Senate Standing Committee on the Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts

Additional Estimates 2006-07—Questions on Notice

Environment and Water Resources Portfolio

Tuesday, 13 & Friday, 16 February 2007

	Q No
	ECITA Page
	Senator
	Broad Topic
	Question
	Agency/

Division
	Date Rec'd

	1
	Written QON
	Wong
	ODA
	Please provide full details of the Official Development Assistance (ODA) eligible expenditure and activities undertaken by your Department since 2000-2001 to date.
	PCD
	16/02/07

	2
	Written QON
	Wong
	ODA
	Thank you for providing this data [in your response to qon1 provided 16 February 2007 re ODA], however the table has not sufficiently answered the question. "Could you provide full details of the official development assistance eligible expenditure and activities undertaken by the department since 2000-01 to date?" 

We are seeking to differentiate between expenditure from the Department of Environment and Water Resources, and AusAID funds. 

Please provide a breakdown of and differentiate between AusAID funds and the Department of Environment and Water Review funds. The latter comprise ODA eligible expenditure which form part of OGD expenditure.
	PCD
	18/05/07

	3
	ECITA 68 & 71 13/02/07
	Bartlett
	Albatross Recovery
	Senator BARTLETT—Is there an Australian based albatross recovery team?

Dr Press—There is an albatross recovery plan, but that is not my particular area of responsibility.

Senator BARTLETT—Who handles that? The Tasmanian government?

Dr Press—No.

Senator BARTLETT—I can wait. That is all right. I just need to know who to ask.

Dr Press—It is not in my department. I will give you the advice on that.

Senator BARTLETT—As long as I get an idea of whose department it is with, I can ask at the time. ....

Senator BARTLETT—I really just wanted to get a sense of what the albatross recovery team is doing now: whether it is meeting, who makes it up and what work it is doing. I do not mind if you take that on notice for whoever handles it.

Dr Press—We will.
	AGAD
	13/04/07

	4
	ECITA 70 13/02/07
	Milne
	Antarctic Air Link
	Senator MILNE—In relation to the Antarctic air link, I presume there will need to be an additional allocation and collaboration between the Antarctic division and other areas of government on the quarantine and biosecurity arrangements. ...

Senator MILNE—Is the biosecurity or quarantine plan available anywhere?

Dr Press—I will take that on notice and I will make that information available to the committee.
	AGAD
	13/04/07


Senator IAN MACDONALD—It is an exciting new phase; well done. Just a final sensitive question, perhaps to the minister: will the arrangement where politicians irregularly went to the Antarctic on the ship for learning experiences now transfer to the plane, or have we not gone that far yet?


Senator Abetz—Perhaps we should send the government members by the plane and opposition members by the boat, if they are still going! I am not sure what the answer is on that and I will take that on notice. It is a fair question, and I think giving parliamentarians an understanding of that vast part of Australia’s territory is important. Those parliamentarians from all sides of politics who have gone there rave about the experience for years afterwards, so I think it is worthy if we can keep that opportunity available.

	
	AGAD
	13/04/07

	6
	ECITA

2-3

16/02/07
	Wong
	Budget Appropriations
	Senator WONG—What is the budget appropriation for environmental assessments?

Mr Early—For 2006-07, it is $13.8 million.

Senator WONG—And the actual expenditure to date?

Mr Early—I would have to take that on notice.

Senator WONG—What about for 2007-08? Dr O’Connell, while Mr Early is finding his place, I indicate to you that I will be asking similar questions in most of the divisions, so people might wish to prepare themselves accordingly.

Mr Early—$12.2 million.

Senator WONG—And for 2008-09 and 2009-10?

Mr Early—For 2008-09 it is $13.8 million and for 2009-2010 it is $13.6 million.

Senator WONG—You will give me the actual expenditure to date on notice? Can we do the same for wildlife protection.

Mr Early—Wildlife protection is $10.6 million for 2006-07.

Senator WONG—And on notice, unless you have it, could I have the expenditure to date as well
	AWD
	13/04/07

	7
	ECITA 3

16/02/07
	Wong
	Budget Appropriations
	Senator WONG—How long has this structure of output programs been in place for your division?

Mr Tucker—We adjusted our outcomes and output structures last year. I am trying to recall, though, whether it affected Mr Early’s division. I think we did adjust it for last year’s figures.

Senator WONG—By last year, do you mean 2005-06?

Mr Tucker—That is right.

Senator WONG—So these were applicable in 2005-06. Was this output structure for this division applicable in the 2005-06 year?

Mr Early—I would have to take it on notice to be absolutely sure.
	AWD
	13/04/07


ECITA 4


Senator WONG—Yes. Is there anything in the EPBC Act in relation to the impact of climate change?

Mr Early—Well, there is nothing specifically in the act, no.

Senator WONG—You mentioned earlier, Mr Early, that greenhouse gas emissions might only be relevant

if they arise in the context of an EIS. Is that right?

Mr Early—Yes—well, in the context of assessing whether or not something needs approval, whether there

is likely to be a significant impact on one of the other matters of an EIS.

Senator WONG—In relation to how many developments since 1996 does the department say that

greenhouse gas emissions have been assessed or climate change impact has been assessed?

	Mr Early—I would have to take that on notice.
	AWD
	13/04/07

	9
	ECITA 6

16/02/07
	Wong
	EPBC Act
	Senator WONG—Have you been asked to provide advice to government regarding the possibility of a climate change trigger in the act?

Mr Early—Yes, we have provided advice in the past.

Senator WONG—When was that advice sought?

Mr Early—Senator Hill, you may recall, actually had a greenhouse trigger regulation drafted and had consultation with the states and territories. We were certainly heavily involved in that process.

Senator WONG—Remind me of the date of that.

Mr Early—I would have to take that on notice. I think it was probably around 2002.

Senator WONG—Subsequent to that, has any further advice been sought?

Mr Early—We have looked at it from time to time and it has been sought, yes.

Senator WONG—I would like to know the approximate dates when such advice was sought and provided. You would have to take that on notice?

Mr Early—Yes.
	AWD
	18/05/07

	10
	ECITA 11

16/02/07
	Wong
	Leases
	Senator WONG—Can we go to leases? What is that in relation to?

Mr Anderson—They are the leases for accommodation—all leases except those covered by the Antarctic Division and the Director of National Parks. So that is the John Gorton Building in Canberra, the building in Darwin for the Supervising Scientist and a warehouse and other sorts of facilities. So it is our accommodation leases, essentially.

Senator WONG—Sure. On notice, Mr Anderson, could you get me a list of the accommodations and the costs of the leases for the period of the leases that have been signed?

Mr Anderson—Yes. We can provide that.
	CSD
	12/07/05


ECITA 12


Senator WONG—Is the IT outsourcing of $10 million a single contract?

Mr Anderson—That is a single contract with Volante.

...

Senator WONG—What is your actual expenditure to date?

Mr Anderson—I do not have the precise figure, but it is trekking against our forecast. It is a little bumpy

because we pay certain accounts quarterly for different things and with different formulas, but it is on budget.

Senator WONG—What is the actual expenditure to date?

Mr Anderson—I do not have that precise figure. It is essentially seven months of the 12 months. I can

provide that.

Senator WONG—If you can provide that on notice. On notice, for my reference, I wonder if you would be

kind enough to provide me with actual expenditure for your division for the financial years 2002-03, 2003-04,

2004-05 and 2005-06.

	Mr Anderson—Yes. We can provide that.
	CSD
	12/07/05

	12
	Written QON
	Ludwig
	Staffing
	For the years 2005-06, please indicate:

1. Not including those employed in policy functions, the number of Full-Time Equivalent positions assigned to the following areas:

a. Compliance and enforcement activities undertaken in Australia's Exclusive Economic Zone;

b. The development of technology or programs designed to augment, replace or assist any of the above functions.

2. For each of the categories in (1), please indicate:

a. The breakdown of APS classifications for those personnel;

b. The total wages cost of all personnel under that category;
	CSD
	18/05/07

	13
	ECITA 3

16/02/08
	Wong
	Budget expenditure
	Dr O’Connell—It may be helpful, now that we know the direction of the questions you might want to ask, if we go away and produce something which is more comprehensive.

Senator WONG—That would be useful. What I am interested in is the actual expenditure in each of the divisions for the last few financial years, but I appreciate that if there is a change in outputs that is going to be a little difficult to compare. My recollection is that this department has changed the outputs a couple of times.

Dr O’Connell—We will try and get something later this morning.
	CSD
	18/05/07 + 1 attach't

	14
	ECITA 11-12

16/02/08
	Wong
	Budget - impact of lapsing programs
	Senator WONG—Are you able to provide me with the programs that you referred to—NHT2 and AGO—and the reduction? I am trying to work out how they affect your budget in 2008-09 and 2009-10.

Mr Anderson—Yes. We can certainly provide that information. I was just using those two as examples. Clearly, there are a number of programs across the department that lapse or terminate. Some will get refreshed

through the budget process.

Senator WONG—If you could give me a list of those and an indication of the impact on your budget—

Mr Anderson—Yes.
	CSD
	12/07/05

	15
	ECITA 14

16/02/07
	Wong
	Budget Appropriations
	Dr O’Connell—We have a breakdown of the current and forward years for all the divisions. It is a total of about 70 different figures, so it may be better if we type that up and take it on notice for you because we do not have the recent expenditure figures you want available right away.

Senator WONG—That is fine. Thank you, Dr O’Connell.
	CSD
	12/07/05 + 1 attach'ts

	16
	ECITA 29

16/02/07
	Webber
	Budget Appropriations
	Senator WEBBER—Administered items seems to be substantially decreasing. What is that

due to?

Mr Burnett—It is because they are forward estimates. Forward estimates often tail away because the government is yet to take future budget decisions. So those forward estimates may change through the budget.

Senator WEBBER—I understand that, but there is a significant difference between 2005-06 and 2006-07.

Mr Burnett—Of $24.4 million and $15.4 million?

Senator WEBBER—Yes.

Mr Burnett—That would be because the division administers a number of ad hoc grants. Typically they relate to churches and cathedrals. Because they are ad hoc, they vary significantly from year to year. The underlying expenditure for our main ongoing programs does not change significantly between those two years.

Dr O’Connell—Just to be helpful, the environment budget overview for 2006-07 contains a great deal of the detail that you are looking at. So we could provide you with copies of this.
	CSD
	13/04/07

	17
	ECITA 13

16/02/07
	Wong/Webber
	Budget Appropriations
	Senator WONG—I think we want all programs for which you are responsible. We would like the appropriation for the current financial year and the outer years and actual expenditure in the preceding three financial years.

Ms Harwood—Okay. We will do that on notice, thank you.
	EQD
	12/07/05

	18
	ECITA

75-76 13/02/07
	Wong
	CRC/MTSRF
	Senator WONG—Mr Skeat, in terms of the $2.5 million that you have described, I am trying to work out your total funding commitments for CRC/MTSRF. ... 

Senator WONG—This is a standing commitment of $2.5 million on an annual basis; is that right, Mr Skeat? Or is there another officer I should ask that question to?

Mr Skeat—$2.6 million has been budgeted in this financial year.

Senator WONG—Is that for 2006-07?

Mr Skeat—That is for 2006-07. I do not have figures in front of me for out years.

Senator WONG—What about for the 2005-06 year? Was there a similar amount?

Mr Skeat—Again, I do not have that figure in front of me, but we could provide that to you.

Senator WONG—If you could take that on notice for 2005-06 and any outer year estimates you have.
	GBRMPA
	13/04/07

	19
	ECITA

76-77 13/02/07
	Wong
	Water Quality
	Senator WONG—What proportion of in kind is included in the $2.6 million?

Ms Chadwick—I would need to take that on notice. ... 

Senator WONG—That is fine. Is there any actual cash transferred or is it all in kind?

Ms Chadwick—Yes, there is about $2 million in relation to water quality monitoring. Perhaps Mr Skeat could clarify that. And $465,000—

...

Senator WONG—Of the $465,000, do we know how much is in kind?

Ms Chadwick—That is cash.

Senator WONG—Which is the bit that is in kind?

Mr Skeat—There is an additional figure for in-kind contribution to research on the Great Barrier Reef, which I do not have in front of me. But we could certainly provide it.

Ms Chadwick—We will check that.

Senator WONG—That is the one you are taking on notice.

Ms Chadwick—Yes.
	GBRMPA
	13/04/07

	20
	ECITA 77 13/02/07
	Wong
	CRC/MTSRF
	Senator WONG—Was there any additional allocation from the authority for research for the current financial year? ...

Mr Tanzer—I think we will have to take that on notice. It is not here in the notes. There are a number of other projects that we run, some in relation to the ARC centre at James Cook, and a number of other projects where we contract directly with providers, but I do not know the amount.

Senator WONG—You could take that on notice, could you not?
	GBRMPA
	13/04/07

	21
	ECITA 78 13/02/07
	Wong
	Research projects - tourism use
	Senator WONG—So of that $80,000 nothing has been spent as yet; is that right?

Mr Skeat—No, I did not say that. The dollars that have been set aside to work with the tourism industry in relation to this looking after small-scale sites have yet to be spent.

Senator WONG—How much of the $80,000 has been set aside for that?

Mr Skeat—We would have to have a look at the figures and get back to you on that.
	GBRMPA
	13/04/07

	22
	ECITA

79-80 13/02/07
	Milne
	Coral Reefs
	Senator MILNE—Are there parts of the Great Barrier Reef that have not recovered from the last coral-bleaching event and that you are actually managing for decline now?

Ms Chadwick—To try and give you an estimate of the absolute percentage, I would need to take that on notice but, thankfully, it is a very small percentage of the entire coral system.

Senator MILNE—I would appreciate getting that on notice.
	GBRMPA
	13/04/07

	23
	ECITA 29

16/02/07
	Webber
	Output 1.4 appropriations
	Mr Burnett—For 2005-06, Heritage Division for output 1.4 spent $22.8 million for departmental expenses and $24.4 million for administered items. For the current year, our expense budget is $23.8 million for departmental expenses and $15.4 million for administered items. In forward years, for 2007-08, it is $23.8 million for departmental and $8.4 million for administered. For 2008-09, it is $26 million for departmental and $5.2 million for administered. For 2009-10, it is $25.7 million for departmental and $5 million for administered. I think the other question was expenditure year to date. I do not have exact figures, so I will take that on notice.
	HD
	13/04/07

	24
	ECITA 35

16/02/07
	Siewert
	Pastoralists
	Senator SIEWERT—That is what I am trying to get to. Has the WA government written back explaining why they cannot make the pastoralists happy or that they do not think it is an issue or they have tried to resolve it and cannot and will not proceed? Or have they written back, saying, ‘Watch this space’?

Mr Burnett—I cannot recall. Would you like me to take it on notice?

Senator SIEWERT—I would. Yes, please. I want to know whether the minister is now going, ‘Well, I’m not happy with your response’ or whether WA has not tried to explain it yet.
	HD
	12/07/05

	25
	ECITA 42

16/02/07
	Webber
	Solar Cities
	Senator WEBBER—Do we have any information on the number of households that will be covered by those Solar Cities projects?

Mr Morvell—I do not have them all in total. That one is one I would take on notice, although I notice that at least the Adelaide project does involve 1,700 homes in their proposal. So orders of magnitude there are several thousand individual homes involved across the proposals that have been announced. But I will get those details for you and provide them separately.
	ICED
	18/05/07

	26
	ECITA 43-44

16/02/08
	Webber
	Geothermal energy
	Senator WEBBER—How about work on geothermal energy? Has the department commissioned or undertaken any research on that?

Mr Morvell—We are providing funding through a number of programs. I would like to take the question on notice to give you the fine detail. We have provided funding particularly that led to the establishment of a company called Geodynamics. With their very early work, when they were based in the universities, we funded some work to develop their technology on hot dry rocks. In recent times, the government has funded work by both Geodynamics and another company called Petrotherm and I believe a third company called Scope Energy, all of whom have received funding under various renewable energy programs to take the concepts of geothermal and hot dry rock technology in particular into the proof of concept and into the next stage of looking at commercialisation.
	ICED
	18/05/07

	27
	Written QON
	Crossin
	Solar Cities
	A 5 December 2005 media release from Australian Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources The Hon. Ian Macfarlane MP stated:

Mr Macfarlane said at least four of the 11 short-listed submissions would be selected to host Solar Cities. One of these will be from Adelaide, as announced by the Prime Minister earlier this year (2005). 

Since then only Blacktown and Townsville have been announced late in 2006.

When will the fourth or other cites be announced?

Why the delay?

Can we expect announcements this year?

Has there been significant cost savings by delaying the announcement of other cities?

What feedback have you given the 11 shortlisted but so far unsuccessful solar cities applicants?

Has spending under the program announced in 2005 been cut?

What is the projected budget for the life of the solar cities program?
	ICED
	18/05/07

	28
	ECITA 87 13/02/07
	Wortley
	Renewable Energy
	Senator WORTLEY—Does that mean that, moving into my next question, you would not be able to provide the answer to what percentage of total electricity generation was provided by renewable energy when MRET was first established?

Mr Rossiter—We do not know that.

Senator WORTLEY—Are you able to find that out? Do you actually have the information? Is it just a matter of researching to find out?

Mr Rossiter—In the original development of the measure, those numbers were estimated and they are in a working group report. We now know they were estimates. There was no accurate information at that time.

Senator WORTLEY—Would we be able to have the estimates then? Would you be able to take that on notice?

Mr Rossiter—I think they are still available on the Greenhouse Office website.

Mr Morvell—The information you are seeking is available, I believe, on our website, but we can certainly provide it to you. At the time they were estimates of what the generation would be.

Senator WORTLEY—Could you provide that for me?

Mr Morvell—We can certainly provide that.
	ICED
	12/07/05

	29
	ECITA 90 13/02/07
	Milne
	Renewable Energy scenarios
	Senator MILNE—Let us have some scenario planning on growth and then percentage of renewables under the current MRET scenario and under other MRET scenarios. Did you model that for the Tambling inquiry?

Mr Rossiter—We are not involved in that aspect of it. We administer. We do not deal with the policy aspects, so we do not do modelling of that nature. I do it for my budget purposes; that is all.

Mr Morvell—The Tambling review did some modelling, which was publicly released along with their report, and within the department we did produce a number of scenarios for the government. They were not publicly released; they were internal advice we gave ministers on various scenarios that arose out of the Tambling review.

Senator MILNE—Those scenarios have never been made public.

Mr Morvell—That is correct.

Senator MILNE—Minister, will you make them public?

Senator Abetz—I will take that on notice.
	ICED
	12/07/05

	30
	ECITA

87-88 13/02/07
	Webber
	Renewable Energy
	Senator WEBBER—Where are we now? 

Mr Morvell—I do not have the figure of what it is currently. The market is in the state now where a lot of the capacity required to meet the target in 2010 is actually being constructed.

Senator MILNE—Exactly.

Senator WEBBER—So, the capacity for the future is being constructed, but we do not know where we are at now?

Mr Morvell—I do not have those figures.

Senator MILNE—Can you get them?

Senator WEBBER—Can you take that on notice?

Mr Morvell—We can get you some figures on what it is as of right now.
	ICED/ORER
	12/07/05

	31
	ECITA 36-37 16/02/07
	Webber
	AGO Program spending
	Senator WEBBER—So it is not anticipated that there will be an underspend again?

Mr Carruthers—Our budgets are well on track for the current year. As you will see, in the previous two financial years, the budget out-turns were pretty well right on the mark in terms of the appropriations.

Senator WEBBER—On the 36 per cent underspend: I accept what you say about the money being rolled over to new programs or reallocated. Is it possible to detail how much of that went where?

Mr Carruthers—Quite a bit of information was in those previous answers. If you want to go down to a further level of detail, I think I would like to take that on notice.

Senator WEBBER—If you want to take that on notice, that is fine. As I say, a part of our problem is digesting in a hurry the answers we get to questions on notice. Do we have a complete list now of all of the programs that make up the Australian Greenhouse Office?
	ILAD/ICED
	12/07/05

	32
	ECITA

14-15

16/02/07
	Wong
	Whales
	Senator WONG—Is there any other program expenditure identified in the PBS which relates to whales other than the $191 million?

Ms Petrachenko—The $191 million was what was transferred from Antarctic Division relating to staff and the funds associated with that and small programming funds. The rest of the funding is in the overall departmental budget—departmental funds which are received.

Senator WONG—Which are what?

Ms Petrachenko—Mr McNee has the section for whales. I do not have the exact breakdown here available for that. I could take that on notice.

Senator WONG—Could you identify all programs or other measures or activities of the department associated with your division and provide them to us and give an indication of the budget for each of those programs?

Dr O’Connell—Just to clarify, do you want us to do that for the whole department so we include the Antarctic Division side?

Senator WONG—That is a useful process, although I flag that, if I had understood the Antarctic Division’s role from the answers, I probably would have asked them a few more questions.

Dr O’Connell—That is why I asked.

Senator WONG—We can do that next time.
	MABD
	18/05/07

	33
	ECITA 15

16/02/07
	Wong
	Budget Appropriations
	Senator WONG—You are responsible for which outputs?

Ms Petrachenko—Outcome 1.3, marine conservation and, as of two weeks ago—this is where you have to bear with me; I inherited a new branch about two weeks ago—what relates to output 2, conservation of land. It is not the inland waters portion but land related to biodiversity. ...

Senator WONG—So you have outcome 1.3 and some in outcome 1.2?

Ms Petrachenko—That is right.

Senator WONG—In relation to those, I am seeking all programs and their budget appropriation for the current and subsequent three financial years, your actual expenditure to date in each of those programs and, insofar as you are able—I appreciate the programs may have changed—the equivalent program’s actual expenditure in the previous three financial years. ...

Ms Petrachenko—In terms of this financial year, the budget is $16.5 million. For the next four years:

2007-08 is $13.5 million; 2008-09 is $11 million; 2009-10 is $11.2 million and 2010-11 is $11.2 million.

Senator WONG—You do not have to give me 2010-11, but it is very kind of you to do so. What does that relate to? The budget for the division?

Ms Petrachenko—That is for output 1.3, marine conservation.

Senator WONG—I think we have ascertained that that is not the only output for which you are responsible.

Ms Petrachenko—That is right.

Senator WONG—So you will provide me with the other figures?

Ms Petrachenko—I will have to take it on notice.
	MABD
	12/07/05

	34
	ECITA 16

16/02/07
	Wong
	Whales
	Senator WONG—Are you able to give me figures for (whales slaughtered in Australian waters) 2006?

Dr O’Connell—We will take that on notice.

Senator WONG—You do not have them here?

Dr O’Connell—I do not have the figures directly. We can find out probably quite quickly, but they would be the overall figures that Japan took in that year, I think, in the Antarctic.

Senator WONG—I have asked you to take on notice for 2006. I actually would like to know how many whales have been killed as part of the government of Japan’s scientific whale program within Australian territorial waters, including Australia’s Antarctic whale sanctuary, since 2000, if you are able to provide that on notice.

Dr O’Connell—Yes. We can take that on notice. As I say, there would probably be some of the take in the Antarctic for each of those years.
	MABD
	18/05/07

	35
	ECITA

17-18

16/02/07
	Wong
	Whales
	Senator WONG—In terms of Japanese whaling, do they indicate to the IWC how many they intend to kill in a calendar year or a season? ...

Senator WONG—Does the plan indicate approximate take in particular areas?

Mr McNee—Approximately.

Senator WONG—Do you have that?

Dr O’Connell—No. We could provide you with that.

Senator WONG—Are you able to tell us what the proposed take is for Australian waters?

Dr O’Connell—No, not at the moment. I would have to take that on notice. We would have to provide you with that.
	MABD
	12/07/05

	36
	ECITA 21

16/02/07
	Wong
	Whales
	Senator WONG—So we argued against the Humane Society International’s position? The government argued against HSI’s action against the Japanese whalers KSK? ...

Senator WONG—On the government’s position, the legal advice to which you refer was sought by Attorney-General’s in the context of that case, not by this department?

Dr O’Connell—I think that is right. I would have to take that on notice to be absolutely sure about it.
	MABD
	18/05/07

	37
	ECITA 24

16/02/07
	Webber
	Whales
	Senator WEBBER—I want to return to the websites on the community education campaign. As I understand it, we have two. We have the children’s website. Have we got a more general one? I must admit I have not actually looked at the website. I know all about the wristbands. That is the $55,000. Is the maintenance and the operation of that website outsourced or run by the department?

Mr McNee—The development of the website has elements that are outsourced to others. But once it has been developed, it is maintained and updated within the department.

Senator WEBBER—The $55,000 is for maintenance?

Mr McNee—And development. The children’s website is in fact still under development.

Senator WEBBER—Who is developing that for the department?

Mr McNee—I would have to take that on notice because I am not quite sure of the name of the company.
	MABD
	12/07/05

	38
	ECITA 26

16/02/07
	Siewert
	Regional Assessment
	Senator SIEWERT—What is the timeline for the north-west one for stakeholder engagement?

Ms Petrachenko—It would be about nine to 12 months. Again, the difficulty is getting all of the scientific information together. That is what we are concentrating on for the next six months. Then we go into the development of the profile. I will also be talking to the WA government about this to get their views on how to approach the various stakeholders.

Senator SIEWERT—Is there a funding allocation for the north-west one?

Ms Petrachenko—Yes, there is. I do not have it at my fingertips. I will have to take that on notice.
	MABD
	12/07/05

	39
	ECITA 46

16/02/07
	Webber
	Budget Appropriations
	Senator WEBBER—I am told that those forecasts will be revised upwards. What is the actual expenditure to date?

Ms Pearce—I do not have it for the department, but I can give it to you by program. Actual expenditure to date in 2006-07 for regional, which we are primarily responsible for, is $62.647 million. Local, which is the Envirofund, is $11.7 million. They are the two primary areas that we are responsible for.

Senator WEBBER—You can take it on notice for departmental. Can we have the actual for both, for the previous three years? I am happy to have that on notice.

Ms Pearce—The actual departmental?

Senator WEBBER—And program.

Ms Pearce—Actuals for program I can give you. That is easy.

Senator WEBBER—For the previous three years.

Ms Pearce—So 2003-04?

Senator WEBBER—Yes.

Ms Pearce—Regional was $110.2 million. Local was $19.761 million. For 2004-05, regional was $145.218 million and local was $19.469 million. For 2005-06, regional was $153.609 million and local was $20.919 million. That is actually for the NHT. We actually also look after Community Water Grants as well.

Senator WEBBER—Do you still do that?

Ms Pearce—Yes, we do.

Senator WEBBER—So they have not been taken off you and put somewhere else?

Ms Pearce—No. In the first year, which would have been the year before last, I will need to check that figure. I am not sure that I have got it here. I might take that one on notice and just get you the expenditure to date. I might take that whole question on notice because the data is not in a format that easily lends it to report.
	NRMPD
	13/04/07

	40
	ECITA 48

16/02/07
	Siewert
	Drainage
	Senator SIEWERT—It was: what projects were supported by the relevant NRM group and were the projects supported by the State Investment Committee or the joint steering committee? As far as I can tell, the answer for WA did not include that. The other answers did, but the answer for WA did not specifically include that.

Ms Pearce—Which question on notice was this?

Senator SIEWERT—This is question 53.

Ms Pearce—I was looking at 10. I am not sure that I have 53 here.

Dr O’Connell—This is from an earlier estimates?

Senator SIEWERT—This is from May 2006.

Ms Pearce—I have not got 53 here.

Senator SIEWERT—Could you take it on notice. ...

Senator SIEWERT—I am interested in all the ones that were listed as being funded to date to see which ones went through and which ones did not.

Ms Pearce—We will have to go back and have a look at that—

Senator SIEWERT—That would be appreciated.

Senator SIEWERT—In the answer, you did foreshadow that there were more asks on the table. As this was May 2006, I would like to have an update on whether the further asks, because they were quite substantial, were in fact approved.
	NRMPD
	13/04/07

	41
	ECITA 112-113 13/02/07
	Siewert
	Water efficiency programs
	Senator SIEWERT—In the absence of there being something written down, I would appreciate it if you could provide some references.

Mr Costello—It is referenced on page 9 of the National Plan for Water Security.

Senator SIEWERT—Beyond those that are there; that would be useful.
	NWC
	18/05/07

	42
	ECITA 120 13/02/07
	Wong
	Raising National Water Standards
	Senator WONG—Of the 28 projects comprising $56 million in the Raising National Water Standards, you said a number of those are national. Are any of those state specific?

Mr Costello—Some of them would be.

Mr Thompson—Some of them would be state specific. Because of the nature of that program the projects are chosen to advance the national water initiative not only within states but across jurisdictions as well. Even where they relate to investments within individual states we look for benefits delivered across states.

Senator WONG—So how many of the 28 are state specific in that component?

Mr Thompson—I do not have that answer to hand. I can take that on notice if you like.
	NWC
	12/07/05

	43
	ECITA 120 13/02/07
	Wong
	Water Smart Projects
	Senator WONG—Are the projects that have been agreed to, how many of those relate to proposals from the states and how many relate to proposals that have been developed out by the Commonwealth?

Mr Thompson—Are you talking about the Water Smart Australia proposals?

Senator WONG—We can start with those, yes.

Mr Costello—None of them would be proposals from the Commonwealth.

Senator WONG—Or developed by the Commonwealth, I should say.

Mr Thompson—The Water Smart Australia projects are projects that emerge from round 2, which is a call and it is a competitive program.

Mr Costello—And they may be from the state governments; or they may be from other organisations as well.

Senator WONG—How many are from State Governments?

Mr Costello—No, not all of those 16 are from state governments. That is the total number of—

Senator WONG—Yes. No, that is what I understood you to be saying, so I am saying of the 16 how many are? You referred to other organisations as well.

Mr Costello—One of the very significant—of the projects that have been announced to date, the New South Wales Rivers Environmental restoration program, from the State Government of New South Wales . there was another project announced—

Senator WONG—No, I can get the announced one.

Senator WONG—Mr Costello, I can get the announced ones. In relation to the 16, how many of those were proposals from state governments and how many were not?

Mr Thompson—So as not to waste time we will come back to you. We do have those numbers, I think.

Senator WONG—That would be great. What about in the Raising National Water Standards?
	NWC
	12/07/05

	44
	ECITA 132 13/02/07
	Webber
	Icon projects
	Senator WEBBER—I turn to the icon projects. What projects have some forwarded from the states in response to the Prime Minister’s request for projects in August last year?

Mr Costello—The Prime Minister released a media statement on 4 January which detailed each of those. I will make that available.

Senator WEBBER—That detailed every proposal that has come from the States?

Mr Costello—For the icon projects, yes.

Senator WEBBER—Did it detail where each of the icon proposals was up to?

Mr Costello—Yes, that was its purpose.

Senator WEBBER—Did it detail the timeline for any assessment or approval of the projects?

Mr Costello—The assessment is dependent on the receipt of information—and that is what is outlined in the Prime Minister’s statement—but there is some outstanding information from the proponents to enable a detailed and appropriate assessment of those proposals. The timeline obviously is dependent on the receipt of the information that has been requested.
	NWC
	12/07/05 + 1 attach't

	45
	ECITA 100 13/02/07
	Wong
	Raising National Water Standards
	Senator WONG—I think the Prime Minister released a statement announcing funding for a number of projects. The amount was I think $200 and something million?

Mr Thompson—$220 million.

Senator WONG—Have the projects themselves actually been announced?

Mr Costello—Some have been announced, but there are further announcements to come.

Senator WONG—How many projects are covered in the $220 million?

Mr Costello—It is a mix of the two programs—Water Smart Australia and Raising National Water Standards.

Senator WONG—Yes, I got that.

Mr Costello—I will get back to you with the precise numbers for Raising National Water Standards.
	NWC
	12/07/05

	46
	ECITA 114 13/02/07
	O'Brien
	Irrigation
	Senator O’BRIEN—You talked earlier this evening about meeting in March with all the irrigated sectors. Which sectors were represented?

Mr Costello—We held a workshop in March last year. I can get you a complete list of attendees, but all the major grower groups including Cotton Australia, dairy, horticulture, rice growers and so on, and then major irrigation corporations were invited to participate.

Senator O’BRIEN—I would appreciate it if you could provide that.
	NWC
	18/05/07 + 1 attach't

	47
	ECITA 88 13/02/07
	Milne
	Renewable Energy
	Senator MILNE—Do you have year by year estimates from when we started with the investment in renewable energy and when MRET was implemented until now?

Mr Rossiter—We have estimates as at this moment, yes

Senator MILNE—Can you provide those, please?

Mr Rossiter—I think we probably can, yes.
	ORER
	12/07/05

	48
	ECITA 89 13/02/07
	Milne
	Renewable Energy
	Senator MILNE—What has been the trend since the implementation of the MRET on the REC price? ...

Senator MILNE—Can you provide any documentation of those price trends to us?

Mr Rossiter—There is third-party information available through various sources. I guess we could provide that information on the basis that the sources may be happy to provide it. These are market—

Senator MILNE—I understand that, but what we are trying to understand is the reflection of the price of RECs in relation to the period of MRET and the progress towards the 9,500 target.

Mr Rossiter—We could get that information for the spot market but we would not be able to get it for the bilateral market.

Senator MILNE—If you could provide it even for the spot market I would appreciate that.
	ORER
	12/07/05

	49
	ECITA 42

16/02/07
	Webber
	MRET
	Senator WEBBER—When we had the discussion the other night about meeting that target, we were not able, as I recall it, to get a breakdown of how we were going with meeting the MRET target. Is that correct?

CHAIR—I think we have been told that they are on target to meet it.

Senator WEBBER—Yes. But that is all I get. I do not get any detail of where we have got with it.

CHAIR—I suppose if the officials cannot give you the detail you want now, you could certainly put it on notice.

Mr Morvell—The difficulty we have answering these questions now is that most of those questions on the detail are the responsibility of the Office of the Renewable Energy Regulator.

Senator WEBBER—Where do I find them?

Mr Morvell—They were here the other night. It was David Rossiter.

Senator WEBBER—That is right. But David could not seem to be able to give me any detail either.

Dr O’Connell—We can take it on notice.
	ORER
	12/07/05

	50
	ECITA 93 13/02/07
	Milne
	Species under threat
	Senator MILNE—You said that report will be due for publication in March?

Mr Leaver—Yes, we have a draft on schedule and it is currently being circulated to the parks for not only comment. We will ourselves have a major input into the adaptation end of the project.

Senator MILNE—Notwithstanding whatever adaptation measures might be taken given that you have got the draft report, are there any species that are facing extinction?

Mr Leaver—A whole suite of species have already been identified through previous research that are under threat. Of course, that is not helped by other major environmental perturbations such as cane toads and weed problems. I cannot reel them off the top of my head, but I could certainly supply you with information we have got on what species are under threat.
	PAD
	13/04/07

	51
	ECITA 95 13/02/07
	Siewert
	Christmas Island
	Senator SIEWERT—I will come back to rehabilitation. As I understand it, that is in Parks. In fact, I have asked previously about this. Has further assessment of the rehabilitation trials been undertaken?

Mr Leaver—I am sorry, I have no information on that. I would have to take that on notice.

Senator SIEWERT—Can you take that on notice? I understand it is under the Park’s bailiwick. As I said, I have asked before and I am seeking an update on the department’s evaluation of the current trial.

Mr Leaver—Yes. I would be pleased to do that.
	PAD
	13/04/07

	52
	ECITA 96 13/02/07
	Milne
	Christmas Island
	Senator MILNE—What was the total value of the program that you have had in place since 2000?

Mr Borthwick—You will have to ask Mr Leaver.

Senator MILNE—There is a five-year program.

Mr Leaver—The advice I have is that, in 2000, Parks Australia collaborated with Monash University, as I mentioned. Funding to date includes grant, $300,000; NHT grants, $1.1 million; and Parks Australia’s core funds of $1.5 million. There is already an injection despite the budgetary response the secretary and I gave of $400,000 from the Natural Heritage Trust just to keep the program moving. If you want a formal table of the money spent, I would be pleased to provide one.

Senator MILNE—I would like to have that...
	PAD
	12/07/05

	53
	ECITA 96 13/02/07
	Milne
	Christmas Island
	Senator MILNE—Has there been a measurable change in the Abbotts booby population as a result of bringing the crazy ants under control or at least reducing the threat? I would be interested in the monitoring status of impacts on the Abottts booby. You can take that on notice, if you do not know.

Mr Leaver—The comment I had from my staff is that the island’s endemic reptiles and mammals are in decline, with at least six species either reduced to remnant populations or no longer recorded. The birds are

faring comparatively well, although key endemic species such as Abotts booby and the Christmas Island frigate bird remain at risk. I could put some more observations from monitoring—

Senator MILNE—I would appreciate the current state of play, particularly with those bird species. Thank you.
	PAD
	13/04/07

	54
	ECITA 96 13/02/07
	Siewert
	NRS
	Senator SIEWERT—Can I go on to funding? Can you give us an update of how much funding is required for Australia to meet its obligations for park protection by 2012 for the NRS?

Mr Leaver—For the national reserve system?

Senator SIEWERT—Yes.

Mr Leaver—I would have to get back to you. There has been a review, as you are fully aware, on the national reserve system, and I would have to ask the national reserves people. I will take that on notice.

Senator SIEWERT—I would like what the figure is to meet the 2012 objective and what has actually been spent. I can then look it up, but it would be easier if I have both to compare. That would be appreciated.
	PAD
	13/04/07

	55
	ECITA 29

16/02/07
	Siewert
	Wetlands
	Senator SIEWERT—No. The wetlands review. The government supported a notice of motion of mine to review the management of Ramsar wetlands. I understood that the department was starting to work on the review.

Dr O’Connell—I would have to take that on notice, I am afraid. Tony Slatyer’s division would be able to help you.
	WANRD
	12/07/05

	56
	Written QON
	Siewert
	Wetlands
	1. Can the Department please provide an update on progress on the review of Ramsar Wetland management?

2. Has the Department received a nomination for Ramsar or heritage protection for the Paroo River?

3. If so, can the Department indicate when a decision might be forthcoming?

4. Will the Gwydir wetlands and the Coorong-Lower Lakes be Montreux listed? 
	WANRD
	12/07/05

	57
	Written QON
	Lundy
	Water Resources - Impact on Local Government
	1. What are the implications for Local Government Authorities for water storage, water management, water infrastructure and ownership arising out of the Government's $10 billion initiative?

2. Did the Government consult with Local Government's in the lead up to the announcement of the water initiatives? What was the nature of this consultation, who was consulted and when did it take place?

3. Have Local Government's been consulted since the announcement of the Government's water initiative? What was the nature of this consultation, who was consulted and when did it take place?

4. Has there been any feedback from Local Government's or their representatives regarding the proposed water plans – what is the nature of this feedback?

5. Has there been any feedback from local communities or residents regarding the proposed water plans – what is the nature of this feedback?
	WRD
	18/05/07

	58
	Written QON
	Siewert
	Snowy River
	1. How is the Snowy River being included in the National Plan for Water Security?

2. How are environmental flows calculated for the Snowy River?

3. What plans have bee put in place to ensure environmental flows are delivered to the Snowy River?

4. The Snowy Water Licence is due for review - is it intended to consult the communities affected by the River about the provisions of the new licence? 

5. Why has the Webster Inquiry recommended amount of minimum environmental flows (28%) to the Snowy River not been implemented immediately?
	WRD & WANRD
	13/04/07

	59
	ECITA 7

16/02/07
	Siewert
	National Plan for Water Security
	Senator SIEWERT—Was developing water as a trigger discussed in the process of developing the Murray-Darling?

Mr Early—I was not involved in any of those discussions, so I cannot answer.

Dr O’Connell—In developing?

Senator SIEWERT—In the discussions that have taken place in the development of the National Plan for Water Security, was the possibility of adding water as a trigger to the EPBC Act discussed?

Dr O’Connell—I am not sure. We would have to take that on notice. As you say, the water people are not here.

Senator SIEWERT—If you could, that be would appreciated. Secondly, is it now being considered?

Dr O’Connell—Again, we would have to take that on notice,
	WRD & WANRD
	13/04/07

	60
	ECITA 117 13/02/07
	O'Brien
	Water sharing plan
	Senator O’BRIEN—How can the water sharing plan remain the same if there is a change in a particular catchment in a particular state? Are you going to adjust backwards? If there is a change in a cap in a Queensland catchment, which goes down, it would bring the overall cap down, but if the proportion of Queensland goes down, does that mean that they will lose part of their water share as a proportion?

Mr Borthwick—I will stand to be corrected but, once the system has been done on that catchment-by-catchment basis, the Commonwealth’s proposal is that, once that has been reset, the shares will remain of whatever that overall cap is as they currently are.

Senator O’BRIEN—It does not matter what the catchments in particular states are, if the overall cap comes down five per cent then each state’s allocation will come down five per cent. Is that what you are saying? Are you saying that, if the overall cap is reduced by five per cent, then each state’s share will come down by five per cent? Is that how I should understand it?

Dr Horne—No. What we will simply have is this: let us say with catchment A we see a need for a reduction of some percentage—let us say 10 per cent. We will then look to various elements of the plan to try to reduce the amount of entitlements within that catchment, to bring that catchment back into balance. That will be through irrigation district purchases and various addressing of overallocation savings.

Senator O’BRIEN—How can each state’s share stay the same if you are going to make a catchment-by-catchment adjustment?

Mr Borthwick—We will take that on notice and come back with an answer.
	WRD & WANRD
	18/05/07


