81

Sub-outcome:

Output:  

Division/Agency:  
PCEPB

Topic: 
Advertising Campaign

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked: 

When does the department expect the campaign to proceed?  

Answer/s: 

Approval to run the campaigns has not been given by the Ministerial Committee on Government Communications.

Outcome:
1. Environment


Question No: 82

Sub-outcome:

Output:  

Division/Agency:
PCEPD

Topic: 
Advertising campaigns

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked: 

What are the target audiences? Will the campaigns be national or focus on specific geographic regions. If by region, please list.

Answer/s: 

While neither campaign has been approved by the Ministerial Committee on Government Communications, both are planned to run nationally. The NRM campaign’s audience is the general community with an emphasis on individuals who don’t have a strong view on the environment and the target audiences for the used oil campaign are do-it-yourself oil changers in the city and regional, isolated and rural communities, and small to medium industry.
Outcome:
1. Environment

Question No: 83

Sub-outcome:

Output:  
1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.7

Division/Agency:
Department of the Environment and Heritage

Topic: 
Expenditure

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:

Senator WONG - I have one question which crossed a number of portfolios. It might be efficient if I deal with that now. The question on notice at page 170 that you referred me to again, Mr Glyde, there are a few areas I would like to get the year to date expenditure on now. I will ask the remainder on notice and if you could provide the same table with the revised year to date expenditure.

Mr Glyde—I can try to give you the year to date expenditure where we know it, but I think it would be safer to take them on notice for all of the areas.

Answer/s:

The table referred to by Senator Wong is provided in the combined answer to questions on notice 84 and 89.

Outcome:
1. Environment


Question Nos: 84 & 89
Output:  
1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.7

Division/Agency:
The Department of Environment and Heritage

Topic: 
Departmental Programmes

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written Question on Notice

Senator Wong asked:
For all programs administered by the Environment and Heritage Divisions and Portfolio Statutory Authorities (Agencies), please indicate:

· Year to date expenditure for all programs

· Whether the programs are ongoing. Where programs are not ongoing, indicate when they finish.

· The amount of funds allocated to all programs over the forward estimates

Answer:

The current established financial reporting requirements focus on reporting by Outcome and by Output. This is the basis for reporting in the Portfolio Budget Statements (PBS). To provide more detailed information on the programs that support these outcomes the Government has published Budget statements on Commonwealth Environment Expenditure since 1996. Please refer to:

Appendix: Environment Expenditure Table A2.1 in Towards a Sustainable Australia – Commonwealth Environment Expenditure 2002‑03 (pages 59 to 72) and Table A.1 in Investing for a Sustainable Australia – Commonwealth Environment Expenditure 2003‑04 (pages 44 to 49) lists all Environment Activities – program and tax expenditure estimates.

The attached table updates the 2003-04 Budget statement and contains the 2002-03 and 2003-04 program lists and expenditures. The table also includes 2003-04 expenditure-to-date, as requested, from 01 July 2003 to 29 February 2004.

In comparing the corresponding annual funding allocation between the two EBS, please note to the accounting changes which relate to the withdrawal of the funding for Capital Use Charge from the forward estimates. This makes year to year comparison difficult. The notes in the 2003-04 EBS pages 1,2 and 49 refer.

Also note that in the 2003-04 EBS, the figures for Ozone Protection were incorrectly published as being that of Air Quality Management and vice versa. This error has now been recognised and corrected in the attached document.

Details of expenditure on National Office Programmes are included in Attachment B.

QON 84 & 89 ATTACHMENT B

National Oceans Office
Expenditure for the eight months to 29 February 2004 is;

Output






Actual








(000,s)

(1.1) Regional Marine Planning

  

$3,475

Cost centres 

South East RMP





$905

North RMP






$1,465

National Science Program 




$1,105

(1.2) Development of Oceans Policy

    

$1,087

Cost centres 

Policy development


   


$637

International




   

$450
The budget allocation for 2004-05 is as follows

Regional Marine Planning




$7,444

Oceans Policy






$1,860 

Current funding for the National Oceans Office terminates at 30 June 2005. The Government will consider a new funding proposal in the context of the 2005-06 budget. 

Outcome:
1. Environment


Question No: 85
Sub-outcome:

Output:  

Division/Agency:
NRM Programmes Division

Topic: 
Natural Heritage Trust of Australia (Air and Water)

Hansard Page ECITA:
91
Senator Wong asked:
Mr Tucker - Senator, can I correct one of your questions about air and waste. I actually do have it on the front page of my document: $217,000 has been spent on air and waste to date.

Senator WONG - That does not make sense because it was $0.3 million before.

Mr Tucker - This is a printout from our financial system.

Senator WONG - Mr Glyde, am I reading this wrong? Attachment A to the question on notice, which I am working off, has it at $0.3 million as at October.

Mr Tucker - Yes. I think we will have to resolve this."

Answer/s:

The discrepancy in expense figures between October 2003 ($0.300m) and February 2004 ($0.217m) relates to some expenses being incorrectly attributed to the Air and Waste program on the Department’s financial system. The error has since been corrected and is reflected in later reports. The amount expensed against the Air and Waste program at the end of February was $0.217m.

Outcome:
1. Environment
Question No:  86

Sub-outcome:

Output:  
All

Division/Agency:
Portfolio Coordination and Environment Protection

Topic: 
Grants to Voluntary Environment and Heritage Organisations (GVEHO)

Hansard Page ECITA:
119

Senator Wong asked:  How many are we talking about?

Mr Glyde—I do not have the figure as to how many have come off. I can tell you how many were offered grants this year. There was a total of $957,000 that was offered to 66 voluntary groups in 2003-04. I am not quite sure how many received grants in 2002-03, but I could take that on notice.
Answer:  In the 2002-2003 financial year 101 organisations received funding totalling $1,478,560 and in the 2003-2004 financial year 66 organisations received funding totalling $958,890.

Outcome:
1. Environment
Question No:  87

Sub-outcome:

Output:  
All

Division/Agency:
Portfolio Coordination and Environment Protection

Topic: 
Grants to Voluntary Environment and Heritage Organisations (GVEHO)

Hansard Page ECITA:
120

Senator Wong asked:  

What information did Shortland provide which meant that they now fall within 6C?

Mr Keeffe – Again I would have to take that, in terms of detailed information, on notice.

Answer:  

The Shortland Wetlands Centre provided new evidence that it met 6(c) of the eligibility criteria which required, “a regional focus, a broad advocacy and/or resource role and address a broad range of environmental issues within their region”. It has a regional focus in the Hunter Valley of New South Wales, represents and undertakes advocacy activities on behalf of a range of wetlands and other environmental groups in the local area, and provides a central resource role through their research, education and training activities.

Outcome:
1. Environment
Question No:  88

Sub-outcome:

Output:  
All

Division/Agency:
Portfolio Coordination and Environment Protection

Topic: 
Grants to Voluntary Environment and Heritage Organisations (GVEHO)

Hansard Page ECITA:
121

Senator Wong asked:  

Just so that we know what I have asked you on notice, Mr Keeffe, what are the criteria which these four organisations were assessed as not meeting?  What additional information was provided such that it was determined that they did now meet the eligibility criteria

Answer:  

The first assessment of the 2003-2004 GVEHO grants round was done on the basis of information provided in the 2002-2003 grant round. The Shortland Wetlands Centre, the Victorian National Parks Association, the National Parks Association of Queensland and the National Parks Association of New South Wales all failed to meet eligibility criteria 6.

The national parks associations, as state groups, were assessed as not having enough evidence that they were representative of a broad range of environmental groups and promoted national environmental objectives within their State/Territory, and/or provided a resource for community action in their State/Territory (criteria 6(b)).

The national parks associations provided evidence that they had affiliated or friend groups or regional branches and acted on their behalf to represent them and their issues at the state level. These groups have a diverse range of environmental interests which covered national environmental objectives within their respective states.

As stated in the answer to the question 87, the Shortland Wetlands Centre failed to meet eligibility criteria 6 in the first assessment. With the provision of further information, it was assessed as meeting 6(c).

