Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts Committee

Budget Supplementary Estimates 2003-2004, - 4 November 2003
Questions on Notice


Environment and Heritage portfolio
	Q no
	Proof Hansard ref 
	Senator
	Question
	Agency/

Div’n
	Date Rec’d

	1
	On notice
	Wong
	Review of the TAP for Longline fishing
· When was the TAP for Longline fishing initiated? Provide a chronology of key stages of its development?

· When did the Review commence?

· When did it finish?

· Who did the review?

· When was the Review scheduled for completion?

· If it is late, why?

· Will the review be made publicly available? When? Can I have a copy now?
	AAD
	24/11/03

	2
	75
	Wong
	Expenditure disaggregation
Thank you. Please provide me with the following information: the funding allocation to each of these programs for 2003-04, assuming that 2002-03 is per the ministerial statement—and, if it varies from that, please provide that also. I would also like the actual expenditure spent on each of those programs for 2002-03 and 2003-04 to date. Obviously 2003-04 is only to date.
	AGO
	24/11/03 + one attach’t

	3
	78
	Wong
	PV Rebate
What were the original predictions that the AGO made as to the capacity that would be generated from the rebate when the MBE was first announced?
	AGO
	24/11/03

	4
	79
	Wong
	Market devt Team
Two of whom have left—and you were going to let me know when they left—and two of whom are now working on related matters but not on emissions trading. 
	AGO
	24/11/03

	5
	85
	McLucas
	Has SPP provided any comparisons of greenhouse emissions from the Stuart project with other industries or countries using similar technology, as I understand was requested? Could I also get a list of the outstanding requests?
	AGO/ Dept
	12/12/03 + one attach’t

	6
	86
	Wong
	Were you able to give me accurate figures regarding the actual amount of the $5.7 million which related to approvals taken but not acted on or applications received between the cap and the conclusion of the last financial year?

Mr Morvell—No, Senator, I cannot give you that without doing some more analysis—the reason being that there is a lag between actual approvals and installation and therefore there is a lag in the payments, the flow of money between the Commonwealth, the state and the applicant. To give you an accurate figure we would have to go back and do that analysis.

Senator WONG—Could you do that. I think we agreed before it was around two and a bit million. 
	AGO
	02/12/03

	7
	87
	Wong
	Photovoltaic Rebates
So the $1.6 million, the figure that you gave me, is the value of approved applications in this financial year to date?
	AGO
	02/12/03

	8
	97-98
	McLucas
	MRET
Do you have any idea of the quantity of total submissions and the number that were

confidential?

No, not in terms of confidentiality, either in total or elements. In terms of the total number of submissions, my recollection is that there were over 5,000 submissions. 

Secondly, if you could find out how many submissions were received, how many were fully confidential, how many were partly confidential and also the reasons that the panel used to make a decision about whether or not they would respect the request of the submitter to keep them confidential.
	AGO
	24/11/03

	9
	81-82
	McLucas
	Meetings with SPP
Has Environment Australia or the Greenhouse Office had any communication or

meetings with Southern Pacific Petroleum since your request for additional information on 17 December 2002?

Could you give me the details on notice. There are quite a few from what you are saying. Could you give me, on notice, in a table, a flavour of the themes of the meetings, the actual dates, what was discussed and what were the outcomes. I can certainly provide you with exchanges of correspondence which indicate the questions that we have been asking.
	AWD
	12/12/03

	10
	83
	McLucas
	EPBC approval
What was the explanation that SPP provided for the commercial-in-confidence request?
	AWD
	12/12/03

	11
	84
	McLucas
	Consultant
Obtain copy of terms of reference, the brief or the contract of employment

I understand that. It is very specific and technical information that is required. A report has not been provided by Dr Sinnott to this point, but is there a document that would describe the work to date that you could provide to the committee?
	AWD
	12/12/03

	12
	84
	McLucas
	Dioxins
SPP’s additional leachate tests. Have they been supplied to you now? If they have not been supplied, what explanation has SPP given for that? —If they have been, could the committee be supplied with a copy of those tests?
	AWD
	12/12/03

	13
	100
	Wong
	Critical habitat Register
—I think you indicated there have only been three listings on the register thus far, since the commencement of the act.

—When were they listed?
	AWD
	24/11/03

	14
	101
	Wong
	Under the act the minister has a period of time to consider the issues. Following meetings of the committee the department also has to pull together the information to go with the committee’s

recommendations to take to the minister. That time does vary depending on the complexity of the issue.

Senator WONG—In the three so far what is the variation?
	AWD
	24/11/03

	15
	101
	Wong
	Point Nepean – coastal Moonah woodland
Senator, we had a referral for the original proposal to sell the land [Moonah woodland], which was not a controlled action under the EPBC Act. We are not aware of any other proposal to assess a matter related to Point Nepean.

I probably need to check that, but I doubt it.
	AWD
	04/12/03

	16
	On notice
	Wong
	It was confirmed in the Estimates hearing on 4 November 2003 [ECITA 82] that SPP has provided additional information since Environment Australia’s letter of 17 December 2002 to SPP.

(i) Please could you detail the information provided and advise when it was received? 

(ii) Has Environment Australia and/or the Australian Greenhouse Office assessed the additional information received and does it fully satisfy your request for further information?

(iii) If the additional information does not fully satisfy your request, what information does SPP still have to provide?
	AWD
	08/12/03

	17
	On notice
	Wong
	Your letter of 17 December 2002 states that SPP’s labeling of the Addendum as commercial-in-confidence runs counter to the philosophy that the EIS process is public. You sought an explanation of why SPP believed it was necessary for the entire Addendum to be labeled commercial-in-confidence. 

(i) If you received an explanation from SPP, what was it and were you satisfied with it? 

(ii) If you were satisfied with it, why? 

(iii) If you were not satisfied with it, why not?

(iv) If you were not satisfied with it, what has been the outcome?
	AWD
	08/12/03

	18
	On notice
	Wong
	It was confirmed in the Estimates hearing on 4 November 2003 [ECITA 83] that Environment Australia is awaiting additional information from SPP.

(i) Was Environment Australia awaiting additional information from SPP on 28 October 2003? 

(ii) If so, had you informed SPP by 28 October 2003 that additional information was still required? 

(iii) If so, when did you inform SPP of this?

Please can you provide the Committee with a copy of the communication from Environment Australia informing SPP of this?
	AWD
	08/12/03

	19
	On notice
	Wong
	It was confirmed in the Estimates hearing on 4 November 2003 [ECITA 83] that an independent consultant is advising both Environment Australia and the Queensland Government on the Stage 2 assessment process.

(i) Please can you detail the information and any opinions the independent consultant has provided to Environment Australia to date?

(ii) Will you provide the Committee with:

The advertisment tendering for the independent consultant. If not, why not?

· A copy of any material provided to you by the independent consultant to date. If not, why not?

· A copy of the independent consultant’s final report when completed. If not, why not? 
	AWD
	12/12/03

	20
	On notice
	Wong
	Please can you provide details of whether each individual request for information in the attachment to your letter of 17 December 2002 to SPP has been satisfied or not?
	AWD
	08/12/03

	21
	On notice
	Wong
	Does the information provided to you by SPP to date verify the conclusion of the Supplementary Report that "Stage 2 of the Stuart Project can proceed with minimal environmental impact"?
	AWD
	08/12/03

	22
	On notice
	Wong
	Given that the Stuart Project has not been able to achieve several of the key performance standards stated in the Stage 1 EIS, for example no odour or noise outside the project boundary except in exceptional circumstances:

(i) What gives Environment Australia confidence that the projected standards in the Stage 2 EIS can be achieved?

(ii) 
What mechanisms will be put in place to ensure that if approval were to be given any standards or conditions applied are met?
	AWD
	09/12/03

	23
	On notice
	Wong
	Dioxins
Your letter of 17 December 2002 to SPP says that you have not yet had access to SPP’s additional leachate tests. 

(i) If these have not been supplied to you, what explanation has SPP provided?
	AWD
	09/12/03

	24
	On notice
	Wong
	It is claimed in the Supplementary Report that it may be possible to achieve a ten fold reduction in dioxin formation during Stage 2.

(i) Does the information provided to you by SPP to date verify this assertion?

(ii) Does Environment Australia currently have any concerns about the robustness of this claim?

If so, what are they?
	AWD
	09/12/03

	25
	On notice
	Carr
	Work-life balance
Work-life balance issues have been identified as important for the public service. The March 2003 Management Advisory Committee report Organisational Renewal discussed workforce planning issues, stating:

As the labour market tightens into the future, there will be increased pressure on attracting the skills required and maintaining competitive remuneration packages which support effective recruitment at the base grade and lateral levels. 

Employment conditions and the capacity for work/life balance will be an important element of such packages, and may offer APS agencies a competitive edge …

Increased flexibility in working patterns and arrangements will be an important part of the response to the demographic changes, recognising the life stage dynamics influencing workforce participation.

The APS has been a leader in providing family friendly work practices (e.g. part-time work, flexible working hours, home based work, purchased leave) and needs to continue in this role through flexible conditions and supportive management approaches as part of its attraction and retention strategy.
In light of the MAC report, the following questions are asked of each department:

1)
What has been the department’s response to the MAC report to date?

2)
Which issues identified in the MAC report have been identified as priority areas for the department?

3)
What family friendly or work-life balance initiatives: 

(a) exist in the department;

(b) are available to staff through the certified agreement; or

(c) are contained in the certified agreement, but the granting of them in individual cases is discretionary on the part of the organisation.

4)
What family friendly or work-life balance initiatives has the department introduced in, or since, the implementation of the department’s most recent certified agreement?

5)
With respect to certified agreement-based family friendly or work-life balance provisions:

(a) What number and proportion of departmental staff are making use of such provisions in areas including:

i)
purchased leave (also known as 48/52 schemes);

ii)
negotiated part-time work arrangements;

iii)
parental leave;

iv)
use of information, advice or counselling services made available by the department;

v)
departmental provision of facilities (such as family care facilities);

vi)
home based work.
	CSD
	12/12/03

	26
	71
	McLucas
	Zoning
Reasons for zoning of Egret Reef
	GBRMPA
	05/12/03

	27
	72-73
	McLucas
	Reports
How much did the Southern Cross Report cost?
	GBRMPA
	05/12/03

	28
	73
	McLucas
	Statistics
Thank you for the detail in question 12 on visitation numbers, which we now have to June 2003. Could I have an update through to the end of last month, please?
	GBRMPA
	05/12/03

	29
	73
	McLucas
	Question 14 was around staffing. Could I also have an update at the end of September on the current staffing, with the same data you provided, please? 
	GBRMPA
	02/12/03

	30
	74
	McLucas
	PER
Will that supplementary PER go through the same public comment process?
	GBRMPA
	02/12/03

	31
	105
	Lundy
	Heritage Places
Are you able to account specifically for which particular places go from being multiple listings on the RNE to a consolidated nomination to the new list and detail the actual specifics of it?
	HD
	24/11/03

	32
	110
	Lundy
	Norfolk Island: during the committee debate on the legislation, Senator Hill spoke about places on Norfolk Island that had been nominated but are not currently listed on the RNE. Some of those properties, as we know, may well have been sold by now. I am not sure if you could give me an update on where they are at. Six of those have now been nominated for the Commonwealth list by the Australian Conservation Foundation. Can you tell me what progress has been made on those assessments?
	HD
	24/11/03

	33
	110
	Lundy
	Are any sales of those places deferred pending the outcome of this process?
	HD
	24/11/03

	34
	120
	Lundy
	Transfer to the Cth Heritage List
[Aboriginal tent embassy site] Yes, I appreciate that. I would like to ask the minister whether it is the government’s intention to in fact transfer that.
	HD
	24/11/03

	35
	120
	Lundy
	Advice
Another issue that came up in the discussion in the chamber, when debating the bill for heritage protection, related to the water police headquarters in Yarralumla. The commission provided advice to other agencies on their disposal. What was the advice provided and to whom? ……Could you undertake to provide all correspondence in relation to that and any background surrounding the timing of that decision and a time line with the advice in relation to the sale of that asset as far as you are aware?
	HD
	24/11/03 + 3 attach’ts

	36
	116
	Wong
	Q’ld Land clearing
Has the board, at least in principle, agreed to the allocation of $30 million to $35 million from the trust?

If you could provide me with the date on which that was considered by the board.
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	37
	116
	Wong
	Has the government now received three letters from the Queensland government seeking a resolution to the land clearing issue?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	38
	117
	Wong
	In the last six months is the department aware of how much land has been cleared out of that 740,000 hectares?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	39
	118
	Wong
	When did the subgroup last meet on this issue?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	40
	On notice
	Wong
	Wet Tropics
Other than in the Douglas Shire, how is the NWQMS Volume 4 planning, management and monitoring frameworks being implemented in the Wet Tropics?
	LWCD
	05/12/03

	41
	On notice
	Wong
	Is the Government intending to expand the CCI into other Wet Tropics catchments to ensure implementation of the NWQMS?
	LWCD
	05/12/03

	42
	On notice
	Wong
	Other than in devising EVs and WQOs for the Peel-Harvey estuarine system through the CCI, how is the NWQMS being implemented in the Peel-Harvey catchment? Through the regional NRM delivery of NHT?
	LWCD
	05/12/03

	43
	On notice
	Wong
	What is the role of the Mount Lofty NRM group in development and implementation of the CCI for Adelaide's Port Waterways, and how the WQIP will be implemented through the regional NRM plan and investment strategy
	LWCD
	05/12/03

	44
	On notice
	Wong
	National Coastal Policy
Answer to Q85 from May 2003, indicates that the outcome of “A Framework for a National Cooperative Approach to Coastal Issues” is that it provides a context for expenditure of 13% of the NHT - under the Coastcare Program. Is this true? What other benefits are expected from the Framework and its implementation?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	45
	On notice
	Wong
	Development of the proposed Implementation Plan will take at least 12 months, meaning that implementation of the National Approach might commence early 2005. Is this true?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	46
	On notice
	Wong
	Is it true therefore that the Implementation Plan for the National Approach will only take effect after the next Federal Election, if ever, and by this time there will only be two full financial years remaining in the NHT2?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	47
	On notice
	Wong
	What proportion of the Coastcare Program funds will be retained by the Government specifically for implementation of the National Approach during the final two years of the NHT2?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	48
	On notice
	Wong
	Answer to Q33 of 11 February 2003 indicates that the National Approach will address coastal biodiversity, water quality and protection of the economic base of coastal areas. What is meant by “protection of the economic base of coastal areas”? Would these coastal issues have been addressed through Coastcare Program funding irrespective of whether there was a National Approach? Are these issues not already listed in the description of the Coastcare Program attached to NHT Bilateral Agreements?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	49
	On notice
	Wong
	What is your estimate of the cost to date of State, Territory and Ministerial engagement in development of the Framework and its Implementation Plan?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	50
	On notice
	Wong
	If there is a need to expand on the Coastcare Program, as outlined in NHT Bilateral Agreements, is there also a need to develop Implementation Plans for the Bushcare, Landcare and Rivercare Programs. If not, why is the Coastcare Program deserving of special attention? How are the other Programs provided for? Through agreed national strategies?
	LWCD
	02/12/03

	51
	On notice
	Wong
	Answer to Q86 from Budget Estimates of May 2003 indicates that project negotiations for a Water Quality Improvement Plan for the Mary River/Hervey Bay have not proceeded. The Great Sandy Strait, into which Mary River flows, is a Ramsar listed wetland. Why is it not important to the Government to develop and implement a Plan for this coastal wetland? Is the protection of Ramsar wetlands a priority for the Government? Why did negotiations for this Plan not proceed?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	52
	On notice
	Wong
	How much funding and over what period has the Minister approved for development of Water Quality Improvement Plans, and for which coastal areas?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	53
	On notice
	Wong
	Funding of the Water Quality Improvement Plan for the Darwin is significantly greater than for other plans. What pollutant(s) does it address and why is this Plan more expensive than other Plans?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	54
	On notice
	Wong
	Coastal Catchments Initiative
Answer to Q86 also indicates that total funding for the Moreton Bay Water Quality Improvement Plan is $240,000 to be expended during 2003-04. Does this mean the Plan will be finalised by July 2004? If not when will it be finalised?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	55
	On notice
	Wong
	Answer to Q86 also indicated that $190,000 has been approved for expenditure in Port Phillip Bay during 2003-04. Is this for development of the Plan? If not, what other activities will be funded for Port Phillip Bay during 2003-04?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	56
	On notice
	Wong
	What is the total 2003-04 budget for the Coastal Catchments Initiative? How much of this is to meet existing financial commitments? How much is available to initiate new projects during 2003-04?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	The following questions must be read in the context of questions asked on notice by Mr Kelvin Thomson MP, as indicated

	57
	On notice
	Wong
	Kelvin Thomson MP: 2650 (NOTE the numbers in the next column relate to the parts 1–7 of this question)
(1) What will be the total budget for the Water Quality Improvement Plan and the series of interim projects? On basis was these budgets determined? How does this compare to expenditures I other hotspots? What are the arrangements for implementation of the Plan, will this be through specific allocations under the Coastal Catchments Initiative, or through the regional delivery model? In either case how much will be set aside for implementation of the Plan?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	58
	On notice
	Wong
	(2) What is the total budgetary commitment to date for each current hotspot? Peel-Harvey? Port Waterways? Douglas Shire? Derwent? With this in mind, what is a reasonable minimum investment through the CCI for the Plan and interim projects in Port Phillip Bay and Moreton Bay? Port Phillip Bay and Moreton Bay are larger catchments, with growing populations and more complex water quality issues - why would you not spend more in these areas?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	59
	On notice
	Wong
	(4) If Water Quality Improvement Plans are to be implemented through Regional NRM Plans, can you give me an example of where this is clearly a priority in existing regional plans and investment strategies, eg the Mount Lofty NRM Plan? Would you expect the set of stakeholders on Regional NRM Bodies to give priority to implementing Water Quality Improvement Plans, or indeed any other Commonwealth priority? What is the incentive for States and Regional Bodies to be engaged in the Coastal Catchments Initiative if there is no additional monies available through the CCI to implement the Plans, but that they are expected to use Regional monies for CCI implementation?
	LWCD
	05/12/03

	60
	On notice
	Wong
	(5) If different - why are we accepting different planning and management practices in the same NRM Region?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	61
	On notice
	Wong
	(6) Why not implement the Coastal Catchments Initiative for all coastal Ramsar wetlands? If these are priority concerns for the Commonwealth should not specific funds be set aside for national programs to ensure best practice planning and management is used for these - rather than through the lowest common denominator planning processes used in the regional stream?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	62
	On notice
	Wong
	Kelvin Thomson MP: 2651 (NOTE the numbers in the next column relate to the parts 1–5 of this question)

(1) On the subject of the Mount Lofty Ranges NRM Plan, how does this provide for implementation and significant investment in implementation of the Water Quality Improvement Plan for Port Adelaide?
	LWCD
	05/12/03

	63
	On notice
	Wong
	Kelvin Thomson MP: 2652 (NOTE the numbers in the next column relate to the parts 1–6 of this question)

(1) Specifically, what funds will be available for Moreton Bay, Port Phillip Bay and a hotspot in New South Wales? Has a budget been determined for implementing the Coastal Catchments Initiative in the Great Barrier Reef? How much? 
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	64
	On notice
	Wong
	(2) How much is allocated for interim projects in the Derwent Estuary?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	65
	On notice
	Wong
	(3) How does the process for identifying interim projects under the CCI differ from identification of priority projects in regional delivery? Does the regional delivery program integrate and focus the outcomes of interim projects in the same way as the Coastal Catchments Initiative? 
	LWCD
	05/12/03

	66
	On notice
	Wong
	(4) NB: answers to May estimates indicated no plans to further expand the CCI in the GBR. Yet in January and May 2003 the Minister was encouraging regional bodies to engage in the CCI. Why do they have to wait for finalisation of the Reef Plan? How much money was set aside during 2003-04 for development of new Water Quality Improvement Plans in the GBR?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	67
	On notice
	Wong
	Kelvin Thomson MP: 2653 (NOTE the numbers in the next column relate to the parts 1–6 of this question)

(5) Please be specific to implementation of the National Water Quality Management Strategy’s planning, management and monitoring frameworks!?
	NRMPD
	16/12/03

	68
	On notice
	Wong
	Kelvin Thomson MP: 2654 (NOTE the numbers in the next column relate to the parts 1–3 of this question)

(1) Has the advice document been approved by the NHT Ministerial Board? If not, why not? What is the Government’s view on the meaning of  “directly on measures to improve water quality”. How do investments in water quality planning and monitoring directly improve water quality? The community would expect this commitment to be to management works and activities - why is the Government’s view so different? Is the Government out of touch, or is the bureaucracy?
	NRMPD
	16/12/03

	69
	On notice
	Wong
	Kelvin Thomson MP: 2655 (NOTE the numbers in the next column relate to the parts 1– 11 of this question

(1) If so, what will be the outyear budgets for the Coastal Catchments Initiative to implement Water Quality Improvement Plans?
	LWCD
	08/12/03

	70
	On notice
	Wong
	(3) If you cannot yet determine a budget to achieve sustainable limits, then how much do you plan to spend? How much can you spend and properly account for per year in an orderly cost-effective fashion, given staffing levels? How much over the seven year life of the Water Quality Improvement Plan? $10million? $20million? Or some ridiculous low figure that demonstrates the true commitment of this Government to urban an coastal issues, and pork-barrelling in regional and rural areas?
	LWCD
	12/12/03

	71
	On notice
	Wong
	(4) If not, how do you meaningfully invest in achieving long term outcomes if you budget on an annual basis? How can other parties, such as State agencies and regional NRM bodies enter a sensible management arrangement with the Commonwealth when there is no outyear budget?
	NRMPD
	28/01/04

	72
	On notice
	Wong
	Kelvin Thomson MP: 2656 (NOTE the numbers in the next column relate to the parts 1–9 of this question)

(2) In addition, what advice has been provided by the Department to Regional NRM Bodies to ensure that water quality monitoring strategies are cost-effective and provide meaningful management information - in the context of water quality targets?
	NRMPD
	28/01/04

	73
	On notice
	Wong
	(4) Senator Hill’s comments in the Senate suggest that investments in water quality monitoring should be on water quality monitoring programs that are consistent with Volume 7 of the National Water Quality Management Strategy. Do you ensure that the Strategy’s frameworks are reflected in accredited NRM plans?
	NRMPD
	16/12/03

	74
	69
	Wong
	Expenditure disaggregation
Please take on notice to provide a list of all the programs that you are currently administering, the funding allocation for each of those programs for 2002-03 and 2003-04, the actual expenditure and the expenditure to date by program.
	NOO
	05/12/03

	75
	On notice
	Wong
	Water Quality
Follow up to Question 89, May 2003. How frequently will the nature of activities contributing to the $350million commitment to water quality improvement be reviewed? If the criteria for accounting against the $350 million changes over time, will previously funded and assessed projects be reassessed in respect to their contribution to the $350 million? Is the purpose of the periodic review to ensure that the net is cast as wide as necessary to meet this commitment? What efforts are being made to bring forward projects through the envirofund, regional delivery and national component projects to meet this commitment?
	NRMPD
	05/12/03

	76
	On notice
	Wong
	At the date of answering this question, how much has been acquitted against this $350 million commitment?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	77
	On notice
	Wong
	How will the Government assess the cost-effectiveness of its potential investments in implementing regional NRM plans? Given the Government’s stated priority on water quality improvements and commitment to investing in water quality improvements ($350 million) how does it identify and invest in cost effective investments through the regional delivery component? How does it do this through the Coastal Catchments Initiative?

How does it identify projects that represent value for money?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	78
	On notice
	Wong
	This question follows Q89, Budget Estimates, May 2003. How does water quality planning, per se, directly contribute to water quality improvement? Do you agree that a water quality plan alone has no effect on water quality? Is this not a perverse interpretation of “direct”. To date, how much of the $350million is attributed to water quality planning activities, as distinct from water quality improvement activities?
	NRMPD
	10/12/03

	79
	On notice
	Wong
	This question follows Q89, Budget Estimates, May 2003. How does water quality monitoring, per se, directly contribute to water quality improvement? Do you agree that water quality monitoring alone has no effect on water quality? Is this not a perverse interpretation of “direct”. To date, how much of the $350million is attributed to water quality monitoring activities, as distinct from water quality improvement activities?
	NRMPD
	10/12/03

	80
	On notice
	Wong
	Why is “directly” not defined for the purpose of making expenditures to meet this commitment? Would you agree that the term “direct” is critical in this context, given that $350million and the condition of many of Australia’s waters is dependent on its interpretation?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	81
	On notice
	Wong
	What is a “water quality output”? How do (a) water quality planning, (b) monitoring and (c) reporting activities “bring forward a water quality output”?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	82
	On notice
	Wong
	What does the Department consider an appropriate balance of relative investments in water quality planning, management and monitoring/reporting?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	83
	111
	Wong
	NHT Expenditure
Do you have some projected figures in terms of projects which have been approved but not yet paid?…. Could I also request the projects in respect of which these payments have been made in this financial year to date.
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	84
	114
	Wong
	Foundation funding
Are you able to provide me with a list of the projects on the basis of federal electorate? I appreciate that some of them are statewide, so that would obviously not be possible…..

Perhaps you could indicate which electorates would be affected.
	NRMPD
	12/12/03 + one attach’t

	85
	114-115
	Wong
	NHT Evaluation
No, the evaluation team. Who is evaluating the tenders? …. Could you tell me who the steering committee is?… Have you prepared the specific criteria as yet?… I’m sorry. I misheard you. Perhaps if you could take this on notice—the document setting out the criteria against which the tender will be assessed…..

Have any consultants been involved in the tender process thus far?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03 + one attach’t

	86
	122
	McLucas
	There is a range of regional NRM facilitators, 48 in fact. How many are in each state?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	87
	122-123
	McLucas
	ERO position / NRM facilitation network
What Commonwealth support was there for the funding of the environment resource

officer that we think was with LGAQ?….

That one, for example, will still sit within the building of the Local Government Association of Queensland?

Mr Tucker—I am pretty sure that is correct. We will have to confirm that for you…. In terms of the roles

and the sharing arrangements, we can get the details of that for you.
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	88
	124
	McLucas
	In the answer to the question on notice that I received, the minister advised that an organisational planning chart had not been created. Is that finished now? Is that complete?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	89
	125
	McLucas
	Just going back to whether or not there was any opposition to the new organizational structure, what was the view of the Queensland government to the proposal? …  The first question is: did the Queensland government make a formal submission to us in relation to it?
	NRMPD
	08/12/03

	90
	126
	McLucas
	The second item is strategy No. 2 which is ‘enhancing Cape York protected areas’. What was the purpose of that program? Could you also explain then why none of it was spent?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	91
	On notice
	Wong
	Natural Resource Management Plans
Answer to Q63, Item 1, May 2003 does not answer the question. The answer describes the process of providing input and feedback in development of NRM Plans. The question is “what advice is being provided by the Government to regional bodies to assist them to prepare plans consistent with agreed national strategies”. Please answer this question in relation to the National Water Quality Management Strategy, the National Principles for the Provision of Water for Ecosystems and the National Framework for the Management and Monitoring of Australia’s Native Vegetation. 
	NRMPD
	05/12/03

	92
	On notice
	Wong
	Answer to Q63, Item 2, May 2003 does not answer the question. The answer attempts to repeat the objectives of these agreed national strategies, but gives no indication of the elements of these strategies the Commonwealth needs to see implemented through regional plans for those plans to be consistent with the relevant national strategy. Please answer the question “what criteria does the Department use to determine that a draft plan meets these strategies … what are the key elements of these three strategies/frameworks that the Department is applying to satisfy itself these nationally agreed strategies are being implemented in a regional plan?”.
	NRMPD
	05/12/03

	93
	On notice
	Wong
	NAP/NHT
On 11 February 2003 Senator Carr asked, “Do priority project proposals specify the relevant matter for target, consistent with the Standards and Targets Framework?” This question was avoided by outlining the Standards and Targets Framework and describing the need for and timing of priority projects. However, the answer stated that “priority projects are investments that are recognised as being essential to addressing resource condition issues within the region and need to be undertaken urgently”. 

Would you agree that this statement suggests such actions would likely be deserving of a resource condition matter for target, even if the “resource condition issue” is not listed in the set of 10 matters for targets? If a priority action is urgently undertaken to address a resource condition issue then should it not be linked to a resource condition matter for target? If not, please provide an example of a priority project that is demonstrably not linked to a matter for target, and explain why it was undertaken urgently?
	NRMPD
	05/12/03

	94
	On notice
	Wong
	The NAP website titled “A natural resource management overview” notes that “investment strategies that are essentially the business plan that is developed to attract investment in regional plan”. From what sources does the Government expect these investment strategies to attract investment? Is this exclusively from the NAP and NHT, or possibly local government? What other sources are available, and what percentage of these investments are likely to be attracted from non-NAP or non-NHT monies? Have regional NRM Bodies indicated they expect to attract a significant proportion of funds from other sources?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	95
	On notice
	Wong
	The NAP website titled “A natural resource management overview” notes that “land and water quality governance reforms, negotiated through the National Action Plan for Salinity an Water Quality Intergovernmental Agreement, plan to be extended to all regions across Australia”. Can you please specify the line-location of those “water quality governance reforms” in the NAP Intergovernmental Agreement, what those reforms are, and outline the benefits of those “water quality governance reforms”.
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	96
	On notice
	Wong
	Are NHT Bilateral Agreements legally binding contracts between the parties? That is to say, if one party defaults on the other, is there a financial or other penalty applicable? Do they have the same legal standing as financial agreements employed by the Government to deliver NHT monies? What benefit is there in developing bilateral agreements for matters such as delivery of the NHT and NAP, that could not be achieved through contractual arrangements?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03

	97
	On notice
	Wong
	The Standards and Targets Framework sets out a series of “Matters for which Regional Targets must be set”. The NAP website titled “A natural resource management overview” notes that the NRM Ministerial Council “agreed to a minimum set of salinity and water quality matters for which targets need to be set in every regional plan”. Why did the Department replace must with need? In an answer to a question of 11 Feb 2003, the Department noted that “in establishing resource condition targets under the Standards and Targets Framework, regions undertake an assessment of issues to identify which matters for targets are relevant to the region. Where these matters are relevant, regions are required to establish … resource condition targets for inclusion in their plans". The Department’s public advice to the Senate is contrary to that which is in the Framework document and on the public record. Can the Department explain this discrepancy?
	NRMPD
	12/12/03 + one attach’t

	98
	104-105
	Wong
	MPA
It is a very simple question. There was a recent poster produced by the department entitled Commonwealth marine protected areas: benefits to all and I wanted to know where the funding came from and how much the poster cost to produce and distribute. Can you just indicate where the funding came from, how much it cost to produce and distribute, and what was the process of determining that the poster would be produced.
	PAD
	12/12/03

	99
	On notice
	Wong
	Christmas Island
On notice, provide me with any documents and correspondence and any other material that provides information on the natural values of the leases, including floral, faunal and cultural values. …. also, if there was concern, the nature of that concern that may have been expressed.
	AWD
	02/12/03

	100
	On notice
	Wong
	In particular, provide details of the type, quality, extent and conservation classification of all rainforest within the leases?
	AWD
	02/12/03

	101
	On notice
	Wong
	Are you aware of the existence of any EPBC listed flora or fauna in the lease areas? What work has been undertaken to assess the environmental significance of the proposed leases? Is the work publicly available? If not, why? Is EA planning to undertake assessments of the lease sites? If so, when?
	AWD
	02/12/03

	102
	On notice
	Wong
	Are there any estimates of red crab numbers residing in the proposed new leases? Can the Department provide an estimate?
	AWD
	02/12/03

	103
	On notice
	Wong
	How much has the Commonwealth spent on programs to protect red crabs? Please detail project type and expenditure?
	PAD
	12/12/03

	104
	On notice
	Wong
	What controls presently exist on the clearing of vegetation? Provide details for all vegetation classification types.
	AWD
	02/12/03

	105
	On notice
	Wong
	Is the Department aware of the proposed leases having been disturbed in any way? By what process? To what extent? How has vegetation within the leases responded to the disturbance?
	AWD
	02/12/03

	106
	On notice
	Wong
	How successful have revegetation efforts been in restoring cleared vegetation to original condition after mining? Is it possible to restore mined areas to original condition? What is a realistic expectation for revegetation compared with original vegetation on mined areas?
	PAD
	12/12/03

	107
	On notice
	Wong
	Has the success of revegetation works been monitored? By who? Is the monitoring ongoing? Are the reports publicly available. Can I get a copy?
	PAD
	12/12/03

	108
	On notice
	Wong
	How much does Phosphate Resources Limited pay in rehabilitation levies?
	DoTARS (q39)
	21/01/04

	109
	On notice
	Wong
	Who collects and administers the levy? How much is it per annum?
	DoTARS (q40)
	21/01/04

	110
	On notice
	Wong
	Have there been any changes in recent times? Please detail.
	DoTARS (q41)
	21/01/04

	111
	On notice
	Wong
	Was Phosphate Resources Limited compensated for the surrender of leases required for development of the Asia Pacific Space Centre? Please detail?
	DoTARS (q42)
	21/01/04

	112
	On notice
	Wong
	Was the company compensated for leases loss as a result of the development of the Immigration Reception and Processing Centre? Provide details?
	DoTARS (q43)
	21/01/04

	113
	On notice
	Wong
	What scrutiny does the Department, or any other Government Department, provide in relation to scrutiny of the companies environmental performance? Provide details.
	AWD
	02/12/03

	114
	On notice
	Wong
	Are the lease document publicly available? Please provide copies.
	DoTARS (q45)
	21/01/04

	115
	On notice
	Wong
	Do the mining leases include a requirement to hand over the land to the Commonwealth upon cessation on mining. Provide details of this requirement or any other similar requirement?
	DoTARS (q46)
	21/01/04

	116
	85
	McLucas
	Shale oil
Has DEH been asked to provide information to the task force about the potential for shale oil in an energy strategy for the country?
	PCEPD
	24/11/03

	117
	98-99
	Wong
	Expenditure disaggregation
Mr Beale, I suppose this is formally when I should ask you for some of that additional information in relation to program expenditure. You will recall I asked this of the AGO and a similar issue arises in respect of the departments. In the portfolio statements there is far less disaggregation as between programs. For example, NHT is now aggregated into four programs. I think it was 13 the year before. I wonder if on notice you could provide me with all the programs the department administers, the funding allocation to each of these programs for the past and current financial year, and the actual expenditure to date by program….

For example, if you look at the 2002-03 output under Biodiversity, there is quite a number of disaggregated programs—I call them that, I am not sure if that is the terminology that is still being used in the department—which are not replicated in the current 2003-04 statement. I do not want to engage in an argument about whether they should or should not have been replicated, Mr Beale. That is not the issue. I am seeking comparable data, if it in fact exists.
	PCEPD
	15/12/03 + one attach’t
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