Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts Committee

Budget Estimates 2002-2003, 29 May 2002
Questions on Notice


Environment and Heritage Portfolio

Q no
Proof Hansard ref ECITA
Senator
Subject
Agency/

Division
Date Received

1
347/8, 
Carr
Advertising budget 

ANSWERED AT p. 442 & 443?
OSS
16/08/02

2
349
Carr
How has revenue changed over the last three years? Overheads?

ANSWERED AT p. 377?
OSS
16/08/02

3
350/1
Carr
Provide details of conferences attend in the last year and what outputs they related to, how many people attended, nature of conferences
OSS
16/08/02

4
351
Carr
How many staff employed in Darwin?
OSS
16/08/02

5
354
Carr
Is there an indexation clause within the repayment schedule [for new Darwin premises]?
OSS
16/08/02

6
355, 377
Crossin
What is the lease cost per square metre in the new building?
OSS
16/08/02

7
355
Carr
It is a 50-year lease and then reverts to the Commonwealth?
OSS
16/08/02

8
356
Carr
What is the total cost to the Commonwealth of the 20-year lease? What are your projections on the leasing of this building?
OSS
16/08/02

9
361
Crossin
Does [the training program] also include detailed information on the new data classification systems for reporting unusual events, particularly reporting results to external stakeholders?
OSS
16/08/02

10
368
Allison
Could you check the records and give the committee a full account of exactly the comments that were made by the Gundjehmi, on which you base this claim that, ‘clearly, the approval was successful in ensuring that the environment and human health remained protected.’
OSS
16/08/02

11
375
Crossin
Can you provide me with a copy of the 2000 agreement between the Commonwealth and the Northern Territory governments?
OSS
16/08/02 & attach’t

12
377
Carr
Confirm that over a period of 20 years the lease payments [for new Darwin building] will be in excess of $16 million for a building which is currently valued at something like $6million?
OSS
16/08/02

13
378
Carr
Provide information as to the annual increase in the lease payments for the 20 years of the proposed lease.
OSS
16/08/02

14
378
Allison
Re lack of impact of various spills and the like on the environment - can you indicate what sort of biological testing you rely on to form that conclusion? OSS undertook to provide schedule of tests, when taken and the results.
OSS
16/08/02

15
378
Allison
Precise dates of tests?
OSS
16/08/02

16
On notice
Crossin
1. Why has the budget been reduced under Output 1.7 Inland Waters and increased under Output Group 1.6 Industry?
OSS
16/08/02

17
On notice
Crossin
2. What impact will the reduction in funding under Output Group 1.7 have on the National Centre for Wetlands?
OSS
16/08/02

18
On notice
Crossin
3. Please provide full details of expenditure for the 2001-2002 financial year associated with international travel undertaken by Supervising Scientist staff against 1.6 and 1.7 itemising the cost of travel, accommodation, conference fees and any other expenditure.
OSS
16/08/02

19
On notice
Crossin
4. What has been the cost of relocating staff from Jabiru to Darwin over 2001-2002?
OSS
16/08/02

20
On notice
Crossin
5. What is the projected cost for relocation in 2001-2002?
OSS
16/08/02

21
On notice
Crossin
6. In relation to your progress assessment against Recommendation 3 of Supervising Scientist Report 153:

a) When were the appointments of General Manager and Stakeholder Relations Officer at ERA made?

b) Please provide their duty statements.

c) What has the Supervising Scientist done to ensure better communication is occurring? 

d) Has the Supervising Scientist sought evidence that the company’s has developed a communication strategy for dealing with external stakeholders? 

e) Please provide details and a copy of ERA’s external stakeholder communication strategy.

f) In assessing progress against this recommendation, has the Supervising Scientist sought feedback from external stakeholders (or their representatives) about the quality and timeliness of communication from Ranger? 

g) When? What was that feedback?

h) Why weren’t Traditional Owners promptly informed of latest two incidents?

i) If you are not assessing progress against this recommendation, who is?
OSS
16/08/02

22
On notice
Crossin
7.
In relation to your progress assessment against Recommendations 4 and 5 of Supervising Scientist Report 153:

a) Did the Supervising Scientist seek evidence that training programs included training for all staff on the importance of reporting anything unusual observed such as leaking pipes and turbid runoff on site? If not, why not?

b) Did the Supervising Scientist seek evidence that training program(s) for all environmental staff included detailed information on the new data classification systems for reporting of unusual events including the requirement for reporting results to external stakeholders at action levels? If not, why not?
OSS
16/08/02

23
On notice
Crossin
8.
Please provide an explanation of the 2000 Agreement between the Commonwealth and NT Governments on uranium mining.
OSS
16/08/02 & attach’t

24
On notice
Crossin
9.
Please explain the environmental monitoring and reporting regime in place at Ranger and Jabiluka in terms of:

a) How monitoring programs are determined (in terms of monitoring sites, frequency of monitoring and contaminants analysed);

b) Who (ERA, NT DBIRD, Supervising Scientist) collects and who analyses what;

c) Who (ERA, NT DBIRD, Supervising Scientist) conducts sampling and where.
OSS
16/08/02

25
On notice
Crossin
10.
In relation to your progress assessment against Recommendation 6 of Supervising Scientist Report 153:

a) When were the new Senior Environmental Scientist and the Environment, Safety And Health Manager appointed following this recommendation?

b) Did the Supervising Scientist make specific recommendations to ERA about the qualifications and experience of the scientist to be appointed?

c) If so, what were these recommendations and were they reflected in the appointment?

d) If not, did the company explain or the Supervising Scientist seek explanation as to why not?

e) Were these two appointees on staff when the incidents occurred at Ranger and Jabiluka this year?

f) Were either of these persons still employed on the 30th May 2002?

g) What were the qualifications of the Senior Environmental Manager employed at the time of this year’s two environmental incidents?

h) Do you consider this person’s qualifications and experience to be adequate?

i) Have you provided advice on further scientific appointments? If not, why not?

j) Wouldn’t this come within your responsibility to provide technical advice to stakeholders to enhance environmental protection?
OSS
16/08/02

26
On notice
Crossin
11. 
In relation to your progress assessment against Recommendation 9 of Supervising Scientist Report 153:

a) How has progress on this matter been oversighted? 

b) Has any secondary containment monitoring commenced?

c) If so, when did this commence?

d) If not, why not? 

e) Who is conducting the monitoring?

f) Please describe in full the scope of the secondary monitoring system including frequency and reporting regimes?

g) If there is still no secondary monitoring program has not commenced what has the Supervising Scientist done to expedite it? 
OSS
16/08/02

27
On notice
Crossin
12.
In relation to your progress assessment against Recommendation 13 of Supervising Scientist Report 153: 

a) Please detail what progress has been made towards ISO14001 compliance;

b) When did the routine monthly on site inspections begin? 

c) What documentation is done by the Supervising Scientist in relation to the routine monthly inspections? 

d) If there is no Supervising Scientist report and follow-up generated from the monthly inspection how does this contribute to an upgraded independent on-site audit?

e) In relation to ERA’s own on site audit system, what was the quality and scope of ERA’s own field inspection processes at the time of the recent incidents? 

f) What advice has the Supervising Scientist given to ERA about improving their systems?

g) Richard Weston’s recent comments on radio suggest that as of April this year, the system for auditing on site environmental management at Ranger did not extent to a formal process of documentation. Is this correct? 

h) If so, why hasn’t the Supervising Scientist ensured that this system is in place?
OSS
16/08/02

28
On notice
Crossin
13. In relation to the monitoring tests documented on Page 8 of the Supervising Scientist’s Investigation of the Stockpiling and Reporting Incidents at Ranger and Jabiluka in 2002:


Please provide details of the exact dates when each of the snail and fish tests were commenced and completed between December and March.
OSS
16/08/02

29
382
Carr
Give an indication of the priorities that have been set for the completion of the remaining nine [marine] plans and the time periods for the completion of those plans?
National Oceans Office
16/08/02

30
385
Carr
Have you received advice from Australian Greenhouse Office that it doe not support the proposal (Stage 2) as it has not demonstrated that environmental impacts from the proposed plant are at acceptable levels? 

ANSWERED p.386?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

31
385 
Carr
Did the company indicate that the project’s emissions intensities would indicate 70 kilograms of carbon per barrel of naphtha when the industry average for traditional refining is between 12 and 20 kilograms of carbon per barrel?
Approvals and Legislation
22/08/02

32
385
Carr
Is your expert advice that, at 70kilograms of carbon per barrel, shale oil is more greenhouse intensive than any other fossil fuel produced in Australia, including brown coal, and is three to six times more greenhouse intensive than traditional refining?
Approvals and Legislation
22/08/02

33
385
Carr
Can you confirm the quote :

The project will lead to significant greenhouse emissions overall. At current levels of performance, total emissions for Stage 2 are estimated to be around the equivalent of 1 million tonnes per annum of carbon dioxide with potential emissions from Stage 3 at about 6.9 million tonnes per annum. Taken together these represent 2.25% of Australia’s 1990 emissions.
Approvals and Legislation
22/08/02

34
390-
Carr
Has there been any independent assessment of the dioxins emissions?
Approvals and Legislation
22/08/02

35
391
Carr
What do we know about the emissions that are likely to flow from this project when compared to the acceptable health limits?
Approvals and Legislation
22/08/02

36
391/2
Allison
It is my understanding that stage 2 cannot be given the go-ahead unless stage 1 is viable. Can I ask what role the $36 million has in that viability?
Approvals and Legislation
16/08/02

37
392
Carr
You indicated that the viability of the company was a factor that you had to consider. Does … a lifeline of $36 million to the company have a bearing on your decision?
Approvals and Legislation
16/08/02

38
394
McLucas
Visitor numbers for 2001-2002 - ANSWERED at p. 408
GBRMPA
16/08/02

39
398
Allison
Representative Areas Program (RAP): what is the expected cost of advertising, consulting, printing etc for the whole process?
GBRMPA
22/08/02

40
398
McLucas
Can I get a copy of the consultation plan for the RAP?
GBRMPA
22/08/02 & 2 attach’ts

41
399
Carr
Townsville Bulletin article of 24 April - politicising of GBRMPA Why would the authority be running a political campaign in this way?
GBRMPA
22/08/02

& attach’t

42
400
Carr
Appointment of Ms Barker - Minister Kemp undertook to get the relevant minister to look carefully over the information that was provided to the last committee and provide any response that he feels is appropriate.
GBRMPA
16/08/02

43
401
Carr
Can you detail the point at which any member of the authority or its board had discussions with Mr Lindsay prior to the release of the authority’s press statement in support of Mr Lindsay’s call for a 25% close in the marine park into so-called green zones? When those discussions took place - a chronology of those discussions? Was the authority’s supporting press release distributed to the media on the same day that Mr Lindsay’s press release was distributed to the media? Was the press release issued after consultation with Mr Lindsay or did it arise spontaneously?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

44
404
O’Brien
Local marine advisory committees (LMACs) - appointment of members - administrative arrangements?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

45
404
O’Brien
Membership of Hinchinbrook and Mission Beach LMAC?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

46
404
O’Brien
Consultation process re proposal for a closure to trawling off Mission Beach.
GBRMPA
16/08/02

47
405
O’Brien
Did the GBRMPA board endorse a recommendation to the minister? When did the recommendation go to the minister?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

48
409
Bartlett
Pipefish - what numbers are being caught inside the marine park at the moment?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

49
409
Bartlett
Do you have the authority to impose a licence requirement [for recreational fishers] if you so choose?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

50
410
Bartlett
Coral bleaching - is it more severe in the inner reef than the outer reefs?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

51
411
Bartlett
Has government commissioned a preliminary environmental assessment by GBRMPA of the likely impact of oil exploration adjacent to the Marine Park?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

52
413
Bartlett
Nelly Bay project - size restrictions on boats whether  or not there are private moorings inside the harbour. 
GBRMPA
16/08/02

53
414
Bartlett
What is the current permit status for the barge operation into Geoffrey Bay? Has it got an expiry date?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

54
414
Bartlett
Does Keith Williams have permission for 35-metre cruise vessels to operate seven days in the Hinchinbrook Channel?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

55
414
Bartlett
Are there any applications for permission currently before the authority from Port Hinchinbrook or are the people interested in operating out of Port Hinchinbrook?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

56
415
Bartlett
Have you conducted any audit or assessment of the effectiveness of the voluntary dugong transit lanes operating in the Hinchinbrook region?
GBRMPA
16/08/02

57
On notice
Carr
Impact of cane growing
Research by Piers Larcombe suggests that the sediments from on shore are not reaching the inner reef and as most nutrients are attached to sediment particles, that there is little or no effect on the inner reef, let alone the outer reef. 

“Sediment mostly not causing damage directly, as nearshore corals (735 reefs within 20 km of coast, totalling 4581 kilometers sq.) are mostly adapted to this environment. However “new” materials (nutrients, pesticides, heavy metals) carried with elevated quantities of sediment now entering the Marine Park are greater than in past.”

· What is your response to claims by the Canegrowers Association that cane growing does not have an impact on inner reefs and that cane growing responsible for only a small proportion of extra reef sediment? 

· What about nutrients? What about the claim that nutrients only attach to sediments and that they do not reach the outer reef? 

· How many reefs are currently considered damaged by onshore activities? 

· What proportion of the reef is that? 

· What is the view of the broader scientific community about these issues?
GBRMPA
22/08/02 & 2 attach’ts

58
On notice
Carr
Land clearing

We have been long awaiting the final land use and land use change and forestry (LULUCF) data. All indications are that the data will show that Australia can meet its Kyoto Protocol targets with doing little else other than halting land clearing.
· Has the baseline data been finalised for LULUCF?

· What are the emission projections for LULUCF in the first commitment period?

· What does the implications for Australia’s greenhouse gas emissions projections?

· If land clearing was halted – what would be the emission reductions?

· How does this compare to our Kyoto target?

· Can we have a copy of the data?

· When do you anticipate its release?
AGO
22/08/02

59
On notice
Carr
Greenhouse challenge

During the Estimates hearings on 3 May 2000, it was revealed that a significant proportion of the Greenhouse Challenge participants downwardly revised estimates of their emission reductions, with an overall reduction of some 10% of anticipated savings. Only 1 in 10 met their original forecasts.

At that stage the estimated savings from the program was expected to be some 23 megatonnes (with an aim of 20 Megatonnes).

“Ms Andrews—This is a reduction in what the members themselves forecast. Overall the program is running ahead of its goal, which was 20 megatonnes.

Mr McBride—We are still at 23 megatonnes, but we are continuing to review that as we get progress reports.” 
Estimates transcript 3 May 2000

In Parliament yesterday (29 May 2002), during the Diesel Fuel Rebate Amendment Bill, a Government member gave an estimate of 16 Megatonnes emission reductions in 2010 from the Greenhouse Challenge.

· How many participants are there currently in the Greenhouse Challenge?

· What are the current expected emission reductions from the Greenhouse Challenge?

· What was the original target for emission reductions from the Challenge?

· How many participants have met their original commitment under the Challenge?
· How many have downwardly revised their emission reduction estimates?
· Has the overall emission reduction estimate been revised?
· What changes have been made to the assessment of agreements to ensure that the agreements are achievable when they are entered into?
AGO
22/08/02

60
On notice
Carr
Mandatory Renewable Energy Target
I refer to comments by the Minister for the environment, Dr Kemp in his paper "Towards a Sustainable Australia" where he says:
“After nine months of operation more than 600 GWh of eligible additional renewable energy has been generated from 130 accredited renewable energy generators.”

Aim – to establish that the program is failing to deliver new generation capacity

· How many RECs were generated in the first 9 months of operation? 

· How many RECs and what proportion of the total was from solar water heaters? 

· How many and what proportion was from existing generators? 

· How many and what proportion was from new generators? 

· How many of the solar water heaters also received some form of state government rebate? At a guess?

· So is it fair to say that there was not 600 GWh of additional renewable energy?

· And is it not fair to say that the additional renewable energy is more like 200GWh?

· What are the figures for the first 12 months? 

· How many in total are likely to be generated?

· What proportion do you expect to be from existing generators? 
· What proportion do you expect to be from new generators?
· How much money did existing generators get from ordinary electricity customers from RECs surrendered in 2001? 

· What would be your best guess?

· If you take the penalty level as a maximum – what would that give? 

· What was the largest generator of surrendered RECs in 2001?

· How many RECs were surrendered by Hydro Tasmania? 

· What are these RECs worth on the open market (best guess) and how much new investment was required by Hydro Tasmania?

· How many RECs has Hydro Tasmania generated that it has yet to surrender?

· When it registers all its old Hydro RECs how much money could it get from ordinary electricity customers?

· How much of the 2002 requirement will actually go to new generation as intended by the legislation?

· How much would you calculate that consumers will be charged to meet the cost of MRET over the life of the measure? 

· Presumably the maximum is $45/kWh 

· What would be your best guess?

· Has any modelling been done on this?

· What is your response to claims that electricity consumers are paying millions of dollars towards existing generation capacity? 
AGO
22/08/02

61
On notice
Carr
COAG energy review

Has the AGO made a submission to the COAG energy review?
AGO
16/08/02

62
On notice
Carr
US-Australia climate change agreement

· Has a written agreement been entered into?

· Can we get a copy?

· What programs are being pursued under the agreement?

· What is the nature of the programs? (research / science / voluntary partnerships.)

· What area of expertise do you expect that Australia will benefit from?

· What area of expertise do you expect Australia to offer to the US?

· What funding is being devoted to the agreement?

· How much has already been spent?

· What area of AGO is coordinating the partnership?

· What are the objectives for the Australia government out of the partnership?
AGO
22/08/02 & attach’t

63
On notice
Carr
Renewable remote power generation (RRPG)

The RRPG program was originally promised with $66 m per annum for 4 years, yet the spending for 00-01 was estimated last year at only $5.8 million. 

· What was the actual expenditure for 00-01?

· Is the estimated actual for this year (01-02) still $10.8 million?

· Why was the entire funding not allocated?

· The four year commitment now stands at $51.2 million over the first 4 years is that correct?

· Doesn’t this represent a cit to the annual spending levels of the program?

· Doesn’t this represent a cut to greenhouse funding?
AGO
16/08/02

64
On notice
Carr
AGO review

· A review of the AGO was recently announced

· What are the terms of reference of the review?

· Who is undertaking the review?

· What selection process was undertaken?

· How much time is allocated to undertake the review?

· How many programs are there?

· Isn’t this time far too short to undertake a serious review?

· When is the review due to report?
Policy Coordinat-ion Division
16/08/02

65
On notice
Carr
Economic analysis of impact of ratification of the Kyoto Protocol

When the most recent ABARE modelling was announced, Minister Kemp was reported as saying that there was another review underway.

· What review(s) of the impact of ratification is underway?

· Is it an internal or external review?

· Who is undertaking that review?

· What are the terms of reference for the review?

· What is the timing for the review?

· Did the AGO have any input or discussions with the consultant regarding the base assumptions of the modelling?

· What were they?

· Does the analysis include consideration of the greenhouse emission reductions available from halting land clearing?
AGO
16/08/02

66
On notice
Carr
Review of the National Greenhouse Strategy

There is a requirement under the NGS for a review.

· When was the first NGS review supposed to occur?

· When do you expect it to commence?

· Who will undertake it? Will it be internal or external?

· Have terms of reference been decided?

· Has an estimate been reached of what emission reductions will be achieved through measures under the NGS?
AGO
22/08/02

67
On notice
Carr
Third assessment report to UNFCCC

· When will this report be finalised?

· When will it be submitted to the UNFCCC secretariat
AGO
22/08/02

68
On notice
Carr
GGAP

The greenhouse gas abatement program was originally funded with $400 million over 4 years – this has now been stretched over many more years.

· What is the revised timeframe for the $400 million under GGAP?

· How many years will it be spent in?

· When will round 3 applications be called for?

· What is the delay? 
AGO
16/08/02

69
On notice
Carr
Funding applied for under GGAP (Please complete the table)  [table provided to dept]
· What is the average $/tonne figure for the ethanol projects in the sugar industry announced late last year?

· What are the total expected emission reductions from these projects?

· What is the $/tonne estimate for halting land clearing?
AGO
16/08/02 (Pt a and Pt b)

70
On notice
Carr
Fuel inquiry report

· Did the AGO make a submission to the Fuel tax Inquiry report?

· Did the report pick up any of the recommendations of the AGO?

· Has the AGO provided any advice to the minister on the report?
AGO
16/08/02

71
422
Carr
Space centre EIS on Christmas Island - What are the potential environmental impacts of the space centre and, in particular, what protection has been taken with regard to the impact of transport and the storage of fuel? What environmental management requirements are in place? I also understand that the site is part of an existing mining lease. Have there been any arrangements for compensation?
Approvals and Legislation
16/08/02

72
424
Bartlett
Kakadu Nation Park - can you give an indication of when the last appointment of a relevant Aboriginal person to a permanent senior position in Kakadu occurred?
Parks Aust
16/08/02

73
424
Bartlett
How many of the last 10 permanent EA3 level or higher positions have gone to Aboriginal people? Record a bit about the most recent series of employments undertaken and which of them were Aboriginal people? Also provide copy of reply to letter from which senator was quoting.
Parks Aust
16/08/02

74
On notice
Carr
Commonwealth National Parks and Reserves

Australian National Audit Office Performance Audit 2001-2002 “The Management of Commonwealth National Parks and Reserves” states:

Draft Recovery plans exist for the Christmas Island Goshawk, Christmas Island Hawk-owl and the Christmas Island Frigatebird.  A consultant has been engaged to update these for compliance with the EPBC Act.  Completion is expected by March 2002 (p91)

· Have the draft recovery plans been finalised?

· Does either the Detention Centre or the Space Launch Facility projects impact on the plans? If so, 

· What are the impacts?

· Why wasn’t the auditor informed?

The report goes on to say the development of the recovery plans has been slow

· Why?

· In light of the proposed developments, and the threatened status, surely this is unacceptable?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

75
428, 431
Carr
Can I have a breakdown by program level, and to the highest level of detail possible, for the underspends across all programs over the last three years?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02 & attach’t

76
430
Carr
Provide information on notice as to the advertising for the whole department, including the Natural Heritage Trust. The moneys you have spent across the department for the last three years:
Strategic Develop’nt Division
22/08/02

77
430
Carr
How much spent of the Natural Heritage budget on advertising in the run-up to the last federal election?
Strategic Develop’nt Division
16/08/02

78
434
McLucas
Cape York plan - in the last five years how many properties has Queensland purchased in Cape York?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02 & attach’t

79
436
McLucas
Provide details of 10 programs of the NHT for Cape Your - what has been spent, what is proposed to be spent before the end of June and what is left after June?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02 & attach’t

80
437
Carr
National Action Plan for Water Quality and Salinity -when were bilateral agreements signed with Queensland, NSW, Victoria?

ANSWERED at p. 439?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

81
441/2
Carr
Evaluation of market research itself - are program objectives being met?
Strategic Develop’nt Division
16/08/02

82
445
Bartlett
Provide copies of the advice or opinion given to DIMIA and territories departments re proposed detention centre on Christmas Island?
Australian World Heritage Division
16/08/02 & 3 attach’ts

83
445
Bartlett
Provide copy of advice on the proposed additional port and access road on Christmas Island?
Australian World Heritage Division
16/08/02

& 7 attach’ts

84
445
Crossin
Could Australian Heritage Commission provide a list of commonwealth properties for which disposal has been advised, national estate or otherwise?
Australian World Heritage Division
16/08/02

85
449
Crossin
Did the commission have any involvement in preparing the document for the expression of interest process for the Myilly Point properties? Was your advice sought about the Myilly Point properties?
Australian World Heritage Division
16/08/02

86
449
Crossin
Has the commission been explicitly told you are going to involved or asked whether you would be involved in the Myilly Point process?
Australian World Heritage Division
16/08/02

87
450/1
Bartlett
Space base on Christmas Island - anticipated timeline for management plan to be submitted?
Approvals and Legislation
16/08/02

88
451
Bartlett
How will you ensure that rehabilitation of environment will occur? Are you requiring a bond of some sort for have they signed an enforceable contract that they will pay for rehabilitation, if required?
Approvals and Legislation
16/08/02

89
451
Bartlett
Has any survey work been conducted? What has been done and has not been done? Provide copy of report on survey results.
Approvals and Legislation
16/08/02

90
452
Bartlett
Is minister satisfied that underlying geological structure is sufficiently stable? And site is determined? Provide information about the underlying geological structure.
Approvals and Legislation
16/08/02

91
On notice
Harradine
Natural Heritage Trust

1. What was the total commitment to Tasmania from the Natural Heritage Trust fund resulting from the Telstra 1 and Telstra 2 sales?  Did this include funds for the management of the Tasmanian World Heritage Area?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

92
On notice
Harradine
2. What is the total expenditure from the Natural Heritage Trust Fund on NHT projects in Tasmania? What is the expenditure from the Natural Heritage Trust Fund on NHT projects in Tasmania by year?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

93
On notice
Harradine
3. What NHT projects have been initiated by the Tasmanian state government? What has been the total expenditure on these projects? 
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

94
On notice
Harradine
4. What NHT projects have been initiated by local government? What has been the total expenditure on these projects?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

95
On notice
Harradine
5. What NHT projects have been initiated by non-government groups? What has been the total expenditure on these projects?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

96
On notice
Harradine
6. Have all projects approved under the NHT been examined and recommended at the state level? Which NHT projects have been directly approved by the Commonwealth without state level recommendation? What was the expenditure on each of these projects?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

97
On notice
Harradine
7. What has been the Commonwealth expenditure or projected expenditure on the management of the Tasmanian World Heritage Area in the years 1995-96, 1996-97, 1997-1998, 1998-1999, 1999-2000,2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003, 2003-2004 and 2004-2005?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02

98
On Notice
Carr
Natural Heritage Trust Annual Report

Documents

Can we get copies of the following reports/papers/documents referred to in the 00‑01 NHT Annual report:

•
‘Directions for Natural Resources Management’ ‑ a paper by the NHT Advisory Committee to the NHR Ministerial Board (p.9 NHT Annual report)

•
Memorandum of Understanding between EA and AFFA (p.9 NHT Annual report)

•
Evaluation of investment in Landcare Support Projects completed March 2001 by URS and Griffin‑NRM (p.16 NHT annual report)

•
Report on the impact of the National Property Management Planning Campaign dated January 2001 (p17 NHT Annual report)

•
Decision making for commercial farm forestry ‑ a national survey by Colmar Brunton Social Research, January 2001
National Heritage Division
22/08/02

& 5 attach’ts

99
On Notice
Carr
Facilitator networks

On p.11 of the Annual report, it refers to more than 800 NHT funded facilitators and coordinators.

•
Could you provide a breakdown of numbers of facilitators by program area?

•
And the cost of facilitators for each area?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02

100
On Notice
Carr
Investment in landcare activities 

On p.17 of the NHT Annual Report, it refers to a review of the Landcare taxation rebate and its subsequent cessation on 30 June 2001

•
Could we get a copy of the final report completed January 2001 by Agtrans Research 
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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On p.17, it reads:

‘As a result of the review and the cessation on the rebate, AAFA is considering developing a package of incentives to increase investment in Landcare activities.’

•
Has that been progressed within AFFA?

•
What is being considered?

•
Has any consultant advice been sought in this regard?

•
Who did the work? What were the terms of reference?

•
When will the package be completed?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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Building regional capacity

P. 17 of the Annual report refers to a pilot short course for Natural Resource Management and building regional capacity.

•
Could we get a copy of the report for the project?

•
Was the project considered a success?

•
Will the project continue?

•
How many people participated in the pilot? How were they selected?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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National Land and Water Resources Audit

P.18 of the annual report refers to an independent evaluation of the Audit by Agtrans Research that started in March 2000 and was due to conclude in early 2002.

•
Has the evaluation been completed?

•
Why did it take so long?

•
What was the original anticipated timeframe?

•
Two years to evaluate a $40 million program seems a bit excessive. Why was such a long time needed?

•
How much was spent on the review?

•
Can we get a copy of the final report?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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Farmbis

On p. 18-19 of the annual report, the Farmbis program is reported to have made a positive contribution to achieving its objectives' and has provided' a very good rate of return on public investment with a net present value of $98.8 million and a benefit cost ration of 2.9.'

•
Given the success of the program, why has NHT funding for Farmbis been stopped?

•
Has the program been utilised by the entire farming community?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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Bushcare site visit evaluations

The Annual report (p.19) refers to a national program of site visit evaluations of Bushcare funded projects that commenced early 2001 and will continue until the end of 2002.

•
Given you are three quarters of the way through the program, can you give us a progress report of how the evaluations are going?

•
How many visits have been conducted?

•
What proportion of projects will be visited during the program?

•
How many projects are progressing according to expectations?

•
What data has been collected?

•
Has the integrity of reporting been tested?

•
What have the results been? How many projects have accurately reported on their performance?

•
Has any analysis been made on the overall effectiveness of the bushcare program?

•
How many hectares have been replanted under the program?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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Murray Darling 2001 Program

A review of Murray Darling 2001 grant funding was conducted by Clive Lyle and Associates for AFA and an analysis of investment is currently underway by AFFA.

•
Could we get a copy of the report completed in November 2001? 

•
The annual report refers to constraints of a one year funding cycle'. Could you elaborate on the findings and recommendations of the report in relation to one‑year funding? 

•
What is being done to address these constraints?

•
How is the investment analysis progressing?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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National weeds program

The annual report refers to work with experts to identify an alert list' of non‑native species of plants that have established populations in the wild.

•
How many non‑native species have been identified?

•
What action is now being taken to manage these populations?

•
How widespread are these populations?

•
How much funding has been allocated to the management of species on the alert list?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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Bushcare 

On p.47 of the annual report, Bushcare is reported to have spent some $56.8 million in 2000‑01 through the one stop shop process. However, the budget paper, Commonwealth Environment Expenditure 02‑03 on p.13 reports Bushcare spending as $82.5 million.

•
Can you explain the discrepancy?

•
What spending in bushcare occurs outside the one-stop-shop process? Can you provide some examples of these projects?

•
On p.48 of the annual report, it states that $44.9 million was spent on on-ground conservation projects. What are the non on-the-ground projects that account for the difference between $82.5 and $44.9 million?

The original aim of Bushcare was to achieve a reversal in the decline of the quality and extent of native vegetation by June 2001.

•
Has that target been officially revised?

•
Has a new timeframe been agreed?

•
What is the current target for Bushcare?

•
The annual report refers to establishing' clear targets for the retention of native vegetation which are accepted within regional communities.' Given the clear opposition from farming groups for limitations on land clearing, does that mean that the Government no long intends to achieve this aim?
National Heritage Division
22/08/02
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EA - Natural Heritage Division

What recommendation did the Heritage Commission make to the Department of

Finance and Administration in relation to the sale of the Heritage Registered Customs House in Townsville which was sold on Wednesday 29th May 2002?

The Customs House was listed on the register on 21st March 1978. It is classed on the historical database. Its number is 008972, file4/05/245/0012.
Australian World Heritage Division
16/08/09
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EA - Marine and Water Division  

Marine and Coastal Community Network
· How much money does the marine and coastal community network receive from Environment Australia?

· Is the Department going to continue that funding support? 
Marine & Water Division
16/08/02
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EA -Strategic Development Division 
World Summit on Sustainable Development

· What assessment has been made of Australia’s progress to meeting the action items from Rio?

· Who has or will undertake a performance assessment prior to Johannesburg? Will it be an independent process or within the department?

· Could I get a copy of any assessment already conducted of Australia’s performance against each item?

· How does Australia compare to other countries in terms of implementation of Agenda 21?

· Whose responsibility is it for the preparations and who is leading the delegation – EA or DFAT?

· Has any progress been made towards a National Council for Sustainable Development as required under Agenda 21?

· What has been spent on preparations to date?

· What is the overall budget allocation for Rio +10?

· Under what output does it come?

· Who is on the delegation?

· How many will be on the delegation?

· Which minister will attend?

· Will the Prime Minister attend, given it is aheads of state conference?
Strategic Development Division
16/08/02
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ENVIRONMENT AUSTRALIA
On p.36 of the Ministerial Statement on Indigenous Affairs it details indigenous-specific funding as zero in the subprograms of:

Indigenous Protected Areas

Waterwatch

National Wetlands Program

Coasts and Clean Seas

due to figures not being available at the time of printing.

1.
Can you tell me now how much funding is allocated to these programs and what is total funding for the general programs?

2.
What is this indigenous specific proportion as a percentage of total funding?

3.
If this is not known now when will it be known?

4.
Will this lead to delays in funding for such programs?
National Heritage Division
16/08/02
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Renewable Energy

How much extra renewable energy is being generated particularly since the passing of this legislation?

Who is producing this renewable energy and by what means/

And what is in the pipeline but yet to flow through into the Grid?

And when will this additional capacity come on stream and how much capacity are we talking about?
AGO
22/08/02
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The renewable Remote Power Generation Program (RRPGP)

· Will the entire $264 million allocated for this program be available over the life of the RRPGP?

· If not how much and what’s the break down for each project?

· How much of the $264 million allocated for this program has been spent so far?

· What projects have started as a result of this program?

· Please provide me with details of each project, its cost, the timeframe for its development and the energy each project will generate?

· I am interested in exactly how much additional renewable energy has been generated in remote areas since the start of this program?
AGO
22/08/02
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