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

Environment and Heritage

Budget Supplementary Estimates 2003-2004, (4 November 2003)


Outcome:

1. Environment


Question No: 36, 37, 38 and 39

Sub-outcome:

Output:  

1.2 Biodiversity

Division/Agency:

Department

Topic: 

Queensland land clearing

Hansard Page ECITA:
116 - 118

Senator Wong asked:
1. Has the board, at least in principle, agreed to the allocation of $30 million to $35 million from the trust? If so, could provide me with the date on which that was considered by the board.
2. Has the government now received three letters from the Queensland government seeking a resolution to the land clearing issue?

3. In the last six months is the department aware of how much land has been cleared out of that 740,000 hectares?

4. When did the subgroup last meet on this issue?

Answer/s:

1. On 18 November 2002, Natural Heritage Ministerial Board members the Hon Dr David Kemp MP and the Hon Warren Truss MP, agreed to allocate up to $30 million from the Natural Heritage Trust to contribute to the package of financial assistance to support transition to a changed vegetation management regime in Queensland. 

2. Since announcement by the Queensland and Australian Governments on 22 May 2003 of the proposal to substantially reduce land clearing in Queensland, seven letters have been received from the Queensland government about the Queensland land clearing issue. 

3. Figures for land clearance in Queensland over the past six months are not yet available. The Queensland Government publishes state-wide land clearing reports every 12 months, with the most recent report for clearing in the year 2000/2001. ‘Land cover change’ reports are normally published 18 months after the end of the financial year being reported on. The time lag is due to the requirement to obtain, process and analyse the detailed satellite imagery for an area of 1.7 million square kilometres.

4. The Biodiversity Working Group of the Prime Minister’s Taskforce on Queensland Land Clearing last met on 28 August 2003. A technical group of the Biodiversity Working Group met in Brisbane on 26 September 2003. The Prime Minister’s Taskforce on Queensland Land Clearing met on 20 October 2003.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 40

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Wet Tropics

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
Other than in the Douglas Shire, how is the NWQMS Volume 4 planning, management and monitoring frameworks being implemented in the Wet Tropics?

Answer/s:

The draft Reef Water Quality Protection Plan (RWQPP) identifies sub-catchments in the Wet Tropics Region as representing a high risk to Reef water quality, and that the Coastal Catchments Initiative (CCI) will be implemented in high risk sub-catchments. It is therefore likely that the CCI will be implemented elsewhere in the Wet Tropics. Where this occurs the planning, management and monitoring framework outlined in Volume 4 of the National Water Quality Management Strategy (NWQMS) will be employed to protect water quality of the Great Barrier Reef. 

To be accredited under the National Action Plan for Salinity and Water Quality and the Natural Heritage Trust extension, regional NRM plans must be consistent with the planning, management and monitoring frameworks of the NWQMS.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 41

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Wet Tropics

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
Is the Government intending to expand the CCI into other Wet Tropics catchments to ensure implementation of the NWQMS?

Answer/s:

The draft Reef Water Quality Protection Plan (RWQPP) identifies sub-catchments in the Wet Tropics Region as representing a high risk to Reef water quality, and that the Coastal Catchments Initiative (CCI) will be implemented in high risk sub-catchments. It is therefore likely that the CCI will be implemented elsewhere in the Wet Tropics. 

Implementation of the NWQMS in other Wet Tropics catchments is not dependent on implementation of the CCI. To be accredited under the National Action Plan for Salinity and Water Quality and the Natural Heritage Trust extension, regional NRM plans must be consistent with the planning, management and monitoring frameworks of the NWQMS.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 42

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

NWQMS implementation: Peel-Harvey catchment

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

Under the regional delivery component of the NHT water quality objectives (WQOs) are referred to as water quality targets, consistent with the National Framework for Natural Resource Management Standards and Targets. In order to meet the accreditation criteria for the NHT and the NAP, regional NRM plans need to include appropriate water quality targets and actions to meet those targets.
Yes.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 43

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Mount Lofty NRM Group

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

The Mount Lofty Ranges and Greater Adelaide Interim INRM Group will in time be replaced by a statutory NRM group under proposed South Australian legislation. Consequently arrangements between the NRM Group and the South Australian Environment Protection Authority are interim only. However there has been general agreement between the State and the Regional NRM Group that:

· where appropriate the findings from the WQIP will be taken into account in the regional NRM plan; and

· to the extent that actions from the WQIP are consistent with both the INRM Plan and the associated Investment Strategy, and the objectives of funding programs, they will be a priority for regional investment of NRM funds.

Outcome:
1  Environment



Question No: 44
Sub-Outcome: 

Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:
Land, Water & Coasts Division 

Topic:
National Coastal Policy

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?
Answers:

The response to Q85 from May 2003 indicates that ‘the government will use the Framework and associated implementation plan to guide investment under the Natural Heritage Trust at both national and regional delivery levels.’  This remains the Government’s intention. The logical source of funds is the 13% of the Trust which has been allocated to the Coastcare program.
The Framework document sets the scene for national cooperation in managing coastal issues and achieving ecologically sustainable development outcomes in the coastal zone over the next decade. A nationally cooperative approach to coastal issues will provide a strategic tool for guiding future investments in the coastal zone to achieve national, State, regional and local outcomes and value add to existing initiatives.  It will address cross border and sectoral issues; harmonise joint action towards management of common issues; and build on existing and encouraging potential new investments from all jurisdictions.

Outcome:
1  Environment



Question No: 45
Sub-Outcome: 

Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:
Land, Water & Coasts Division 

Topic:
National Coastal Policy

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?
Answers:

The Implementation Plan is scheduled to be reviewed by the Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council in October 2004 and, should it be endorsed, is likely to come into effect in early 2005.

Outcome:
1  Environment



Question No: 46
Sub-Outcome: 

Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:
Land, Water & Coasts Division 

Topic:
National Coastal Policy

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answers:

Yes

Outcome:
1  Environment



Question No: 47
Sub-Outcome: 

Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:
Land, Water & Coasts Division 

Topic:
National Coastal Policy

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answers:

At this stage it is not proposed to retain Coastcare program funds specifically for implementation of the National Approach. 
Outcome:
1  Environment



Question No: 48
Sub-Outcome: 

Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:
Land, Water & Coasts Division 

Topic:
National Coastal Policy

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answers:

The coastal zone is a major focus of the economic development of Australia. Industries such as tourism, fishing, transport and agriculture are of economic and social significance. It is important that this economic base be allowed to develop, but in a way that is ecologically sustainable. Ecologically sustainable use of the coastal resources has been recognized as critical to future development and use of the coastal zone consistent with integrated natural resource management and related management strategies.  

The Natural Heritage Trust of Australia Act 1997 (the Act) states the purposes to which the Reserve (s8) or the proceeds from the partial privatisation of Telstra and interest earned from the Trust (s9) may be put. The Coastcare Program has been developed with these purposes in mind. The development of the National Approach has not been limited solely to implementation of the Act.

Outcome:
1  Environment



Question No: 49
Sub-Outcome: 

Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:
Land, Water & Coasts Division 

Topic:
National Coastal Policy

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:
What is your estimate of the cost to date of State, Territory and Ministerial engagement in development of the Framework and its Implementation Plan?

Answers:

It is not possible to respond to this question with any degree of confidence, as there is not enough information to make an estimate. The main costs are likely to be the cost of staff involvement, with some costs associated with stakeholder consultations. 
Outcome:
1  Environment



Question No: 50
Sub-Outcome: 

Output:
1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:
Land, Water & Coasts 

Topic:
National Coastal Policy

Hansard Page ECITA:
Written question on notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answers:

One of the aims of the National Approach is to guide Coastcare expenditure on issues that would benefit from a national approach, not expand the program. Similar guidance exists for other ‘care’ programs, for example the National Framework for the Management and Monitoring of Australia’s Native Vegetation, the commitment to a comprehensive, adequate and representative national reserve system, and the National Objectives and Targets for Biodiversity Conservation.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 51

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Great Sandy Strait

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

A plan, the Great Sandy Region Management Plan 1994 – 2010 was prepared by the Queensland Government for this area.

The protection of Ramsar wetlands is a priority for the Government, and Ramsar wetlands are recognised as a matter of National Environmental Significance under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act (1999). 

The Water Quality Improvement Plan (WQIP) for Mary River/Hervey Bay continues to be a high priority and project negotiations will be renewed when funding is available.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 52

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: WQIP funding

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
How much funding and over what period has the Minister approved for development of Water Quality Improvement Plans, and for which coastal areas?

Answer/s:

The Minister has approved funding for development of Water Quality Improvement Plans in:

· Adelaide’s Port Waterways ($200,000, 2002-04);

· Peel Inlet and Harvey Estuary ($160,000, 2002-04);

· Port Phillip Bay ($250,000, 2002-05);

· Moreton Bay ($240,000, 2002-04);

· Derwent Estuary ($272,000 2002-2005);

· Mossman and Daintree River sub-catchments, Great Barrier Reef ($150,000, 2002-04);

· Calliope and Boyne River sub-catchments, Great Barrier Reef ($200,000, 2002 05); and

· Proserpine, O’Connell, Pioneer and Plane River sub-catchments, Great Barrier Reef ($300,000, 2002-05).

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 53

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Darwin funding

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

There is no Water Quality Improvement Plan (WQIP) being developed in the Darwin area.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 54

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Moreton Bay

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

No. Preparation of the Water Quality Improvement Plan (WQIP) for Moreton Bay is yet to commence, and so a date for finalising the WQIP is yet to be determined.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 55

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Port Phillip Bay

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

Yes.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 56

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: 2003-04 funding

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

$3,634,000. $3,424,000 is to meet existing financial commitments; $210,000 is available to initiate new projects.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 57

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Port Phillip Bay funding

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

The total budget for the Water Quality Improvement Plan (WQIP) and the series of interim projects is yet to be determined. Implementation of the WQIP will be through the regional delivery model and specific allocations under the Coastal Catchments Initiative. The monies set aside for implementation of the WQIP are yet to be determined.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 58

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: interim phase budgets.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

The total budgetary commitment for each current hotspot is:

· Peel-Harvey Estuary, $1,770,000;

· Douglas Shire, $2,505,000;

· Port Waterways, $1,812,150; and

· Derwent Estuary, $300,000.

The reasonable minimum investment through the CCI in a Water Quality Improvement Plan and interim projects for Port Phillip Bay and Moreton Bay will depend on identified information gaps, the issues associated with the coastal ‘hotspot’ and existing State programs.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 59

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: regional investments.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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 State 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?

Answer/s:

Implementation of Water Quality Improvement Plans will be supported through specific allocations under the Coastal Catchments Initiative and as a priority under Regional investment strategies based on accredited Regional NRM Plans. The Australian Government is a major investor in regional natural resource management, consequently Regional NRM Bodies are expected to address priorities of the Australian Government in the development and implementation of regional NRM plans.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 60

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Western Port.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
If different – why are we accepting different planning and management practices in the same NRM Region?

Answer/s:

Discussions with the Victorian EPA are at a very preliminary stage. Should this initiative proceed the EPA has indicated that they will work in close collaboration with the Port Phillip and Western Port Catchment Management Authority.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 61

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Coastal Ramsar wetlands.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

The Australian Government supports a range of initiatives to assist with the effective management of coastal Ramsar wetlands. The Australian Government has funded State and Territory Governments, including through the Natural Heritage Trust, to prepare management plans for Ramsar wetlands. The plans consider a wide range of planning and management issues for these sites.


It has always been the intention of the Government that the Coastal Catchments Initiative should priority focus on a small number of ‘exemplar’ projects in each jurisdiction to provide a ‘best practice’ example of water quality management in coastal (primarily urban) areas.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 62

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Mount Lofty Ranges NRM Plan.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

The Mount Lofty Ranges NRM Plan will need to take account of the Water Quality Improvement Plan (WQIP) for Adelaide’s Port Waterways. Any Australian Government investments in the Mount Lofty Ranges NRM Plan will give appropriate priority to implementing cost-effective activities identified under the WQIP.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 63

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Moreton Bay, Port Phillip Bay, NSW, Great Barrier Reef.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

Coastal Catchments Initiative funding for 2004-05 is yet to be finalised. 

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 64

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Derwent Estuary, interim water quality projects.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
How much is allocated for interim projects in the Derwent Estuary?

Answer/s:

There are no funds allocated during 2003-04 for interim water quality projects for the Derwent Estuary. Coastal Catchments Initiative funding for 2004-05 is yet to be finalised. 

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 65

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative and Regional NRM; interim projects.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

The Coastal Catchments Initiative (CCI) is a national component program of the Natural Heritage Trust. Therefore identification of local interim projects through the CCI is with a view to also addressing water quality issues of national significance, for example implementation of water sensitive design principles, preparing best practice monitoring plans, development of water quality decision support systems and identifying and characterising best management practices for diffuse source pollution control. Identification of interim projects is undertaken by Department officers in consultation with State and regional bodies. 

The regional delivery component is the principal delivery mechanism for the Trust. Investment is made on the basis of accredited, integrated regional NRM plans and investment strategies. 

Regional communities are responsible for identifying their key natural resource management issues, developing plans and implementing actions to address these issues. The regional plans are developed in partnership with the community, land owners and managers, industry, local government, indigenous interests, and the State or Territory government. The plans are jointly accredited by the State or Territory and the Australian governments.

Accredited plans identify all of the key natural resource management issues in a region, develop actions to address these issues and then select the most important issues for action. They also set resource condition and management action targets based on agreed national standards.

Regions then develop investment strategies based on the regional plans. The investment strategies will detail the funding required for the different activities that the region wishes to undertake to achieve the objectives of their plan. The Australian Government then considers funding for activities identified in the investment strategy, where the activities proposed will deliver significant natural resource management and environmental outcomes in relation to the objectives and framework for the Trust.

Regions around Australia have been asked to put forward bids for interim regional funding prior to the accreditation of regional plans. These bids need to fit in with the region's overall natural resource management plan when it is approved. 

Two categories of activities are eligible for funding during the changeover period:

· Foundation funding - to support the development of a regional integrated natural resource management plan for approval 

· Priority projects - for regions to address urgent environmental issues through large-scale activities, prior to the accreditation of a regional plan, as well as to engage support and assistance in delivering these activities. 

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 66

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative: Great Barrier Reef funding.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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?

Answer/s:

No funds were set aside during 2003-04 for development of new Water Quality Improvement Plans (WQIPs) in the Great Barrier Reef. The Reef Plan provides a strategic framework for addressing water quality issues in the Reef. It is therefore prudent to wait on completion and announcement of the Reef Plan before expanding CCI activities in the GBR region.

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 67
Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Environment and Heritage

Topic: 

Implementation of the National Water Quality Management Strategy.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
Please be specific to implementation of the National Water Quality Management Strategy’s planning, management and monitoring frameworks.

Answer:

The Australian Government and states/territories provide input and feedback to regional bodies on preparation of draft regional NRM plans against key elements of the National Water Quality Management Strategy (NWQMS). In assessing a plan for accreditation, comment is sought from the policy areas within the department with expertise on water quality and responsibility for implementing the NWQMS.

The relevant NWQMS planning, management and monitoring frameworks are those frameworks described in:

· the Australian Guidelines for Water Quality Monitoring and Reporting 2000, specifically as outlined in Chapter 1; and

·  the Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Water Quality 2000, specifically as outlined in Chapter 2. 

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 69

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water, & Coasts Division

Topic: 

Coastal Catchments Initiative funding.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
If so, what will be the outyear budgets for the Coastal Catchments Initiative to implement Water Quality Improvement Plans?

Answer/s:

Funding for Water Quality Improvement Plan implementation under the Coastal Catchments Initiative is yet to be determined. 

Outcome:

1. Environment



Question No: 70

Sub-outcome:



Output:  

1.3 Coasts and Oceans

Division/Agency:

Land, Water & Coasts

Topic: 

Water Quality Improvement Plan funding.

Hansard Page ECITA:
Post hearing on-notice

Senator Wong asked:
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 fashion, given staffing levels? How much over the seven year life of the Water Quality Improvement Plan? $10million? $20million? Or some ridiculously low figure that demonstrates the true commitment of this Government to urban and coastal issues, and pork-barrelling in regional and rural areas?

Answer/s:

Funding for the Coastal Catchments Initiative during 2004-07 is yet to be determined. 


