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DIVISION 70:  ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION � 

 

[Supplementary Information No D1.] 
Hon Jon Ford asked in relation to the conservation estate: how many FTEs were involved?  

Answer:  Staff employed in three of DEC�s seven services are involved in management of the conservation 
estate.  Budgeted FTEs for these three services, including an allocation of staff providing corporate support 
services for 2009-10, are: 

1. Nature Conservation: 836 FTEs 
2.  Sustainable Forest Management: 241 FTEs 
3.  Parks and Visitor Services: 431 FTEs. 

A total of 1,508 FTEs are budgeted for 2009-10 across these three services for 2009-10, out of a department total 
budget of 1,970 FTEs for 2009-10. 

 

[Supplementary Information No D2.] 
Hon Adele Farina referred to the non-compliance of the Port Geographe development with the environmental 
conditions of approval, and asked:  Do you have an anticipated date for when this project will be compliant? 
This project is very fast approaching handover and it is still not in compliance. There does not seem to be a time 
line from the current government to bring it into compliance. If it is not in compliance by the hand-over date, 
will the government prosecute?  

Answer: 
The developer is presently non-compliant with Condition 4-2 of Ministerial Statement 391, which states �The 
proponent shall not cause any long term loss or erosion of the existing beaches east or west of the foreshore 
works as a consequence of this project�.  Non-compliance with Condition 4-2 also leads to technical non-
compliance with Conditions 1 and 2-1, which require the proponent to implement their commitments and that the 
proposal is to be implemented as outlined in the Statement. 

A four-year works program commenced in 2006 to address, among other things, erosion issues at Wonnerup 
Beach through the bypassing of significant amounts of sand from the western side of the groynes.  Changes to 
coastal structures are required, and the proponent has provided a proposal to the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure (DPI), which is currently being assessed.   

In this regard, the University of Western Australia is leading a study that investigates seagrass wrack movement 
in the area.  It is regarded as essential that this research, and the subsequent modelling of proposed changes to 
coastal structures, take place before decisions can be made.  The seagrass study is expected to be completed in 
February 2010.  DPI has advised that the community will be consulted prior to any action taking place. 

While the project is non-compliant with Condition 4-2, the proponent is taking significant measures to achieve 
compliance.  The outcome of the modelling will indicate actions that can be taken by the proponent to achieve 
compliance with this condition.  The developer is waiting for this information prior to being able to implement 
further corrective works. 

The developer is yet to commence works on Stages 5 and 6 of the 10 stage canal development and a further six 
stages of dry lot subdivisions.  The development is still a number of years from completion, and the developer 
has indicated that completion may be expected within the next seven to ten years. 

 

[Supplementary Information No D3.] 
Hon Adele Farina asked:  Has the department completed its audit of the water monitoring report for Port 
Geographe 2007-08, which was due on 31 March last year?  

Answer: 
The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) has completed its audit.  The Port Geographe Water 
Quality Monitoring report for 2007/2008, which compiled monitoring data from March 2007 to February 2008, 
was provided to DEC on 29 April 2008.   

DEC reviewed the report, but did not identify any major issues of concern regarding water quality in the marina 
and Geographe Bay.  A response was provided by DEC to the developer on 31 December 2008.  
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[Supplementary Information No D4.] 
Hon Giz Watson asked:  My question relates to page 889 of the Budget Statements, and deals with sustainable 
forest management among other things. My first question is: why has the department�s sustainable forest 
management expense component blown out this year from a budgeted figure of $38 956 000 to $44 149 000?  

Answer: 
The following table shows those items that are projected to vary for the Sustainable Forest Management service 
comparing the 2008-09 Budget to the 2009-10 Budget target. 

  $ 

2008-09 Budget 38,956,000 

    

Adjustments   

Increased estimated recoupable projects and other externally funded works 3,031,976 

Payroll increases for CSA Specified callings, fire allowances & CSA Salary Outcome 1,574,119 

Increased allocation of corporate and other costs to this Service following a review of internal 
cost allocations during 2008/09 1,487,601 

Depreciation of assets 150,000 

Consultancies/advertising/media and marketing budget reduction -62,260 

Contribution to 3% Efficiency Dividend -677,436 

Annual works program undertaken for the Forests Products Commission -311,000 

    

2009-10 Budget Target 44,149,000 

  

 

[Supplementary Information No D5.] 
Hon Giz Watson asked:  Can the department specify in detail how the $43 919 000 for sustainable forest 
management will be spent? 

Answer:   
The following is a breakdown of the $43.919 million Estimated Actual expenditure for 2008/09 into its major 
components: 

1.  $7.289 million  Works undertaken for the Forest Products Commission (FPC) from the appropriation 
to the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC), including protection 
burning and forest silviculture. 

2.  $1.75 million Works undertaken for the FPC that the FPC pays DEC for, particularly a corporate 
services bureau. 

3.  $3.57 million Implementation of the Forest Management Plan, inventory mapping services, dieback 
management and policy determination undertaken by DEC�s Sustainable Forest 
Management Division. This includes expenditure of $0.9 million funded by the FPC 
as a contribution to the implementation of the Forest Management Plan. 

4.  $2.4 million Forest science research. 

5.  $9.12 million Prescribed burning, control of dieback, weeds and pest animals, maintenance of 
access roads and other forest estate management activities in DEC�s three forest 
regions: 

Warren Region:   $3.04 million 
Swan Region:   $3.0 million 
South West Region:   $3.08 million. 
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6.  $4.635 million Fire management activities including providing for wildfire suppression administered 
by DEC�s Fire Management Services Branch. 

7.  $6.78 million Grants and recoupable projects undertaken for external parties. 

8. $3.291 million Depreciation charges. 

9.  $3.854 million Central corporate costs incurred by DEC to support the above activities. These costs 
include financial services, human resources, geographic information, information 
technology, audit, insurances and other corporate support. 

10.  $1.230 million  Payroll increases 

 

[Supplementary Information No D6.] 
 

Hon Sally Talbot:   I refer to section 6 on page 893 of the Budget Statements. We see there a reduction in FTEs 
for the EPA from 131 to 115. How can the minister justify that in light of her statements about strengthening the 
role of the EPA? What does it mean to �strengthen the role of the EPA� if the FTEs are reduced? � To clarify a 
point made by the minister: how many of those 115 will not be working for the EPA? 

Answer:  89 FTE�s are forecast to be employed in the direct provision of services and support to the EPA for 
2009-10. This comprises 50 FTEs in the Environmental Impact Assessment Division, 4 FTEs in the Office of the 
Environmental Protection Authority and 35 FTEs in the Strategic Policy Division. 26 FTEs have also been 
budgeted as an allocation of employees in corporate support areas such as finance, human resource management, 
media and marketing, audit and general management. 

 

[Supplementary Information No D7.] 
Hon Sally Talbot asked:  Can the minister tell me what the actual head count from that FTE complement is? 

Answer:  94 employees on a head count basis are forecast to be employed in the direct provision of services and 
support to the EPA for 2009-10. This comprises 54 employees in the Environmental Impact Assessment 
Division, 4 employees in the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority and 36 employees in the Strategic 
Policy Division. An estimated 28 employees have also been budgeted as an allocation of the head count in 
corporate support areas such as finance, human resource management, media and marketing, audit and general 
management. 

[Supplementary Information No D8.] 
Hon Sally Talbot asked: Could the minister also perhaps take on notice getting for me a list of the projects that 
have been concluded? The minister just mentioned a couple to do with acid sulphates. Can I have a full list of 
those projects that have been stopped?  

Answer:  Funding allocations that were made with finite time periods are: 
1.  Major development approvals: 2008-09 $M2.196, 2009-10 $M1.464 
2.  Residential land shortages and management of acid sulphate soils: 2006-07 $M0.861, 2007-08 

$M1.148, 2008-09 $M1.148 
3.  Acid sulphate soils risk mapping: 2007-08 $M0.460, 2008-09 $M0.460 (recashflowed to 2007-

08 $M0.160, 2008-09 $M0.360, 2009-10 $M0.400) 

[Supplementary Information No D9.] 
Hon Sally Talbot referred to the allocation of funds for development of a state-of-the-art environmental data 
system and asked:  When does the minister expect that system to be operational? When does she expect it to be 
included in the budget? 

Answer: 
The Shared Environmental Assessment Knowledge Taskforce chaired by Dr Paul Vogel is expected to report to 
the Minister for Environment in November 2009. 

 

[Supplementary Information No D10.] 
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Hon Philip Gardiner:  Total income for the DEC is just under $100 million if the landfill levy is subtracted, and 
$135.5 million if it is included. My question relates to the significant income generation of the department. 
Nature conservation is earning approximately $26 million and sustainable forest management is nearly 
$11 million. Is an increase of that revenue restrained by what the market can afford to pay, or can more revenue 
be generated by raising entrance fees to national parks and so on? I also understand that there is a source of 
lime that is very important for the agricultural sector; I think it is located at Jurien Bay. It is being constrained 
from having lime sourced from it at this stage because of environmental concerns. Would the minister balance 
whatever the limited environmental cost might be compared with the major environmental benefit it might 
provide when it is put on agricultural land to improve the organic carbon, microflora and microbiology of the 
soils, while also increasing revenue through royalties? 
Answer:  It is presumed that the question refers to a proposal to mine lime sand from the Beekeepers Nature 
Reserve.  This matter related to approvals from the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) for the clearing 
of native vegetation under that Department�s delegation pursuant to the Environmental Protection Act 1986 and 
also that Department�s responsibilities under the Mining Act 1978 for mining approvals.  The Department of 
Environment and Conservation understands that Westdeen Holdings� proposed Cervantes Lime Sand Pit has 
been approved by the DMP. 

 

[Supplementary Information No D11.] 
Hon Sally Talbot referred to the Waste Authority and the minister�s previous reference to 28 FTEs and asked 
what was the actual headcount of the authority. 

Answer:  The head count in the Waste Management Branch on 18 June 2009 was 19. 

 

[Supplementary Information No D12.] 
Hon Sally Talbot referred to note 1 under the heading �Explanation of Significant Movements� at the bottom of 
page 892, and asked for an explanation of the deferral, particularly of the expenditure on the Brookdale site. 
When was that money expected to be expended; would it be expended in the next 12 months? 
Answer:  In providing this supplementary information, the Department of Environment and Conservation has 
reviewed the answer it provided to the Legislative Council Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations hearing on 18 June 2009, and found that the answer relates to the former Waste Control Site in 
Bellevue, rather than the former Brookdale Liquid Waste Treatment facility, which was the subject of this 
question. 
Works are being undertaken at the former Brookdale Liquid Waste Treatment facility as part of implementation 
of the Decommissioning Plan, in accordance with Condition 5-2 of Ministerial Statement 588 which was 
published on 18 March 2002. 
During 2008 and 2009, further site investigations were completed to address some data gaps identified by the 
accredited contaminated sites auditor, Mr Charles Barber of OTEK, who was appointed by the Environmental 
Protection Authority.  The further site investigation report was submitted to the accredited auditor in early June 
2009 for his review.  
When the accredited auditor is satisfied that the data gaps have been addressed, the health and ecological risk 
assessment and site management plan will be revised to incorporate the findings of the further site investigation.   
The revised health and ecological risk assessment and site management plan will then be submitted to the 
accredited auditor for review. 
DEC expects that implementation of the auditor-approved site management plan will commence in 2010.  Until 
the site management plan has been finalised, DEC is unable to provide advice as to when implementation of the 
site management plan, or decommissioning of the former Brookdale Liquid Waste Treatment facility in 
accordance with Condition 5-2 of Ministerial Statement 588, will be completed. 
Funds were expended in 2008/09 on the further site investigations, and additional expenditure on the works 
outlined above will be incurred in 2009/10.   
Investigations undertaken at the former Brookdale Liquid Waste Treatment facility have identified metal and 
hydrocarbon contamination in groundwater beneath the facility.  However, this contamination does not extend 
beyond site boundaries. 
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Page 887 � appropriations, Expenses and Cash Assets � 

Hon Giz Watson asked: 

According to its website the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) employs around 1900 staff as 
permanent staffers, contractors, casuals and seasonal workers and trainees in cities and towns as well as in 
some of the most remote areas of the State (April 2009). How many of these staff will lose their jobs as part of 
the 2009-2010 budget, or in the forward estimates years? 

Can the Department provide a list of those DEC positions earmarked to be defunded? Can the Department 
outline how the staff affected by the defunding have been informed and prepared for it? 

Answer:  The Department expects that to achieve the efficiency dividend and media and marketing savings, a 
reduction of approximately 35 positions will be required. However there are approved FTE increases in other 
areas that will more than offset this.  

The Government�s voluntary severance scheme has been offered to all DEC staff. The outcome of that scheme 
has not been finalised. Changes to staff numbers will occur through a combination, as required, of the voluntary 
severance scheme, natural attrition and transfer of affected staff to other parts of the Department. 

 

Page 887 � Major Policy Decisions � 

Hon Robin Chapple asked:  

(1) Why does the total proposed to be spent in the budget and forward estimates on a Kimberley Science 
and Conservation Strategy on this page ($6.3m)differ massively from the sum in the Minister�s media 
release on the budget ($9m)? 

(2) What cuts, if any, were made from other parts of the budget and forward estimates that ordinarily 
would have related to the management of the Kimberley? 

(3) Why does the total proposed to be spent in the budget and forward estimates on the management of the 
Great Western Woodlands on this page ($3m) differ markedly from the sum in the Minister�s media 
release on the budget ($3.8m)? 

(4) What cuts, if any, were made from other parts of the budget and forward estimates that ordinarily 
would have related to the management of the Great Western Woodlands area? 

Answer: 
(1) $9 million is provided in the budget for the Kimberley Science and Conservation Strategy. The 

recurrent component of $6.3 million is shown at page 887 and the capital component of $2.7 million is 
shown at page 894 of the 2009-10 Budget Statements. 

(2) The budget allocation to business support and administration has been reduced by 1% as per page 888. 
This will be applied across all regions.  

(3) $3.8 million is provided in the budget for the Great Western Woodlands initiative. The recurrent 
component of $3 million is shown at page 887 and the capital component of $0.8 million is shown at 
page 894 of the 2009-10 Budget Statements. 

(4) See the answer to question (2) 

 

Page 888 � Major Policy Decisions � 

Hon Giz Watson asked: 

(1) Is �Match Funding to Better Reflect the Take-Up of the Contaminated Sites Program� just another way 
to say that funding for the management of contaminated sites is being decreased in the budget and the 
forward estimates? 

(2) Does �Reduction in Grants and Rebates to Better Focus on Air Quality Monitoring� reflect the axing of 
the Community-Based Participatory Research Grants? If not, what part of the budget reflects that 
programme being axed? In any event, why has that program been axed? 

(3) Will �Simplify Forest Management Plan Protocols to be Less Resource Intensive� mean a reduction in 
Forest management Plan compliance monitoring? 

Answer: 
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(1) Take-up of funding by other government agencies for the contaminated sites program has been slower 
than forecast. It is appropriate that funding for the contaminated sites program be adjusted accordingly. 

(2) Consideration has been given to the way in which air quality outcomes can best be achieved including 
the delivery of grant programs.  Community grants will not be continued as a program. The priority for 
air quality will be on maintaining and developing the air quality monitoring networks in WA. 

(3) No. 

Page 889 � Outcomes, Services and Key Performance Information � 

(1) Further to the above question, why is the EPA�s funding slated for further cuts in 10/11, only then to be 
slightly increased again as against that 10/11 low point in 11/12 and 12/13? 

(2) Why isn�t the Department expected to meet its 08/09 environmental regulation budget? Why is the 
09/10 environmental regulation budget significantly lower than the 08/09 budget was? Why are further 
cuts, as against 08/09 levels, made in the forward estimates? Does the Minister agree that the above 
cuts are much greater size than the �new money� promised for environmental monitoring and 
compliance programs on page 887? 

(3) Given all of the above, how does the Government expect to address recent public concerns that the 
DEC is only prosecuting an average of seven individuals or companies per year, after receiving around 
2,000 complaints per year? 

Answer:  

(1) The reduction in 2010/11 and the out-years results from the cessation of the finite major development 
approvals processes funding that commenced in 2008/09 and finishes in 2009/10. 

Relative to 2010/11 the increases shown in 2011/12 and 2012/13 relate to budgets provided for payroll 
and general cost increases. 

(2) Expenditure in 2008-09 will be less than the budget due mainly to the deferral of $2.6 million for the 
decommissioning of the Brookdale Liquid Waste Treatment facility and deferral of $4 million for 
contaminated sites rehabilitation to 2009-10. The 2009-10 budget is lower than 2008-09 due to a 
reduction in anticipated uptake of grants for contaminated sites rehabilitation and implementation of the 
3% efficiency dividend. Offsetting these reductions is an increase in funding for environmental 
monitoring and compliance in line with election commitments and other adjustments including payroll 
and general cost escalations. The reduction in budgets for 2010-11 to 2012-13 is due principally to 
the completion in 2009-10 of funding provided for decommissioning the Brookdale Liquid Waste 
Treatment facility and a change in contaminated sites expenditure.  

(3) The department is committed to fulfilling its regulatory responsibility and utilises its 2008 Enforcement 
and Prosecution Policy to deliver appropriate enforcement outcomes. This policy allows the 
administration of a range of sanctions frequently delivered in a graduated manner to promote 
compliance by industry and others. Sanctions, in order of severity, include caution, letter of warning, 
infringement, modified penalty fine, pollution prevention order, environmental protection notice, 
licence amendment and revocation and criminal prosecution. 

The number of complaints received does not equate to the number of incidents that occur. It is not 
uncommon for one incident, for instance an emission of odour, to prompt 50 to 60 complaints. Many of 
these complaints cannot be substantiated.  

DEC has two specialist enforcement areas, the Environmental Enforcement Unit and the Nature 
Protection Branch, that deliver investigative and enforcement capability.  

This is augmented by the strong �pre incident� compliance capacity delivered by the Inspection and 
Compliance Branch. The department�s regional environmental officers are also similarly involved on a 
daily basis with conducting compliance activity and identifying and investigating complaints and 
incidents. The additional investigative resources provided in this year�s budget will enhance the 
department�s existing environmental enforcement capacity. 

The following is a year to date breakdown of environmental incidents and related enforcement 
outcomes under the Environmental Protection Act 1986 that clearly show the department�s commitment 
to its regulatory and enforcement role: 

Complaints Received: 1703 

Confirmed Incidents: 850 
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Enforcement Actions: 
 

Environmental Field Notice EFN (caution) 240 
Environmental Protection Notice  2 
Infringement Notice 83 
Letter of Warning 58 
Licence Review/Amendment 12 
Modified Penalty Brief 2 
Prescribed Action 4 
Prosecution Brief 11 
Site Inspection 369 
Site Visit 739 
Statutory Direction/Notice 4 
Stop Work Order 2 

There have also been 3,241 infringements under the Litter Act 1979. 

 

Page 889 � Outcomes, Services and Key Performance Information � 

Hon Robin Chapple asked �  

(1) Why is the Office of Climate Change only projected  to spend about a third of its budget in 08/09? 

(2) Why will the Office of Climate Change budget fall to about 70% of its 08/09 budget in 09/10? 

(3) Why will the Office of Climate Change budget fall further to about 2/3 of its 08/09 budget in 11/12? 

Answer: 
(1) It is expected that the Office of Climate Change will expend all of its recurrent allocation in 2008-09.  

A portion of the Low Emissions Energy Development Fund allocated to 2008-09 has been carried 
forward to 2012-13.  

(2) Consistent with previous forward estimates the funding for the Living Smart Program ceases in 2008-09 
and funding for the Act Now for the Future program has been reduced in line with previous forward 
estimates. The Office of Climate Change�s budget has also been reduced by its contribution to the 
efficiency dividend. 

(3) Consistent with previous forward estimates the Indian Ocean Climate Initiative funding terminates at 
the end of the 2010/11 year. The Office of Climate Change�s budget will also be reduced as a result of 
the efficiency dividend. 

 

Page 890 � Outcomes, Services and Key Performance Information � 

Hon Giz Watson asked � 

(1) Why was there no progress in 08/09 on the �Proportion of terrestrial sub-bioregions with greater than 
15% reservations�? 

(2) Turning now to issues related to the �Proportion of marine bioregions with marine conservation 
reserves,� the more interesting question for biodiversity conservation is what proportion of marine 
bioregions will have sanctuary zones by the end on 08/09? And by the end of the period of the forward 
estimates? What will that mean in terms of the percentage of state waters that are within sanctuary 
zones by the end of the 08/09? And by the end of the period of the forward estimates? 

Answer: 
(1) Identification and acquisition of suitable land has continued but formal reservation can only occur once 

native title requirements are met and other consultation and clearance processes are completed. 

(2) Seven of WA�s 19 marine bioregions have sanctuary zones or no-take areas gazetted, covering 
approximately 2.5 per cent of State waters. This will not change before the end of 2008-09. It is not 
possible to forecast the figures for the end of the forward estimates period as these will depend on the 
statutory processes of the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 in respect of any revision of 
management plans for existing marine conservation reserves and proposed new marine conservation 
reserves.  
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Page 893 � Outcomes, Services and Key Performance Information � 

(1) Given the Government�s well-publicised desire to speed up approvals processes, why has the EPA�s 
funding been decreased in 09/10? How does the funding decrease reconcile with the Keating Review�s 
recommendation that the EPA receive extra resources? 

(2) Will the Government�s planned amendments to the environmental and mining legislation to fast-track 
mining approvals impact on the ability of the approval process to meet the highest standards of the 
assessment and regulation? 

(3) Has there been any progress on the recent �Review of Environment Impact Assessment Process in 
Western Australia� recommendation that the Government �Consider the EPA being given direct 
management control of its recourses and business? If not, does the Government accept that the DEC 
has a conflict of interest when it is a proponent for environmentally significant proposals but at the 
same time controls the funding of the body tasked with assessing those proposals? 

Answer: 
(1) The budget for environmental impact assessment and policies for the EPA has declined as a result of the 

completion of fixed term funding for additional resources from 2007/08 to 2008/09 for land use 
planning and management of acid sulphate soils, as well as a one per cent reduction related to business 
support and administration as a contribution to the efficiency dividend.  

(2) Improvements to the development approval process are currently being considered by Government. It is 
clear that there are opportunities to deliver better environmental protection; to improve the efficiency, 
transparency and consistency of the EIA process and policies; and to enable environmentally 
sustainable development without compromising the standards of assessment and regulation. 

(3) The review report has been forwarded to the Environment Minister�s Environmental Stakeholder 
Advisory Group for consideration. Government is considering this recommendation as part of its review 
of development approvals processes. 

 

Page 893 � Outcomes, Services and Key Performance Information � 

Hon Robin Chapple asked: 

(1) Given the Government�s well-publicised desire to speed up approvals processes, why has the EPA�s 
funding been decreased in 09/10? [intentionally duplicates a question on notice from Hon Giz Watson 
MLC, because the question leads to the two following] 

(2) How does this funding decrease reconcile with the EPA�s anticipated role in environmentally assessing 
uranium mining in this State? 

(3) How exactly will any proposed uranium mine be assessed under the government�s planned new fast-
tracked approvals process? 

Answer: 
(1) The budget for environmental impact assessment and policies for the EPA has declined as a result of the 

completion of fixed term funding for additional resources from 2007/08 to 2008/09 for land use 
planning and management of acid sulphate soils, as well as a one per cent reduction related to business 
support and administration as a contribution to the efficiency dividend.  

(2) The EPA will continue to undertake the assessment of proposals, including uranium mining proposals, 
with the allocated funding. 

(3) As with all proposals, uranium mining proposals will be subject to the current environmental approval 
processes. 

 

Hon Giz Watson asked:  
(1) Regarding Page 893 Outcomes, Services and Key Performance Information and answers provided to 

my  questions prior to the hearing � 

The answer to part (2) is in part �It is clear that there are opportunities to deliver better environmental 
protection; to improve the efficiency, transparency and consistency of the EIA process and policies; and 
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to enable environmentally sustainable development without compromising the standards of assessment 
and regulation.� I ask � 

(1.1) Has the Department done any modelling in these new funding levels and how they will impact 
on assessment speeds? 

(1.2) If not, why not? 

Answer: 
1.1  Modelling has not been carried out.  

1.2  The relationship between funding levels and assessment speeds is significantly   influenced by 
issues such as the design of review processes within which assessments are carried out. The 
Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) and the department are moving towards a risk-
based assessment process with clear timelines. The EPA has completed a review of the 
environmental impact assessment (EIA) process and is progressively implementing the 
recommendations of that review. This will deliver efficiencies in process and better 
environmental protection outcomes.  Improving the timeliness of the EIA process is one of the 
key issues considered in the EPA�s review and is a priority of the Government.  The EPA will 
continue to deliver its statutory processes within the budget allocation. 

 

(2) Regarding total number of listed threatened taxa and ecological communities and in light of the recent 
Auditor General�s report � 

(2.1) Why does it take so long to establish additional terrestrial reserves to protect listed threatened 
taxa and ecological communities (on average 10 years, Auditor General Reports)? 

(2.2) Why does it take so long to develop recovery plans for these taxa and communities? 

(2.3) Does the Department have the staff to identify and protect these threatened taxa and 
communities? 

(2.4) Has the budget for threatened taxa and communities increased in this budget? 

(2.5) If no to 2.4, why not given the Auditor General report that is highly critical of management to 
threatened taxa and ecological communities? 

(2.6) What area of additional A Class conservation reserve is planned to be established 

(i) In the next 12 months? 

(ii) In the next 3 years? 

(2.7) Will this Government meet the Departments target of 15% of the State�s land area under 
reserve? If yes, when? 

Answer: 
(2.1) Before reservation of land as national park, nature reserve or conservation park in accordance 

with the Land Administration Act 1997, the Department for Planning and Infrastructure 
generally requires advice of clearances or approvals from the Department of Mines and 
Petroleum (in terms of its interests under the Mining Act 1978 and Petroleum Act 1967 and 
related legislation with respect to granted tenements and prospectivity for minerals, basic raw 
materials and petroleum), the Department of State Development (with respect to State 
Agreement Acts), water agencies and local government authorities, as well as meeting 
requirements under the Native Title Act 1993 (Commonwealth). The need to meet these 
requirements can cause delays in reserving areas identified or acquired for conservation. 

(2.2) The preparation of recovery plans requires an assessment of the biological and ecological 
characteristics of the threatened species or community, and analysis of the threats to the 
species or community, as well as the determination of management actions for the amelioration 
of those threats and the recovery of the species or community.  The time taken to prepare such 
a plan is dependent on its complexity and can vary from a matter of months to several years. It 
is also influenced by whether scientific research is needed to inform the development of a 
recovery plan.  Recovery plans are prepared for those species or communities at most risk and 
in greatest need of action. 
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(2.3) In 2009-10, 836 Full Time Equivalent employees will be working under the department�s 
Nature Conservation Service. The duties of these staff are spread across all nature conservation 
functions, including conservation reserve and species management, fire management, scientific 
research and policy and planning functions. The conservation of threatened taxa and 
communities also involves inputs from other agencies such as Perth Zoo, the Botanic Gardens 
and Parks Authority and the WA Museum, as well as community groups, land managers and 
industry. 

(2.4) Threatened taxa and communities will benefit from new funding shown on page 887 of the 
Budget statements for election commitments, namely the Great Western Woodlands, the 
Kimberley Science and Conservation Strategy, the allocation to the Kimberley Toad Busters 
and the Environmental Community Grants Program. In addition, the Government has allocated 
$30 million for the State natural resource management program.  It is expected that there will, 
therefore, be an increase in funding allocated by the State to threatened taxa and communities 
in 2009-10. 

(2.5) The Auditor General�s report was released after release of the 2009-10 budget. The report will 
be considered in developing the 2010-11 budget. 

(2.6) (i-ii) The timeframe for the creation of new conservation reserves (class A or unclassified) 
is often outside of the Department�s control (see answer to question 2.1). Over 6 
million hectares of leasehold and freehold lands which have been purchased over a 
number of years for the creation of new conservation reserves or additions to existing 
reserves are awaiting formal reservation.  Additional lands are purchased with 
available funds and suitable Crown land is identified for transfer into the reserve 
system.  It is not possible to anticipate with accuracy what area of additional lands 
will become Class A conservation reserves over any specific time period. 

(2.7) The general target is to achieve 15% reservation in the medium to longer term across each 
region and subregion of the State as classified under the Interim Biogeographic 
Regionalisation of Australia.   

As at 30 June 2008, 11 out of 54 subregions had achieved the 15% reservation level, and three 
additional subregions had lands acquired to meet this level but are awaiting reservation.  

In total, at 30 June 2008, 17.5 million hectares or 6.9% of the State had been reserved as 
formal conservation reserves. In addition, 6 million hectares of pastoral leasehold land had 
been acquired for conservation reservation (including 101,670 ha following the early surrender 
of lands identified for exclusion from pastoral leases for conservation when they expire in 
2015) but are yet to be reserved. Approximately 195,000 hectares of land tenure changes to 
conservation reserves are yet to be implemented under the Forest Management Plan 2004-
2013.  Reservation of all of these areas will bring the total conservation reserve system to 23.7 
million hectares, or about 9.4% of WA�s land area.   

Progress will continue to be made towards the 15% target, however progress is dependent on 
suitable land being available for acquisition and reservation. In some regions, targets will not 
be able to be met due to extensive historical clearing.  

 
(3) Referring to the population of marine bioregions within the conservation reserves -  

(3.1) What additional areas of marine reserve are to be added to the State�s conservation reserve � 

(i) Within the next 12 months? 

(ii) Within the next 3 years? 

(3.2) At this rate, indicated in the answer to question 3.1, how long will it take to meet the target of 
comprehensive, representative and adequate marine reserve system for the State? 

(3.3) Why is the rate of increase in the State�s marine reserve system as slow? 

(3.4) How many FTE�s are employed in establishing marine reserves? 

Answer: 
(3.1) (i-ii)  Additional marine reserve are subject to the statutory reserve planning and 

concurrence process and consideration by the Government.  
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(3.2) Western Australia has been progressively establishing its marine parks and reserves system. 
The gazettal of the Walpole and Nornalup Inlets Marine Park on 8 May 2009 brings the current 
total to 13 marine parks and reserves covering 1.5 million hectares or approximately 12% of 
State waters. Marine parks and reserves exist in 8 of the State�s 19 marine bioregions.  

(3.3) The rate of establishment of marine parks and reserves relies on the gathering of ecological 
and socio-economic information necessary for appropriate reserve planning, consultation and 
negotiation with stakeholders, and the completion of statutory reserve planning and 
concurrence processes under the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984. 

(3.4) There are approximately 7 FTEs involved directly in establishing marine reserves. Additional 
support is provided in specialist branches and in regional areas, drawing on additional staff as 
necessary. 

 

(4) I refer to page 889 Service summary item 2 - 

(4.1) Will DEC specify in detail how the $43,919m for sustainable forest management will be spent? 

(4.2) Why is there no 3% efficiency dividend applied to SFM over the next four years, when the 
expense of SFM increases by 5% on the 2008/09 estimated actual figure? 

(4.3) During the next financial year how much is required for expenditure on native forest logging 
and burning for each of the following � 

(i) Nature conservation 

(ii) Parks and visitors services 

(iii) Environmental regulation 

(iv) Environmental sustainability 

(v) Environment impact assessment; and 

(vi) Coordination of response to climate change. 

(4.4) In the last financial year what did DEC spend on prescribed burning in: 

(i) All lands where DEC is responsible for fire management; 

(ii) All lands vested in the Conservation Commission; 

(iii) In each of the three south-west forest regions; and 

(iv) In each of the six other regions in the State? 

(4.5) In each of the three south-west forest regions, in the last financial year how much did DEC 
spend on prescribed burning for: 

(i) Community/strategic protection; 

(ii) Biodiversity conservation/management; 

(iii) Hardwood silviculture; and 

(iv) Tourism and recreation/protection? 

(4.6) What department and/or agency pays for hardwood silviculture prescribed burns? 

Answer: 
(4.1) $7.289 million: Works undertaken for the Forest Products Commission (FPC) from the 

appropriation to DEC, including protection burning and forest silviculture. 

$1.75 million: Works undertaken for the FPC that the FPC pays DEC for, particularly a 
corporate services bureau. 

$3.57 million: Implementation of the Forest Management Plan, inventory mapping services, 
dieback management and policy determination undertaken by DEC�s Sustainable Forest 
Management Division. This includes expenditure of $0.9 million funded by the FPC as a 
contribution to the implementation of the Forest Management Plan. 

$2.4 million: Forest science research. 
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$9.12 million: Prescribed burning, control of dieback, weeds and pest animals, maintenance of 
access roads and other forest estate management activities in DEC�s three forest regions: 
Warren Region: $3.04 million; Swan Region:  $3.0 million; and South West Region:  $3.08 
million. 

$4.635 million: Fire management activities including providing for wildfire suppression 
administered by DEC�s Fire Management Services Branch. 

$6.78 million: Grants and recoupable projects undertaken for external parties. 

$3.291 million: Depreciation charges. 

$3.854 million: Central corporate costs incurred by DEC to support the above activities. These 
costs include financial services, human resources, geographic information, information 
technology, audit, insurances and other corporate support. 

$1.230 million: Payroll increases. 

(4.2) The expense on Sustainable Forest Management increases from the estimated actual figure of 
$43.918 million to $44.149 million in 2009-10, a percentage increase of 0.5%. The efficiency 
dividend is applied over the next four years but there are other increases such as for payroll, 
salaries and fire allowances; increases to grants and recoupable projects; and increased 
allocation of corporate and other costs to this Service. 

(4.3) Providing a detailed breakdown of expenditure relating to activities associated with native 
forest logging and burning would entail considerable staff resources to review each task 
undertaken.  However, the following components of the budget for Sustainable Forest 
Management Service 2 identified in the answer to Question 4.1 will include activities relating 
to native forest logging: 

Component 1: 

The works program and budget for 2009-10 for works specifically associated with native forest 
harvesting are currently being developed. In 2008-09 the budget allowed for these works from 
the appropriation of $7.289 million was $3.583 million. 

Components 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9: 

Various proportions of the activities undertaken under these components are related to native 
forest commercial activities and prescribed burning.  For example, in component 5 the Regions 
undertake planning, approvals, monitoring and enforcement tasks associated with native forest 
logging and burning.  As noted above, providing a detailed breakdown of expenditure would 
require considerable staff resources to review each task undertaken. 

(4.4) (i) $8,939,072 

(ii) $8,821,943 

(iii) $7,354,067 

(iv) $1,467,875 

(4.5) (i)  $2,556,373  

(ii) $2,211,190 

(iii)  $1,614,732 

(iv)  $971,772 

(4.6) The Forest Products Commission. 

 

Hon Ken Travers asked: 

(5) As of the last date you reported to Treasury on your finances: 

(5.1) Can you please identify all accounts held by your agency? 

(5.2) How much cash is held in each of these accounts? 

(5.3) How much of this cash is restricted or subject to approval or control? 
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(5.4) As of this date, what is your estimate annual average cash as a percentage of your 
appropriation? 

Answer: 
(5.1) The department has 3 main groups of accounts: a main Operating Account with approximately 6,000 

active subaccounts for internal budgeting and reporting purposes; approximately 500 specific purpose 
accounts that are grouped together as �restricted cash accounts�; and a smaller number of special 
purpose accounts created by legislation to hold other restricted cash. 

(5.2) Total cash at 31 May 2009 was $70.345 million. Of this, the Operating Account had a balance of 
$13.997 million, specific purpose accounts had a balance of $32.560 million and the special purpose 
accounts had a balance of $23.788 million. 

(5.3) The specific purpose accounts and special purpose accounts are restricted or subject to approval or 
control. The total cash for these two categories was $56.348 million. 

(5.4) At 31 May 2009 the Operating Account cash balance of $13.997 million was 6.5% of the estimated 
2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. Restricted cash of $56.348 million was 26.1% of the 
estimated 2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. Total cash holdings of $70.345 million were 
32.6% of the estimated 2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. 

 
(6) As of the last date you internally monitored each account your agency has: 

(6.1) How much cash is held in each of these accounts? 

(6.2) How much of this cash is restricted or subject to approval or control? 

(6.3) As of this date, what is your estimated annual average cash as a percentage of your 
appropriation? 

Answer: 
(6.1) The agency last internally monitored accounts at 31 May 2009. The answer to question 5.2 is thus 

applicable. Total cash at 31 May 2009 was $70.345 million. Of this, the Operating Account had a 
balance of $13.997 million, specific purpose accounts had a balance of $32.560 million and the special 
purpose accounts had a balance of $23.788 million. 

(6.2) The specific purpose accounts and special purpose accounts are restricted or subject to approval or 
control. The total cash for these two categories was $56.348 million. 

(6.3) At 31 May 2009 the Operating Account cash balance of $13.997 million was 6.5% of the estimated 
2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. Restricted cash of $56.348 million was 26.1% of the 
estimated 2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. Total cash holdings of $70.345 million were 
32.6% of the estimated 2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. 

 
(7) Please provide, for each question below, what you expect to be the figures as of 30 June 2009? 

(7.1) How much cash is held in each of these accounts? 

(7.2) How much of this cash is restricted or subject to approval or control? 

(7.3) As of this date, what is your estimated annual average cash as a percentage of your 
appropriation? 

Answer: 

(7.1) Total cash at 30 June 2009 is forecast to be $70.000 million. Of this, the Operating Account is 
forecast to have a balance of $13.039 million, specific purpose accounts are forecast to have a 
balance of $29.361 million and the special purpose accounts are forecast to have a balance of 
$27.600 million. 

(7.2) The specific purpose accounts and special purpose accounts are restricted or subject to 
approval or control. The total cash for these two categories is forecast to be $56.961 million. 

(7.3) At 30 June 2009 the forecast Operating Account cash balance of $13.039 million would be 
6.0% of the estimated 2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. The forecast restricted cash 
of $56.961 million would be 26.4% of the estimated 2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 
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million. Total forecast cash holdings of $70.000 million would be 32.4% of the estimated 
2008-09 appropriation of $215.641 million. 

 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich asked � 

(8) I refer to the Government�s aspiration for savings of $7.6 billion over five years across government as 
outlined on page 13 of the budget overview and ask - 

(8.1) Is your agency redirecting any capital works expenditure � if so can you provide details 
including value? 

(8.2) Is the agency selling surplus government land assets, and if so can the Minister provide a list 
of land or assets earmarked for sale? 

(8.3) Is the agency proposing to privatize any of its function or contact out any of its services � if so, 
which ones? 

(8.4) Is the agency intending to reduce staff numbers over the next 4 years and if so what ceiling has 
the agency set and how many staff will be shed? 

(8.5) Is the agency aware of the Government�s new responsible public sector wages policy � if so, 
what is it? 

Answer: 
(8.1) No capital works expenditure is being redirected. 

(8.2) The department does not have a forward program for disposal of surplus land or real property, 
as surplus department landholdings were generally sold in the late 1990s. Minor land sales 
continue to occur as land becomes surplus to requirements, such as office sites and house sites. 
Plant and other equipment are sold as an ongoing process when they reach the end of their 
useful life. 

(8.3) No. 

(8.4) The department�s staff ceiling will increase from 1,944 FTEs in 2008-09 to 1,970 FTEs in 
2009-10.  No overall decrease in staff numbers is anticipated in the outyears.  

 

(8.5) Yes. The current Government wages policy applicable from 1 July 2009 provides a projected 
maximum increase in wages of 9% over the next three years. 

 

Hon Sally Talbot asked:  

(9) How many staffing positions are vacant at DEC? 

(9.1) How many of these vacancies are in the area of environmental regulation? 

(9.2) Will you provide a breakdown of these vacancies by the level of the job title? 

Answer: 
(9.1) 165. 

(9.2) 23. 

(9.3) 

Manager Policy and Process Management, Level 7 1 
Manager , Level 7 1    1 
Executive Assistant, Level 3   2 
Admin and Support Officer, Level 3  1 
Administrative Assistant, Level 22   1 
Principal Environmental Officer, SCL4  1 
Senior Environmental Officer, SCL 3  2 
Environmental Officer, SCL 1   6 
Environmental Officer, SCL 2   2 
Environmental Officer, SCL 3   1 
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Licensing Clerk, Level 2    1 
Inspector, Level 3    1 
Training Coordinator , Level 4   2 
Technical Officer, Level 2    1 

 
(10) What funding has been allocated to the new Walpole and Nornalup Inlets Marine Park? 

Answer: 
For 2008-09 and onwards the Department of Environment and Conservation was allocated $265,000 and the 
Department of Fisheries $158,000 of Consolidated Account funds for management of the Walpole and Nornalup 
Inlets Marine Park.  For 2008-09 DEC was also allocated $80 000 of capital funding, and $75,000 of capital 
funding has been allocated to this area for 2009/10. 

 

Hon Lynn MacLaren asked: 

I refer to the Auditor General�s Report, �Rich and Rare: Conservation of Threatened Species� released this 
month which states on pages 5 that �DEC is not effectively protecting and recovering threatened species�; that 
�the number of threatened species is rising�; and for most threatened species �recover action is not happening�: 

Can the Minister explain how DEC can be effective in countering these trends and fulfilling its obligations under 
the Conservation and Land Management Act of 1985 and the Wildlife Conservation Act of 1950 in light of the 
decreasing amount being spent on managing wildlife habitats from $4.16 per hectare in 07-08, to $3.87 in 08-
09, down to $3.68 in 09-10? 

Answer: 
The Department of Environment and Conservation has acknowledged that there is scope to better demonstrate its 
cost effectiveness in threatened species management.  However, DEC is recognised already as being a leader in 
threatened species conservation in Australia, with a number of innovative programs in operation, including 
Western Shield and many threatened flora recovery efforts. It must also be recognised that Western Australia, 
with its large area covering one third of the continent and the world-renowned richness and endemism of its 
biodiversity, has a significant challenge in conserving threatened species. 

With regard to the efficiency indicator of cost per hectare of managing wildlife habitat, the calculation takes into 
account all funds expended including external grants and actual costs of fire suppression rather than just the 
budgeted amounts.  The target budget, which cannot necessarily accurately estimate external funds or actual fire 
suppression costs, will thus often be an underestimate of actual expenditure.  An example of the variability of 
budget targets to actual results is evident in a reduction in Commonwealth funding as the Commonwealth has 
moved to its Caring for our Country program which does not have a strong emphasis on threatened species.  For 
2009-10, the State Government has announced a special allocation of $600,000 for emergency woylie recovery 
actions. The 2009/10 state budget also allocated $30 million to the State Natural Resource Management 
program.   

 
 


