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Outcome 1 (Environment Australia)

Office of the Supervising Scientist

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
1
5
Ranger mine report on tailings water return pipe

Can you provide the committee —on notice—with an update of the progress against each of the recommendations of the report together with an expected time of implementation and completion of each measure?

Bishop
2
6
There have been some briefings provided by the world heritage group. I would have to take that on notice.

Bishop
3
7
Senator MARK BISHOP—Is that still the case under the new regulations?

Mr Zapantis—I would have to take that question on notice, or perhaps that could be asked of the Department of Industry, Science and Resources, which administers that legislation.

Senator MARK BISHOP—Could you take that question on notice?

Mr Zapantis—Yes.

Bishop
3a
7
Answer provided by the Department of Industry, Science and Resources

Bishop
4
8
Mr Zapantis - We do have a role in providing comments to the Northern Territory government in the event that applications are made under their legislation in relation to uranium mining activities in the Alligator Rivers region, which includes the western portion of Arnhem Land.

Senator MARK BISHOP—How many such exploration licences have been granted? Do you have that knowledge?

Australia and World Heritage Group

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
5
31
Senator MARK BISHOP—I used the word ‘promised’ in terms of the UNESCO World Heritage Committee and consultation with the traditional owners about the possibility of incorporating the Koongarra lease. What word would you use?

Mr King—I am not aware of the details of those discussions. If it would help you if we took that on notice, I could get back to you with the detail of any discussions that have taken place.

Bishop
5a
31
Will the Commonwealth issue export permits for uranium oxides sourced from Jabiluka prior to the commencement of production?

Mr King – That is not a question I can deal with. That is more appropriately a question for Industry, Science and Resources.

Bishop
6
31
Senator MARK BISHOP—That is fine. Are you aware of the nature of the commitments given by ERA to the UNESCO World Heritage Committee prior to the third extraordinary session of the committee in July 1999?

Mr King—I am aware that commitments were made. I do not have the details of those commitments with me.

Bishop
7
31
Has the Commonwealth taken any steps to ensure that commitments have been honoured?

Bishop
8
31
Do you know whether the commitments given by ERA are binding only on ERA? Are they also binding on successor companies?

Bishop
8a
31
Does the environment department have any role in the sale of ERA to foreign companies under the Foreign Investment Review Board, or is that solely a matter for the Treasurer?

Bishop
9
31
Have you been requested to give any preliminary thought to that issue arising out of press reports of the possible sale of ERA to Rio or other companies?

Mr Hunter—Not to my knowledge, but to be sure I gave you an accurate response to that I would want to take that on notice.

Bishop
10
31-32
Can you give me the budget for liaison with UNESCO World Heritage Committee members and attending forums specifically in relation to Kakadu National Park? Can you tell me the number of staff working on it? What proportion of the time of FTEs has been allocated to this work? When you do the budget, can you give me not just the ballpark figure but also the line items in terms of allocation?

Bishop
11
32
What is the government’s position on the state acceptance of in danger listing of world heritage?

Bishop
11a
32
Has Australia supported in danger listing of areas in the past where there was not support from, or acceptance by, the member state and, if so, which ones? How many in danger listings have there been, how many did Australia oppose and how many of them had acceptance of the state?

Bishop
12
33
I understand that a consultant report is due to be released shortly on the radioactive dust from earlier mining operations on the roads in Kakadu. Can you give us a copy of that report?

Bishop
13
Tabled
Daintree Futures Study (DFS)

Will the Minister be supporting a document which does not have the majority support by the residents of the Daintree and by the broader community?

Bishop
14
Tabled
Does the Minister see the DFS as providing a workable and equitable solution for the future of the Daintree?

Bishop
14a
Tabled
Recognising that $8 million of Commonwealth Funding has been set aside for the DFS - Should this money be directed towards a comprehensive property acquisition program?

Bishop
15
Tabled
Will there be joint Commonwealth/State support this option which is the workable option for the Daintree – ie buy back?

Biodiversity Group

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
16
Tabled
Land Clearing Cap
What level would a cap on land clearing in Queensland be set at?

Bishop
17
Tabled
What level of reduction in land clearing in Queensland would occur over what period of time?

Bishop
18
Tabled
Outline hectares reduced over each year the cap is active.

Bishop
19
Tabled
Would regrowth be included in a cap?

Bishop
20
Tabled
Will remnant permits be bought back before regrowth permits?

Bishop
21
Tabled
Will permits to clear remnant native vegetation that is classified as ‘of concern’ be bought back before other classifications of native vegetation?

Bishop
22
Tabled
In Queensland regrowth on freehold land is not assessable development. How does the Commonwealth envision regrowth on freehold land will be protected in the context of a cap when under Queensland’s Vegetation Management Act a permit is not required for clearing freehold regrowth?

Bishop
23
Tabled
How would a cap be incorporated into Federal legislation?

Bishop
24
Tabled
Would existing tree clearing permits on leasehold land be retired through acquisition and at what cost to the Commonwealth?

Bishop
25
Tabled
How will a tendering system for permits be administered?

Bishop
26
Tabled
What is the estimated cost for establishing and operating a tendering system?

Bishop
27
Tabled
What government department would provide the checks and balances to monitor a tendering system, and what would these checks and balances be?

Bishop
28
Tabled
What Federal departments would liaise with what State departments to determine and conduct the administration of a cap on clearing in Queensland?

Bishop
29
Tabled
What would the Commonwealth be willing to spend on land clearing permit purchase?

Bishop
30
Tabled
What department will that come from?

Bishop
31
Tabled
How would the carbon on that land be secured?

Bishop
32
Tabled
How does the Commonwealth envision ensuring that land will not be cleared in the future?

Bishop
33
Tabled
Would this be through a change to the title of the property?

Bishop
34
Tabled
How would State and Federal legislation interact on this?

Bishop
35
Tabled
How will clearing under existing permits be limited?

Bishop
36
Tabled
Will funds to control land clearing in Queensland come exclusively from the Australian Greenhouse Office or will it also come from sources relating directly to the protection of biodiversity or the prevention of salinity?

Bishop
37
36
Has the Commonwealth quantified how many tonnes of Australia’s total greenhouse emissions are being sequestered through land clearance in Queensland? Have you done that calculation?

Bishop
38
Tabled
What is the dollar value of each tonne?

Environment Protection Group

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
45
38-39
In terms of the Environmental Protection Group, I want to discuss the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act. Are the officers here? Briefly, can you give the committee a general update of where each of the state bilateral agreement negotiations are up to? I would like to have an idea of where the sticking points are for each state and when they are likely to be in place.

In that case, could you just give a general comment on each of the states and take on notice a more detailed response in writing?

Bishop
46
39
When do you expect that negotiation process to be concluded?

Mr Early—It does depend a little bit on which state you are talking about. But we are hopeful that we will have two of the agreements finalised and signed before Christmas.

Senator MARK BISHOP—Which two? Can I ask that?

Mr Early—I think I would have to get Minister Hill’s agreement to answer that one.

National Heritage Division

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
39
37
Government's Action Plan to combat salinity

Do you have the disaggregated figures for stages 1 and 2?

Bishop
40
38
Provide copies of base documents for the assessment of the RFA and forest management practices in Queensland.

Bishop
41
Tabled
To what extent are Australia's obligations to biodiversity conservation under international and multilateral agreements being accommodated and progressed through the design of the government's salinity and water quality strategy?

Bishop
42
Tabled
Does Environment Australia believe that biodiversity conservation will not be compromised by any action undertaken in the implementation of the salinity and water quality strategy?

Bishop
43
Tabled
Can the Biodiversity Group of Environment Australia outline what programs might be set in place to progress biodiversity conservation in Australia in a rigorous and accountable fashion.

Bishop
44
Tabled
Do/will these programs and accountability measures go beyond those outlined in the salinity and water quality package, and as outlined in the National Vegetation Framework which does not contain adequate targets for biodiversity conservation and has no legislative basis and is not strictly binding on parties?

Bishop
47
Tabled
NHT mid term reviews

Recommendations made under the Mid-Term Reviews have now been considered by the Ministerial Board and a general report tabled in parliament. However, there was no specific response provided. What specific recommendations from the reviews have been adopted?

Bishop
48
Tabled
What specific changes have consequently been made to the NHT?

Bishop
49
Tabled
Did the department prepare a response to each recommendation?

Bishop
50
Tabled
Was this provided to the Minister?

Bishop
51
Tabled
Can I get a table of each recommendation of the reviews and the government’s response to each of these?

Bishop
52
Tabled
How many recommendations were provided?

Bishop
53
Tabled
How many of these have been implemented? (what is this as a percentage?)

Bishop
54
Tabled
How many were incorporated into the Commonwealth Salinity action plan?

Bishop
55
Tabled
How many are no longer relevant as the NHT will be superseded by the Natural Resource Management Strategy?

Bishop
56
Tabled
When will we see the Natural Resource Management Strategy?

Bishop
57
Tabled
Why were the reviews not conducted earlier to ensure that there was adequate time to incorporate the recommendations and findings of the review?

Bishop
58
Tabled
How much did the review process cost overall?

Bishop
59
Tabled
Which department is managing the Natural Resource Management strategy?

Bishop
60
Tabled
What role is EA taking in this process?

Bishop
61
Tabled
How many of the recommendations required fundamental changes to the program – 10%? 50%?

Bishop
62
Tabled
How many required working around the edges?

Bishop
63
Tabled
If it was just a case of working round the edges, why couldn’t these have been adopted for the last 2 years of the program?

Bishop
64
Tabled
If they are fundamental changes, doesn’t this indicate that there are fundamental flaws with the NHT?

Bishop
65
Tabled
Cape York Mid Term Review

What is the status of the implementations of the recommendations by the Commonwealth government?

Bishop
66
Tabled
Has the Cape York Regional Advisory Panel been informed of steps required to implement these recommendations?

Bishop
67
Tabled
Has the Commonwealth met with the Queensland state government to discuss reform of the CY NHT Plan consistent with the recommendations of the Mid-Term Review?

Bishop
68
Tabled
What are the achievements of the CY NHT Plan since 1998?

Bishop
69
Tabled
Cape York Peninsula National Reserve System

What progress has been made by the Commonwealth Government towards fulfilling these objectives on CYP?

Bishop
70
Tabled
Why has the Commonwealth government failed to support a Peninsula Wide Assessment on Natural Conservation values to identify ecologically important and significant areas for addition to Australian National Reserve System as specified under Strategy 5 of the CY NHT plan?

Bishop
71
Tabled
Property Planning on Cape York Peninsula

How much taxpayers money has been expended on the development of Cape York Property Plans as of 22 November, 2000?

Bishop
72
Tabled
Has a property plan been finalised?

Bishop
73
Tabled
If not, when is it anticipated that the first of approx. 40 Cape York property plans will be completed?

Bishop
74
Tabled
How will these property plans be funded at the conclusion of the NHT Plan in 2002, if they are not completed in the next 18 months?

Bishop
75
Tabled
Weeds and feral animals on Cape York Peninsula

What outcomes have been achieved in the first 18 months of the program?

Bishop
76
Tabled
To what extent have all stakeholders (including traditional owners, conservationists and pastoralists) been involved in the development and implementation of the Plan?

Bishop
77
Tabled
What technical advice has been sort to guide the implementation of this expensive program?

Bishop
78
Tabled
What long-term strategies have been developed to control and monitor weed and feral problems post CY NHT Plan?

Bishop
79
Tabled
Has a Cape-Wide Strategy been developed to combat weeds and ferals on a tenure neutral basis?

Bishop
80
Tabled
Has the Cook Shire Council responsibly administered this program?

Bishop
81
Tabled
Enhancing Cape York Protected Areas

As of June 2000, how much of the planned $3 million has been expended on management of Cape York’s National Parks and Protected Areas?

Bishop
82
Tabled
When will the Commonwealth Government and Queensland government implement the planned 4 year program of capital works within Cape Yorks Parks and protected area’s?

Bishop
83
Tabled
What actions will be taken by the Commonwealth government to implement this strategy before the conclusion of the CY NHT Plan?

Bishop
84
Tabled
NHT Projects

How many projects under the NHT are one year in duration?

Bishop
85
Tabled
How many projects receive funding for more than one year on the basis of an application?

Bishop
86
Tabled
How many applications were received in the last funding round?

Bishop
87
Tabled
How many of those were granted funding?

Bishop
88
Tabled
Of those who did not receive funding, how many had been previously granted funding for the same project?

Bishop
89
Tabled
Is the department concerned that many of these projects were relying on NHT funding and without it, the project is likely to remain incomplete, undoing much of the progress made with earlier NHT funding?

Bishop
90
Tabled
What is the department doing to prevent this from happening?

Bishop
91
Tabled
The Walter Hill Ranges project in Queensland was granted funding for two consecutive years, but has had its application rejected this year. Seedstock and seedlings have been prepared, but there is no funding for the planting of these seedlings. Can you explain why the project was not funded?

Bishop
92
Tabled
Have any similar projects been identified by Environment Australia?

Bishop
93
Tabled
NHT budget

Could you confirm that total NHT spending to 30 June 2000 (ie the first four years of the NHT, totals only about $700m)?

Bishop
94
Tabled
In order to reach the total spending commitment of $1.5 billion, how much money will need to be spent over the next 2 years?

Bishop
95
Tabled
So the first 5 years had an average annual outlay of $140 million, and the last 2 years will have an average $400 million, leading up to an election. Is this correct?

Bishop
96
Tabled
Why wasn’t spending carried out at a much more even level as originally envisaged and published?

Bishop
97
Tabled
What implications does this have for strategic planning for natural resource management?

Bishop
98
Tabled
How is the department managing public expectations for when the NHT funds have expired?

Bishop
99
Tabled
How is the department managing forward planning of programs in the absence of allocated funds after June 2002?

Bishop
100
Tabled
What direction has the department been given by the government in this regard?

Bishop
101
Tabled
NHT accounts

Why haven’t any interest earnings been shown as being appropriated to the Reserve, when the Act stipulates that this should be done?

Bishop
102
Tabled
Is there any reason why a full account cannot be published of how the Reserve has gone in the past, and is planned to go, including all interest earned on capital, planned further capital injections, where all capital injections came from (both sale of Telstra and from consolidated revenue) and all interest earned to date and likely to be earned?

Bishop
103
Tabled
Tiwi Islands – Northern Territory

I understand that NHT funds are being used to fund an EIS into a proposal for land clearing in the Tiwi Islands. How much funding has been provided and what is the scope of the project?

Bishop
104
Tabled
Has there been any assessment of the flora or fauna of the islands?

Bishop
105
Tabled
No public environmental impact assessment has been completed for this proposal and the Northern Territory Government has stated it has no intention to undertake one. Is the Federal Environment Minister satisfied that there will be no serious environmental impacts resulting from the project?

Bishop
106
Tabled
If so, please detail the documents which provide this reassurance.

If not, what steps are being taken by the Minister to ensure thorough and public environmental impact assessment is completed?

Bishop
107
Tabled
The Tiwi Islands, and Melville Island in particular where the initial 30,000 hectares clearing is proposed for, are known to be home to a number of threatened species in the proposed project area, and considering that no environmental impact assessment has been completed for the proposed clearing, why has the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 not been triggered and a full EIS undertaken?

Bishop
108
Tabled
Environmental management plans have been prepared for the Tiwi Land Council by NT Parks and Wildlife staff. Several of these staff positions are NHT funded. Please detail the reasons and justification for NHT funded positions being used to complete environmental assessment work for proponents of a commercial venture.

Bishop
109
Tabled
What justification is there for the information gained from the above work being withheld from the public?

Bishop
110
Tabled
UN Convention on desertification

Why has the government made its ratification of the convention on desertification conditional on not having to develop a national action plan?

Bishop
111
Tabled
Were there any other conditions on ratification?

Bishop
112
Tabled
Will Australia be sending an official delegation to COP 4 of the convention in December?

Bishop
113
Tabled
Would the government consider having a formal stakeholder consultation process on its involvement in the convention, particularly relating to the government’s position for COP4 and particularly including NGOs?

Portfolio Strategies Group

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
114
Tabled
Financial Cost of Environmental Degradation

Has the department conducted any assessment of the cost of arresting environmental degradation in Australia?

Bishop
115
Tabled
If so, what was the estimate of the public funding required?

Bishop
116
Tabled
Has the Minister or the department considered a levy to cover the cost of land and water repair?

Outcome 2 (Bureau of Meteorology)

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
117
22
Senator MARK BISHOP—What was your budget in 1996?

Dr Love—It probably would have been around $160 million. I will take that on notice. That was $12 million out of $160 million; we are now up to $40 million out of $200 million.

Bishop
118
24
Senator MARK BISHOP—What is the usual period of contract? Is there a usual period of contract?

Dr Love—No, I could not quote a usual period of contract. I do not know about the GHD contract. I believe the Telstra contract was for three years, but once again I would have to take that question on notice. But that is the sort of order of things.

Bishop
119
25-27
This is probably a question for you, Minister, on the possible outsourcing of the mission critical aspects of the bureau’s work. Dr Love has advised us that they have a preference for remaining in-house. The whole issue is under review by OASITO. Does the government have a policy position on the outsourcing of these mission critical aspects of the two major science areas?

The Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
120
14
Senator MARK BISHOP—When will that review process be concluded?

Ms Chadwick—I could not tell you at the moment. I do not think the CRC has given me an estimated date. If it turns out that I have one I will make it available.

Senator MARK BISHOP—While you are making those inquiries, could you take the following questions on notice: anticipated completion date for the review process, the cost of that review process, a list of the items of research that the CRC is reviewing and the geographic reach of each item of research—whether it is in a specific area or right up and down the reef.

Bishop
121
14-15
The number of actual hours trawlers worked in 1996.

Bishop
122
16
Do you know how many trawlers which currently operate in the East Coast Trawl Fishery exceed 62 hull size?

Bishop
123
20
The length of time it takes to irrigate mangroves.

The number of occasions mangroves have been irrigated, since the project’s inception.

Bishop
123a
21
Can you confirm in writing the arrangements for paying the environmental site supervisor at the Nelly Bay Harbour project?

Australian Greenhouse Office

Senator
Ques.no
Hansard ref.
Subject

Bishop
124
Tabled
Senator Minchin, quoted in The Age, 19/9/00 said that Australia will achieve its Kyoto target through the government’s ‘$1 billion greenhouse reduction program’.  At the last estimates hearings, Gwen Andrews said that she expected the $400 million Greenhouse gas abatement program (GGAP) to achieve emissions reductions of 5 million tonnes of CO2 a year in the target period 2008-12. Is this still the expected abatement to be achieved from GGAP?

Bishop
125
Tabled
How many applications were received for GGAP funding?

Bishop
126
Tabled
What proportion meet AGO’s minimum requirements?

Bishop
127
Tabled
What was the total funding sought? (should be around $1.7 billion)

Bishop
128
Tabled
What were the identified emission abatement estimates? (should be about 400 millions tonnes)

Bishop
129
Tabled
What was the average $/ tonne for the applications? (should be $4.25 / tonne)

Bishop
130
Tabled
Given that Australia must reduce emissions by about 100 million tonnes of CO2 equivalent by 2010, what would the minimum cost be for the government if it just bought these savings through GGAP proposals? (should be $425 million)

Bishop
131
Tabled
So the minimum cost of meeting our Kyoto target, if these estimates are accurate, would be $425 million?

Bishop
132
Tabled
How does this compare to the ABARE predictions of a cost of 0.6% of GDP in 2010? What does this ABARE estimate equate to in dollars? How does that compare to the GGAP funding proposals?

Bishop
133
Tabled
What emissions reductions does AGO anticipate will be achieved through the $400 million GGAP funding? How close will this get to meeting our Kyoto target?

Bishop
134
Tabled
What is the Minerals Council estimate of the cost of meeting our Kyoto target? How does this compare to the GGAP funding?

Bishop
135
Tabled
What is the timing on announcements regarding the GGAP funding?

Bishop
136
Tabled
I note that according to the AGO website, a Ministerial Board will vet spending proposals twice. Is this correct?

Bishop
137
Tabled
Criteria for GGAP funding include, not only emissions abatement, but also regional effects and employment effects. How are those different criteria assessed and compared?

Bishop
138
Tabled
What emphasis is placed on greenhouse abatement compared to the other criteria?

Bishop
139
Tabled
What guarantees are there that this won’t turn into a politically directed, regional marginal electorate spending program?

Bishop
140
Tabled
Senator Hill spoke on the Sunday program 12/11/00 and ABC Radio 4QR on 15/11/00 about the possibility of using GGAP funding for land clearing compensation. What $ per tonne emissions reduction can be achieved in this way?

Bishop
141
Tabled
Would the government be able to guarantee limits or caps on total clearing?

Bishop
142
Tabled
Hasn’t Minister Tuckey said recently that the Federal government would ‘wait and see’ and do nothing at this stage on land clearing? (AFR, 23/9/00).

Bishop
143
Tabled
What proportion of GGAP funding would be needed to pay compensation to Queensland farmers to halt land clearing?

Bishop
144
Tabled
How will land clearing be assessed against other applications for emissions abatement?

Bishop
145
Tabled
Has the government received a specific application for land clearing in Queensland?

Bishop
146
Tabled
What exactly are government plans for GGAP in the light of Senator Hill’s statements?

Bishop
147
Tabled
Will GGAP funding be linked to actual outcomes – ie will payment be on achieving verified emission reductions?

Bishop
148
Tabled
What about the other programs in measures for a better environment?

Bishop
149
Tabled
So the total $1 billion program is expected to achieve what emissions reductions?

Bishop
150
Tabled
What proportion of our emissions reduction target does this represent?

Bishop
151
Tabled
Turning to the Renewable Remote Power Generation Program, of $264m. How is this program progressing? Have opportunities been identified for how the $264m will be spent?

Bishop
152
Tabled
What are the issues associated with this measure and has the budget been revised at all?

Bishop
153
Tabled
What is the emissions abatement forecast for this measure?

Bishop
154
Tabled
The funding criteria under this program are 

(i) help in providing an effective electricity supply to remote users;

(ii) assist the development of the Australian renewable energy industry; 

(iii) help meet the energy infrastructure needs of indigenous communities; and 

(iv) lead to long term greenhouse gas reductions

Can you explain how each of these criteria are weighted?

Bishop
155
Tabled
How important for example, is greenhouse abatement compared to providing effective supply to remote areas?

Bishop
156
Tabled
Is this the program under which the government is considering providing transmission lines to the Derby Tidal project?

Bishop
157
Tabled
What are the greenhouse benefits of the Derby Tidal project with diesel backup compared to its competing gas project?

Bishop
158
Tabled
What say will Ministers have on how funds are to be spent?

Bishop
159
Tabled
Turning to two more programs under the $1 billion, the CNG and LPG Vehicle Conversion program, and the Diesel and Alternatives Fuels Grants Scheme, these are claimed to be greenhouse spending programs.

Bishop
160
Tabled
I refer to the study by the CSIRO on the AGO website which indicates that the greenhouse savings from heavy vehicles and buses, using CNG or LPG rather than diesel, are quite marginal, maybe 10% at best. (Almost the only uses of the programs  would relate to trucks and buses  and CNG and LPG). At the same time the urban air quality benefits are significant. Why are these programs listed as greenhouse spending when they are quite obviously primarily urban air quality programs?

Bishop
161
Tabled
What is the government’s estimate of the greenhouse emissions that are likely to be saved by these two measures?

Bishop
162
Tabled
If these measures, with much more obvious urban air quality benefits than greenhouse benefits, are listed as greenhouse, why does the overall policy on diesel, and other diesel replacement programs, lie in the Environment Protection Group of the department, and not the AGO?

Bishop
163
Tabled
Doesn’t the expertise within the department on vehicle fuels lie in the Environment Protection Group in Environment Australia?

Bishop
164
Tabled
Almost every estimates hearings we are told that the estimates of program by program emissions abatement estimates are not finished or available. Can the AGO yet provide a program by program emissions reduction estimate?

Bishop
165
Tabled
Are these reduction estimates made during program development and evaluation? Why are these not available and open to public scrutiny?

Bishop
166
Tabled
You would be aware of the Electricity Supply Association’s estimate that there are substantial savings to be made by bringing Australia up to OECD average in energy efficiency. Does the AGO agree with their assessment of possible savings through energy efficiency?

Bishop
167
Tabled
What estimates has the AGO made of possible emissions reductions through energy efficiency?

Bishop
168
Tabled
How does Australia compare to OECD average in terms of energy efficiency?

Bishop
169
Tabled
Photovoltaic program

There have been reports that the photovoltaic program has overspent its initial budget. Is that correct?

Bishop
170
Tabled
Are there still funds available for the rest of the year?

Bishop
171
Tabled
How are funds allocated?

Bishop
172
Tabled
The rules for the program have been changed since it was first launched. Can you explain those changes?

Bishop
173
Tabled
Why were the estimates of uptake for the program so different to the actual experience?

Bishop
174
Tabled
Renewable Energy Bill

What is the consultation process for the regulations under the Renewable Energy legislation?

Bishop
175
Tabled
Why are the regulations not being made available for public scrutiny?

Bishop
176
Tabled
I understand that a limited consultation process has been undertaken. Who was consulted in this process?

Bishop
177
Tabled
Were all stakeholders represented in this process?

Note: Departments sometimes provide thick reports, large maps and bulky documents as attachments to answers to questions on notice. Large attachments are not incorporated into volumes of additional information in order to conserve paper and electronic storage space. However, the title page, ISBN/ISSN (if provided) and table of contents or executive summary of each document are included with the relevant answer. If you wish to examine a particular document, please contact the estimates officer in the secretariat.
