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Division 38:  Conservation and Land Management, $115 734 000 - 
Hon Simon O’Brien, Deputy Chairman. 

Hon Ken Travers, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage. 

Mr K. McNamara, Acting Executive Director. 

Mr J. Sharp, Director of National Parks. 

Dr J. Byrne, Director Corporate Services. 

Mr P. Quinn, Chief of Staff, Office of Minister for the Environment and Heritage. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  On behalf of the Parliament, I welcome you to today’s hearing.  I ask members, 
the minister and agency representatives to keep their questions and answers reasonably brief to allow for the 
maximum number of questions to be dealt with.  For the benefit of members and Hansard, I ask the minister to 
introduce his advisers to the Committee, and for each adviser to please state their full name, contact address and 
the capacity in which they appear before the Committee.   

Have each of the witnesses read, understood and completed the Information for Witnesses form? 

WITNESSES:  Yes. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Do you fully understand the meaning and effect of the provisions of that 
document? 

WITNESSES:  Yes. 

[11.40 am] 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I inform the Committee that answers to questions on notice submitted by Hon 
Robin Chapple, Hon Dee Margetts, Hon Peter Foss and Hon William Stretch will now be tabled.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  I refer the Committee to the capital works program on page 635 of the Budget 
Statements.  In particular, I refer to the estimated $1.35 million that will be spent on the firefighting fleet 
replacement program.  How many units does this represent?  What categories are the units; that is, are they 
heavy, medium or light attack units?   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  A question on notice submitted by Hon Peter Foss refers to firefighting units, and the 
answers provided may be useful.   

Mr McNAMARA:  The $1.35 million relates to a mix of different units.  However, I do not have the breakdown.  
If Dr Byrne cannot answer the question, we will have to provide supplementary information.   

Dr BYRNE:  I do not have the breakdown of the units, but such information can be readily provided.  Generally, 
the units are heavy types of equipment, such as fire trucks, bulldozers and other firefighting equipment.   

[Supplementary Information No 85]   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  At what strength are the firefighting units in such categories kept?  What is the standard 
backup firefighting capacity in the different units?   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Mr McNamara, can the answer to these questions be included in Supplementary 
Information No 85?  

Mr McNAMARA:  Yes.  I can provide details now only about staff complements and not the precise breakdown 
of the equipment that the member requested.   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Such information will be included in Supplementary Information No 85.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  I refer to the ministerial committee that is looking at protective burning, which relates to 
wildfire suppression on page 622 of the Budget Statements.  Is the committee the same committee that is 
conducting an internal review of fire management practices?  Who are the members and chairman of the 
ministerial committee?  What are the committee’s terms of reference?  When will the committee hand down its 
report, and will the report be tabled in the Parliament?  Given the minister’s response during question time in the 
Legislative Assembly on Tuesday or Wednesday, I understand that the committee is a ministerial committee.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  We will have to take the substance of that question on notice.   

Mr McNAMARA:  Fire is an issue of great interest, complexity and controversy.  We have embarked upon a 
three-part process that will review fire policy.  The first part was an internal review conducted last year by a 
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regional manager who was seconded from within the department.  The report is being prepared, and it should be 
published in the near future.  As the second part of the process, the department hosted a major scientific and 
community-based symposium in April, which was held over three days.  A wide range of scientific presentations 
were made and the issue of fire management for the south west ecosystems was debated.  As part of the third 
aspect of the overall process of reviewing fire policies and management, the Environmental Protection Authority 
will be asked to conduct a review and to report on fire management.  The preparations for that review are under 
way.   

Hon BILL STRETCH:  The response given to a question asked in the Legislative Assembly was that the 
committee would report in April 2002.  Are we talking about the same committee that was mentioned in the 
Legislative Assembly?   I refer the Committee to page 83 of the uncorrected Hansard on 11 June.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  We will take this question on notice.   

[Supplementary Information No 86]   

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I refer the Committee to the first dot point under major achievements on page 626 of the 
Budget Statements, which refers to the designation of a natural diversity recovery catchment at Buntine-
Marchagee, and the establishment of a catchment at the Drummond Nature Reserve.  How do the recovery 
catchments work in practice?  Will the parliamentary secretary advise the Committee of the program’s progress?   

Mr McNAMARA:  The 1996 salinity action plan adopted a range of measures to address the effects of salinity 
on agriculture, biodiversity, rural infrastructure and human communities.  One of the programs embarked upon 
at the time was called the natural diversity recovery catchment program.  The program specifically targeted areas 
of prime importance for nature conservation and biodiversity values that were threatened with salinity, and that 
required a targeted and long-term effort to turn the situation around.   

[11.50 am] 

The areas targeted included Lake Toolibin, Lake Muir and the Esperance lakes, each of which are on the Ramsar 
Convention list of wetlands of international importance.  We have progressively expanded the program in the 
light of scientific knowledge and community consultation.  Addressing salinity is a long-term effort.  The 
program is showing significant signs of success.  Within the program, the Lake Toolibin project won the national 
salinity prize awarded by the Institution of Engineers Australia, the National Action Plan for Salinity and Water 
Quality and the Murray-Darling Basin Commission.  I emphasise that the Lake Toolibin project had its 
beginnings 25 years ago.  That illustrates the long-term nature of what we are addressing through this and other 
programs. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  As I understand it, the program is being expanded but the results are down the track 
except for the example of the project that started 25 years ago. 

Mr McNAMARA:  That is right.  We are seeing signs of success but we all recognise that we are in it for the 
long haul.  The program costs $2.5 million and is spread across six catchments.  It is intended to gradually 
extend the program, particularly under the national action plan for salinity and water quality. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  It is encouraging to see that success. 

Page 626 contains a reference to the continuing work of the Western Everlasting flora recovery program, 
especially the work done to protect critically endangered species in Busselton.  I would like further information 
on the project. 

Mr McNAMARA:  Under the auspices of the Wildlife Conservation Act, 350 threatened species are listed.  The 
department categorises them as critically endangered, endangered or vulnerable.  More than 100 species are 
critically endangered and are the primary focus of our efforts. 

The Busselton area contains ironstone communities that, through the geology and soil, create specialised 
ecological communities.  There is a concentration of highly threatened species in small specific areas.  We have 
acquired additional areas through the purchase of private land in order to add them to the nature reserve system.  
The department has run research projects and propagation projects in conjunction with the Botanic Gardens and 
Parks Authority at Kings Park.  We have reintroduced some plant species into the wild.  Once again, it is a long-
term strategy that we have to adhere to. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  Has the list of critically endangered species increased, decreased or remained stable over 
the past 12 months? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Specific figures should be asked of the agency.  The important thing to remember is that 
the circumstances that lead to that situation do not occur overnight. 
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Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I understand that but I am interested in the official list. 

Mr McNAMARA:  I can provide details now.  Through the threatened species scientific committee that advises 
the minister through the department, we provide an annual review of the threatened species list.  The most recent 
changes in threatened flora have seen 25 plants species added.  At the same time, 11 species have been deleted 
from the list.  Deletions result from a number of factors, one of which is improved knowledge and taxonomic 
revision.  Another is the rediscovery of a species in the field.  During 2001-02, six species of flora previously 
thought to be extinct have been rediscovered in the field.  It is good news and cause for further work. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  A dot point under major achievements for 2001-02 refers to the expansion of 
conservation partnerships through the land for wildlife scheme.  What is the progress of the scheme and the 
nature of the partnerships developed? 

Mr McNAMARA:  The land for wildlife scheme is a voluntary scheme.  Land-holders join it on a purely 
voluntary basis and receive various types of assistance, advice and encouragement from the department through 
a network of regionally based and Perth-based land for wildlife officers.  The program is five or six years old.  
As at May this year, the number of sites registered under the program is more than 770 and covers more than 
110 000 hectares of private land, mostly in the south west of the State.  Hundreds of people have inquired about 
the program and are waiting assessment.  They are likely to join up as well. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  That is quite an enthusiastic response. 

Mr McNAMARA:  It is a very enthusiastic response and it is part of a suite of programs that range from land for 
wildlife through to covenanting and other forms of partnership and assistance. 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  Mr McNamara is the acting director of the department and I gather that has been the 
case for some time.  When will the Government finalise the position? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  This type of issue is referred to the Premier.  I imagine that the Government is keen to 
fill the position on a permanent basis at the earliest opportunity.  I cannot give the member a specific timeframe. 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I refer to page 629 of the Budget Statements, which refers to the resources and 
services provided to the Conservation Commission.  It has an appropriation of $556 000 for 2002-03.  When the 
annual report of the Conservation Commission was tabled in Parliament last November, the acting chairman 
commented that, on its limited budget, the commission was unable to perform its basic policy advice and 
auditing functions.  The commission is now required to lead the establishment of new forest management plans.  
Why is there no increase in the appropriation for the commission this year? 

Mr McNAMARA:  The Conservation Commission is a vesting body for conservation reserves and state forest.  
It is also a policy advisory body and oversees the preparation of management plans through the agency of the 
department.  The department will supplement that $556 000 by directly providing extra funds to the commission 
to increase the total funding to $600 000.  That will happen in the next financial year.  The commission receives 
extensive in-kind support from the department.  The forest management plan is a major undertaking that will 
extend into the new financial year.  Funds were set aside in the 2001-02 budget for the preparation of the forest 
management plan.  Those funds are not fully expended.  The unspent funds will be carried over into the coming 
financial year.  The department and the Conservation Commission fund some of the various reviews of the forest 
management plan.  However, there is certainly a commitment to allocate the funds in combination with the 
department and the commission to do all that is necessary for the forest management plan. 

[12 noon] 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  What funding has not yet been spent on the forest management plan process? 

Mr McNAMARA:  I do not have with me the likely carryover figure at the end of this financial year.  I would 
need to provide that as supplementary information. 

[Supplementary Information No 87] 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I refer to salaries and allowances in the statement of financial performance on page 
367.  Will the minister explain the reduction of about $7.5 million since 2000 through to this coming financial 
year?  I note that the figure increases in the forward estimates.  Will the minister tell me the reason for the 
decrease and what it is doing to officer numbers in the department and why the Government is proposing to 
increase it again? 

Mr McNAMARA:  Dr Byrne would be better able to explain some factors, but in broad terms several things are 
happening.  One is related to the separation from the Department of Conservation and Land Management of the 
Forest Products Commission in 2000; secondly, we have been running a program of voluntary severance in the 
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past year or so that allows us to redirect the agency’s resources into priorities to get the correct balance between 
salaries and operational flexibility.  We also have some growth in employment, through protecting our old-
growth forests policy, because of the money for new parks in the south west.  That growth in employment has 
already started and will continue. 

Dr BYRNE:  I will respond partly to that question.  The 2000 figures included four and a half months of the 
forest products division before the Forest Products Commission was formed; that is why the figures were high 
then - about 1 400 employees.  About 200 went to the commission and it is about 1 200 now.  In some areas we 
are reducing the number of employees, but in others we are increasing the number, and the net effect is an 
increase.  The numbers are rising, particularly in the south west where we employ some displaced timber 
workers. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I refer to page 621, which states there will be 30 new national parks.  Were these former 
productive forests?  If so, how many have a completed management plan; how much money will be required to 
bring them to national park status; and are all 30 boundaries defined? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The boundaries have not been defined.  Work has been carried out on five indicative 
boundaries in the Walpole wilderness area, the greater Preston national park, the greater Beedelup national park, 
the greater Kingston national park and the expansion of the Wellington National Park.  Those works are being 
done under the protecting our old-growth forests policy.  The department is progressively undertaking the work 
on the indicative boundaries for the other new reserves.  Was the member’s other question about whether they 
previously had management plans as national parks? 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Have they produced a management plan? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  No, they have not.  Mr McNamara will expand on that, but I believe a management plan 
is under way for those five parks.  However, they are currently being managed as though they are national parks.  
The new protecting our old-growth forests policy was significant and something for which the people of Western 
Australia were clearly calling.  I am sure Western Australians appreciate the Government’s decision to protect 
those old-growth forest areas.  The policy will take time to implement and, as I said, we are managing it.  
However, it takes a long time to get a management plan in place because of the necessary consultation with all 
key stakeholders.  We will not hurry the development of a management plan that has not had full consultation 
with all key stakeholders and other interests taken into account.  My experience is that people from across the 
board want that to occur; they do not want us to race ahead.  As I said, the key issue is that the five parks listed 
are currently being managed as national parks. 

Mr McNAMARA:  The Government committed to the management of those proposed new national parks in last 
year’s budget under capital and recurrent expenditure by allocating $25 million over a four-year period.  We are 
progressively working on the indicative boundaries and community-based consultative committees to consider 
boundary issues.  We will then move on to considering and assisting in the development of management plans 
for those areas. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I refer to the last line in capital also on page 621 and to the separation of the Forest 
Products Commission from CALM.  Is the increase in the budget by some $5.9 million a result of salinity 
measures?  The budget goes from $109.7 million through to $115.7 million.  

Dr BYRNE:  The most significant change in the budget from this year to next year was the review of CALM’s 
financial relations after the formation of the Forest Products Commission.  The Forest Products Commission 
initially budgeted to pay for the management and protection of all the forests, including the national parks, which 
was a nice bit of logic; it now pays for the cost of its commercial activities.  It pays $10.6 million less to CALM 
and CALM has a budget increase of $10.6 million from the consolidated fund.  There have also been dividend 
adjustments in the Forest Products Commission and Treasury to make the budget neutral, which is the most 
significant factor in the change there. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I refer to page 623, which has no forward estimates for nature conservation; there is just 
a large grey square on that page.  What will happen to that service in 2003-04?   

[12.10 pm] 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I will find out whether any figures are available, but the important point is that the item 
for the total cost of outputs indicates that all those programs will continue in terms of specific allocations to 
those outputs.  I am not sure why they are not provided at this stage.  I am not sure whether Dr Byrne is able to 
provide an answer to that.  If not, it may be possible to provide that information by way of supplementary 
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information.  The allocation may not have been done.  As the member could imagine, a lot of the functions of the 
agency cross-relate to the transfer, for instance, of areas from native forest.  

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I would be happy to have that answer by way of supplementary information. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Dr Byrne may be able to provide an answer now. 

Dr BYRNE:  It seems to be a uniform presentation across all agencies.  If members look at various other pages, 
they will generally find that that detail has not been provided at that level.  That is simply the way it has been 
presented. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  We will not take that question on notice. 

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I refer to the third dot point under the major initiatives for 2002-03 on page 626 
of the Budget Statements, which outlines the establishment of the Jurien Bay Marine Park and the proposed 
Montebello-Barrow Islands Marine Conservation Reserve, and community assessments of a number of other 
proposals.  What stage is the project for the establishment of the Jurien Bay Marine Park currently at?  That was 
considered to be the benchmark for the establishment of marine parks.  That project has been around for a long 
time.  Are we getting any closer to a resolution? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I will hand that question to Mr McNamara.  The member’s preliminary comments were 
correct.  It is important that the establishment of the Jurien Bay Marine Park be done well.  A lot of effort has 
gone into that.  I understand that the light is at the end of the tunnel.  I ask Mr McNamara to go through the 
specifics of where that project is up to. 

Mr McNAMARA:  The member will recall from our joint involvement in the process over a number of years 
that the department and the Minister for the Environment regard this as an important proposal, not only in its 
own right but also in terms of the overall marine reserves program for the State.  The Marine Parks and Reserves 
Authority completed its deliberations last year and provided advice to the minister on a proposed zoning and 
management plan for the area.  Some stakeholders have expressed concern about some aspects of the proposed 
outcomes.  The Government’s policy platform contained a commitment to review the adequacy of the 
consultation process and whether the outcomes were appropriate.  The minister has undertaken consultations 
with the authority, some interested groups in the conservation sector, representatives of the recreational and 
commercial fishing industries, and local government to make sure that the advice of the Marine Parks and 
Reserves Authority report is sound and is widely supported.  That process was undertaken since the Government 
received that report and it is ongoing.  The conclusion of that process is certainly regarded as a high priority.  

Hon BRUCE DONALDSON:  I turn to the output performance measures on page 631 of the Budget Statements 
and the number of visits to managed sites, which was about 10 million in 2001-02.  A modest increase to 
10.5 million is targeted for 2002-03.  Are any detailed figures available on how that figure was determined for 
the different sites managed by the Department of Conservation and Land Management?  If the parliamentary 
secretary does not have that detail on hand, will he provide that information by way of supplementary 
information?   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The member has made Mr Sharp feel welcome and wanted today.  I will pass that 
question to Mr Sharp. 

Mr SHARP:  CALM has an extensive program for the collection of visitor statistics, which are broken down by 
region and park.  Those figures can be made available to the member in a report.  Visitor numbers are not 
collected for every site, given that CALM manages some 22 million hectares of land and water, but sample sites 
are used for each area and are aggregated.  Those figures can be made available.  

[Supplementary Information No 88]  

Hon BILL STRETCH:  What is the projected area of CALM’s forest estate that is due to undergo protective 
burning in 2002-03?  What area was intended to undergo protective burning in 2001-02, and what percentage of 
that target was achieved?   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I will pass that question to Mr McNamara.  If I remember correctly, the member will 
find a question on notice that provides answers to a number of the issues he has raised.  

Hon BILL STRETCH:  That was not my question. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It was a question asked by Hon Peter Foss.  The answer to that question provides a fairly 
detailed explanation.  I am happy to read it, but the Committee might prefer that members read it in their own 
time.  
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Perhaps a copy of that answer could be provided to the member.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It was tabled at the beginning of the session. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  If the member needs to come back to that question later, there will probably be an 
opportunity for him to do so.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  We will give the member a copy of that answer and if it does not answer the issues he 
has raised, he can ask his question again.  

Hon BILL STRETCH:  My second question is also on the issue of fire suppression.  As hundreds of small rural 
reserves of 500 hectares or less are located throughout the southern and central regions, is an established 
protocol or arrangement in place with local bush fire brigades to protective burn those areas under CALM’s 
instruction or supervision; and, if not, can that be established?  As fewer fires are now occurring in agricultural 
areas, it is important that younger residents are made aware of fire-fighting techniques.  It would be educational 
for them to work occasionally with CALM.  I know that has been a bit of a pain for CALM in the past, but it 
would save an enormous amount of money on protective burning small reserves that are isolated from major 
CALM centres.  

Mr McNAMARA:  The large number and scattered nature of small reserves through the agricultural zone is of 
course a more difficult situation to deal with than the main forest belt.  There are several parts to the answer.  
Although CALM produces management plans for reserves, I admit that it does not have as high a rate of 
completing management plans in those smaller parts of the landscape than for the main parks.  Those 
management plans are done in consultation with local authorities and include fire plans and a provision to sign 
off fire plans between the department, local authorities and brigades.  An active program is in place in as many 
places as possible to work with local authorities and volunteer brigades.  Under the salinity action plan of 1996, 
and continued under the current salinity strategy, increased investment has been made in the day-to-day 
management of crown reserves throughout the south west.  As a result, there has been an improvement in the 
establishment and maintenance of firebreaks between reserves and adjacent farmland.  Because many of those 
areas are very small and isolated, they do not offer the same opportunities as might be had in much larger parks 
or in the forest for achieving mosaics of burn patterns and different frequencies and seasons.  There is a much 
lesser degree of freedom.  In most of those areas, it is a matter of protection from fire rather than the active use 
of fire for management.  We do know, however, that in places like Dryandra some burning may be necessary.  
Generally in the wheatbelt we have done far less of that than elsewhere.  

[12.20 pm] 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  The first dot point under major initiatives for 2002-03 on page 628 refers to the forest 
management plan.  The Conservation and Land Management Act and the Forest Products Act require the 
Conservation Commission to act jointly with the Forest Products Commission in preparing a forest management 
plan.  What progress has been made in finalising the forest management plan, and what is the role of the Forest 
Products Commission in the preparation of that plan?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The role of the Forest Products Commission is a question for the Minister for Forestry.  

Hon ADELE FARINA:  It is specified in the Conservation and Land Management Act.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  As I am sure the member is aware, a discussion paper was issued in January.  The draft 
management plan is currently in preparation, and is expected to be put out for further discussion in the second 
half of this year.  Obviously, the comments fed in as a result of the discussion paper will be taken up in the draft, 
and the people will have another opportunity to make comments on the draft.  I ask Mr McNamara if he is able 
to give any more specific detail.  

Mr McNAMARA:  The Conservation Commission has primary carriage of the development of the forest 
management plan for presentation to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage.  The commission and the 
department, which assists the commission in that function, are both conscious of the statutory requirements 
which, while the subject of the current Bill, are in place now, to act jointly with the Forest Products Commission, 
the Water and Rivers Commission and the Water Corporation.  Liaison with those organisations has taken place 
through the recent development of the draft forest management plan that is to be released in the second half of 
the calendar year.  We continue to have those consultations.  Last night I was in an extensive meeting with the 
chairman of the Conservation Commission and the general manager of the Forest Products Commission for 
precisely that purpose.  

Hon ADELE FARINA:  The second dot point under major initiatives for 2002-03, on page 628, refers to the 
development of the environmental management system for sustainable forest management.  I am interested in 
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learning more about the environmental management system, and how this fits in with the forest management 
plan.  

Mr McNAMARA:  I am not expert in environmental management systems, but they are essentially a 
documentation of procedures, protocols and standards to which one operates in managing something.  The Forest 
Products Commission has an environmental management system for its operations, but it does not deal with the 
totality of forest management.  The Forest Products Commission deals with the harvesting and sale of forest 
produce.  The department has committed itself to the development of an environmental management system that 
complements and in some respects sits above the Forest Products Commission’s environmental management 
system, so that the totality of forest management is covered under a formally accredited and independently 
audited environmental management system.  The development of that system is at present secondary to the 
development of the forest management plan itself.  

Hon ADELE FARINA:  The third dot point under major initiatives for 2002-03, on page 628, refers to the 
preparation and release of indicative harvesting plans for the year, jointly with the Forest Products Commission.  
Is this part of the forest management planning process?  What is the role of the Forest Products Commission in 
this process?  

Mr McNAMARA:  Over recent years, and in a process that both we and the Forest Products Commission intend 
to continue, harvesting plans, as distinct from the broad brush of the forest management plan, are more detailed 
plans of where harvesting is intended to occur within a year.  Those plans are produced and released for public 
consultation.  The preparation at the broad planning level of indicative harvest plans can be viewed as a joint 
activity between the department, given its broad custodial function, and the Forest Products Commission, given 
its harvesting function.  Below that is much more detailed individual coupe planning, where the responsibility 
for consultation and the detail sits much more with the Forest Products Commission.  We have been committed 
for some years to a program of rolling out indicative harvest plans, and it is intended that the forest management 
plan will include a commitment to continue that sort of program on an annual basis.  

Hon ADELE FARINA:  With the separation of the Forest Products Commission from the Department of 
Conservation and Land Management, what level of expertise in forest product management remains in CALM?  

Mr McNAMARA:  The department continues to employ many people with professional forestry qualifications, 
as does the Forest Products Commission.  Those people worked together on common jobs up to a couple of years 
ago.  The Forest Products Commission has an orientation towards harvesting and sale at the products end, as 
distinct from the whole-of-forest management end.  Expertise on the forest products end is accumulating in the 
Forest Products Commission, rather than in the department.  We still have, and will retain, the knowledge and 
expertise across the general issues of forest management, inventory, planning and the like.  This expertise lies 
both in a broad environmental sense, and in specialist silvicultural areas.  

Hon ADELE FARINA:  The fourth dot point under major initiatives for 2002-03, on page 628, refers to entering 
into an agreement with the Forest Products Commission outlining circumstances in which forest products can be 
stockpiled, and to ensure that in-forest stockpiles of forest products are kept to a minimum.  Is this agreement 
part of the forest management planning process?  

Mr McNAMARA:  There is a requirement for an agreement to be entered into between the general manager of 
the Forest Products Commission and me.  The detail of that agreement will be a matter for the agreement itself, 
rather than being fully reflected in the forest management plan.  The forest management plan will provide the 
setting, in a broad sense.  The agreement required between the general manager and me has not been entered into 
yet, because the course of action that was first taken was for the Conservation Commission’s audit manager to 
conduct an audit of stockpiles.  He has now prepared that report, and it will be the basis for deliberation by the 
Conservation Commission, my agency and the Forest Products Commission, in consultation with both ministers, 
to produce the agreement required.  

[12.30 pm] 

Hon GIZ WATSON:  I refer to page 626 and the third dot point under major initiatives for 2002-03, which states 
“commence the formal community consultation process for the proposed Geographe Bay/Leeuwin-
Naturaliste/Hardy Inlet marine park”.  When will the formal community consultation commence?  Has any 
consultation taken place to date; and, if so, with whom?  What is the budget allocation in 2002-03 for this 
consultation process?   

Mr McNAMARA:  I presume the question is directed at the proposed Geographe Bay and Leeuwin-Naturaliste 
marine park rather than the two in the Pilbara.  In the Pilbara, formal consultative or advisory committees have 
been established, and they are working through their processes.  In the Geographe Bay/Leeuwin-
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Naturaliste/Hardy Inlet proposal, which is a policy platform commitment of the Government, we are more at the 
information gathering and informal consultation part of the process.  There has been consultation with local 
government on that coastline, and a program of information gathering.  We are moving to set up the advisory 
committee process.  It is not yet established and functioning.  I cannot give a specific budget figure for that.  We 
have a budget for our marine conservation branch, which performs a range of functions across the different 
advisory committees and through our regional people.  It is basically the time and effort of the people that 
underpins what we contribute to those committees.  I cannot put a figure on that process at this time.  We are 
also mindful, of course, bearing in mind the earlier question about Jurien, of the number of simultaneous 
processes that we should be running in this area and are trying to bring at least one to a conclusion, knowing that 
two Pilbara ones are also current, and are managing our workload and work flow so that we are not servicing an 
unserviceable number of simultaneous processes.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It is not just the department’s workload.  It is also the workload of groups within the 
community.  I have read complaints in which the Government has been attacked for not being quick enough; but, 
on the other hand, it has been attacked for having too many drafts out for comment at the same time.  We need to 
be cognisant of those issues also so that the community members who have an interest can be across all of the 
items that are out for public comment.  

Hon GIZ WATSON:  I assure the minister that they are pretty keen.  Mr McNamara has said that the limiting 
factor is the number of staff in the marine conservation branch who are available to deal with the variety of 
proposed marine parks.  How many staff are allocated to that process?   

Mr McNAMARA:  That is not a figure I can give with confidence off the top of my head.  We can provide that 
as supplementary information. 

[Supplementary Information No 89]   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  The third dot point on page 626 under major initiatives for 2002-03 refers to the 
establishment of the Jurien Bay marine park.  How much has been allocated from the 2002-03 budget over how 
many years for this project, and what is the process and timetable for implementation? 

Mr McNAMARA:  I believe the process and timetable was covered in the earlier answer.  In terms of the budget, 
the advice accompanying the indicative management plan that was forwarded by the Marine Parks and Reserves 
Authority identified the desirable level of funding for ongoing management of the Jurien Bay marine park if and 
when established.  The department is committed within the totality of its nature conservation and parks and 
visitor services output budgets, both of which are tens of millions of dollars, to reallocating some funds to 
provide the base level of management that would be required in 2002-03 upon creation of that marine park.  At 
this time there is not an allocation in the budget of the relevant regional staff because the marine park does not 
exist, but we are committed to redirecting some resources towards that as a priority should the marine park be 
established this financial year.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Redirected from where?   

Mr McNAMARA:  At the end of the day the department is a reasonably large organisation with a budget in 
excess of $100 million and more than 1 200 staff scattered through the State.  We obviously have some ability to 
redirect the priorities of our existing staff and resources to meet the Government’s priorities.  It will not be done 
at the cost of any high priority nature conservation or park management works.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Dot point eight on page 626 under major initiatives for 2002-03 refers to enhancing the 
implementation of the wetlands conservation policy for Western Australia, including an emphasis on Ramsar 
listed wetlands and the preparation of new Ramsar nominations.  I refer also to page 641 under grants and 
subsidies and note that Natural Heritage Trust funding for the national wetlands program no longer exists, or that 
is how it appears to me from that chart.  What is the budget allocation for the enhanced implementation of the 
wetlands conservation policy in 2002-03; what wetlands will be nominated for Ramsar listing; will the removal 
of the NHT funding for the national wetlands program affect CALM’s ability to protect and list wetlands; and 
what has been or will be the effect of the removal of that NHT funding?   

Mr McNAMARA:  The State now has 12 Ramsar listed wetlands.  Three additional wetlands were nominated a 
couple of years ago, I think in late 2000, but I will need to check.  Extensions to a number of existing wetland 
sites were also dealt with at that time.  Because that is an international treaty-based listing and involves 
negotiations with the Commonwealth Government and various powers under the Commonwealth’s Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act, this is a matter that we need to work through fairly carefully in 
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consultation with landowners, stakeholders, local governments and other interests.  The process when we added 
the three new wetlands a couple of years ago took almost two years from start to finish.  It was informed by a 
statewide study by an independent consultant that identified in excess of 30 wetlands across Western Australia 
that meet Ramsar criteria.  We picked out the priority ones from that list for the previous process.  What we are 
embarking upon, knowing that the time frame may well be similar to the previous process, is a short list of 
candidates for the next round and the commencement of the consultation processes that will go with that.  There 
will not be a quick outcome on additional listings; I expect it will occur over the next couple of years.   

The Natural Heritage Trust is moving from its first phase into what people commonly call NHT mark II.  The 
NHT mark II program structure has been rearranged by the Commonwealth Government, and individual discrete 
programs like the national wetlands program have disappeared.  Wetlands outcomes are now meant to be 
achieved within the larger amalgamated programs like bushcare.  The Commonwealth has signalled that most of 
its spending through the Natural Heritage Trust will be via regional and community groups and regional 
strategies.  It expects to get integrated outcomes, including wetland outcomes, through that line of investment.  
We have been the beneficiary of some national wetlands programs grants in the past, but they have not been a 
major part of the department’s investment in wetland conservation.  

[12.40 pm] 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I refer to page 635.  The department plans to purchase pastoral stations for national 
parks.  What impact will this have on titleholders of mining and exploration permits currently in force over those 
grounds?  As pastoral leases will expire in 2015, is the department planning to acquire pastoral land for national 
parks as they expire?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure handles the matters relating to the 
expiration of the leases in 2015.  The Department of Conservation and Land Management has an input into that 
in identifying those areas, and it has gone through that process.  I am sure the member is aware of the Gascoyne 
muster, and the minister worked through the process of the renewal of those pastoral leases.  Specific questions 
about that matter need to be directed to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  Mr McNamara will 
comment on the implications for the purchases of other stations.   

Mr McNAMARA:  There are extensive Mining Act entitlements, exploration licences and so on over pastoral 
leasehold country.  The acquisitions have been targeted for conservation priorities, but they do take account of 
other factors such as mining interests or prospectivity.  When we have had choices between one lease and 
another in achieving the objectives of our purchase program, the mining interest is a very important 
consideration that we might take into account when there are such options.  That does not mean that we have not 
purchased some leases that have significant mineral prospectivity issues associated with them.  It is normal 
practice in the creation of a conservation reserve, both in its category and its class, whether it is class A, to work 
through a range of issues.  One of the most prominent of those is mineral prospectivity, and an agreement is 
reached across government about what will be the appropriate category of the land.  

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  On page 632, reference is made to commencing the development of a nomination for 
World Heritage listing for Ningaloo Marine Park and North West Cape.  What mandate does the department 
have from the public of Western Australia to nominate the Ningaloo Marine Park and the North West Cape for 
World Heritage listing?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The last state election and the ALP’s election policy at that election. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  With all due respect, I asked for the department’s mandate. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I have given the member the Government’s answer.  It is very clear.  There will be 
public consultation, which was part of our commitment, with all the stakeholders in the development of the 
proposal.  However, the concept of nominating Ningaloo Marine Park for World Heritage listing was clearly part 
of the Government’s election commitments.  A process must be undertaken to get the community interests on 
board.  The fact that we are progressing discussions and are working with those groups relates to the election 
commitments given by the Labor Party.  

Hon BILL STRETCH:  My question relates to fire suppression as referred to on page 622.  On what financial 
basis are firefighting and aerial burning aircraft made available to CALM?   

Dr BYRNE:  There is an arrangement with the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of WA about the 
firebombers.  I cannot go through that information because I do not have the details with me.  The fire spotter 
planes are owned and purchased by CALM.  
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Hon BILL STRETCH:  Are they on a contract basis?  I understand that no planes are now owned by CALM.  
Are they on a contract, stand-by or fee-for-service basis?  How do they operate throughout the year?   

Dr BYRNE:  The fire spotter planes are owned by CALM, but the firebombers are on a contract basis.  

Hon BILL STRETCH:  This is a follow-up question to that of Hon Adele Farina.  I refer to the full-time 
equivalents as referred to on page 637.  How many timber industry workers made redundant by the logging 
reductions have been employed by CALM in 2000-01 and to date in 2002?  How many does the department aim 
to recruit in 2002-03?  I understand that some are used for thinning operations in Dwellingup.  They are a long 
way from home, but at least they have jobs.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  As at 20 May 2002, the figures for displaced timber workers are as follows: contacted, 
122; declined interview, 75; interviewed, 45; employed, 31; and ceased, five.  Twenty-six are currently 
employed, and it is anticipated that additional employment of displaced timber workers will continue in 2002-03.  
The department’s expectation is that additional employment will be in the order of 30.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I refer to the major achievements on page 626, and the continuing 
implementation of the Western Shield fauna recovery program, including the re-establishment of bilbies on the 
Peron Peninsula and the initial reintroductions of the banded hare wallaby and mala to that area, along with 
translocations of the western swamp tortoise, dibblers to the proposed Peniup Nature Reserve and a range of 
other translocations.  I also note that one of the major initiatives for 2002-03 is the proposal to extend the 
Western Shield program in arid areas through the initial implementation of an effective feral cat bait.  Why has 
the department decided to extend that program and why has it been extended to that region?  

[12.50 pm] 

Mr McNAMARA:  Western Shield remains a cornerstone of our nature conservation program.  It currently 
operates across 3.5 million hectares, basically in the south west, but also in places such as Shark Bay and the 
Montebello Islands.  I will be in Shark Bay next week to look at the progress of that component of the program.  
I believe the bilbies are doing well.  However, some of the animals on the Shark Bay islands that have not 
experienced predators in their lives are struggling a little when they are exposed on the mainland.   

A quite spectacular recovery of native mammals and some other animals has been achieved with standard fox 
baiting in the south west of the State.  When we apply the same regime in the drier areas, the number of foxes is 
still vastly reduced, although we never claim that we eliminate them.  The cat predation in arid areas is sufficient 
to prevent the recoveries that we want to achieve.  Cat predation occurs in the south west but, for some reason to 
do with the environment, baiting works in the south west but fox baiting alone is not adequate in the more arid 
areas.  Over recent years we have invested a lot of time and effort into trying to work on an effective cat bait and 
baiting regime.  We have had mixed success with quite spectacular results on some occasions and disappointing 
results at other times.  It is premature to say that we have something that will work on an ongoing basis in the 
more arid areas.  However, it is certainly our intent to continue researching down that path and extending the 
program into the more arid areas, including the pastoral lease lands that have been purchased in the Gascoyne-
Murchison area.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Has there been an improvement in the numbers of chuditch?  I should probably 
declare a vested interest here because I used to think it might be related to the “Ravlich” or it was Croatian!  I 
understand that neither of those comments are true but I am interested in the status of the chuditch. 

Mr McNAMARA:  The chuditch used to be prevalent across most of the southern third of the continent and is 
one of the animals that was restricted to the south west of Western Australia and to a few patches of forest.  
Under the Western Shield program and with the associated research done by the Department of Conservation 
and Land Management and others, the chuditch has made a spectacular recovery and its range has extended so 
that it is ubiquitous through much of the south west forest.  It has been re-established in the Lake Magenta 
Nature Reserve through a translocation program with the assistance of the Perth Zoo.  We intend to continue to 
re-establish chuditch populations in other parts of their former range.  I am confident that the chuditch will be 
formally removed from the State’s threatened fauna list in the coming years when it meets the criteria for 
delisting.  That will be a remarkable achievement given that its equivalent on the eastern seaboard is extinct on 
the mainland and its northern equivalent is also in severe decline.  

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I refer to a response to an earlier question from my colleague about the dot point on 
page 628 of the Budget Statements that related to the Forest Products Commission and forest stockpiles.  Can the 
results of the audit of the stockpiles be made available?  
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Mr McNAMARA:  The report has been made to the Conservation Commission of Western Australia rather than 
to the department.  There is no intent for the report not to be widely available in due course.  However, I cannot 
recall what its current status is at the moment.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Rather than providing that as supplementary information, I will certainly raise the 
question with the minister and see what can be done about having that document made public.  I think that is the 
best way to go.  

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  Earlier I asked about staffing arrangements and the answer in part was that there are 
increased staffing numbers in the south west with the increase in national parks.  Different administrative groups 
in the south west have been amalgamated and there are now new national parks and more state forests to 
manage.  Do the people that work in those different regional office and depots work in the national parks and 
state forests or is there a delineation between the two?  I am not so concerned about the office staff but about the 
on-ground forest workers. 

Mr McNAMARA:  The department takes an integrated approach to its delivery of its responsibilities at the 
regional level.  A regional manager for the department is responsible for the totality of what we do, regardless of 
land tenure or whether it is the sustainable forest management, nature conservation or parks and visitors services 
outputs.  In the broad sense, staff work across the board.  However, many staff have more specialised functions 
and that translates into a proportion of those staff being dedicated to one land tenure or another, with national 
park rangers being a good case in point.  A project might be done in a national park one day and a state forest the 
next and in that sense, forest workers are entirely transferable.  When we go into emergency mode, be it for a 
whale stranding, a fire or whatever, the tenure on those boundaries does not affect what staff are applied to the 
job. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I refer to page 634 of the Budget Statements and output five, astronomical services, 
and the major initiatives for 2002-03.  What sort of facilities have been put in place for wheelchair access and 
what was the cost?  Could I also be given a thumbnail sketch of the educational experiences that will be provided 
for visitors?  Both of these things are good initiatives. 

Dr BYRNE:  The observatory runs a major program for public visitation so that people can view through the 
telescopes.  There are two access issues for people with disabilities.  The first is that the telescopes are often at 
the top of the steps and not very accessible to people in wheelchairs.  A new telescope has been constructed so 
that people in wheelchairs can wheel up and have a look.  The second issue involves people with a visual 
impairment who find it difficult to see the stars in that situation.  Facilities have been improved in that respect 
with an explanation about what is seen being given to people with a visual impairment.  The total cost has come 
to about $19 000, which is mentioned in the Budget Statements.  CALM provided some of that money from a 
special fund that is used to improve visiting facilities for people with disabilities.  Throughout the State there are 
major programs happening in not just the observatory, but also national parks to improve accessibility for all 
people.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I refer to page 625 of the Budget Statements and output one, nature conservation.  Is 
CALM negotiating for the purchase of any part of Windimurra pastoral lease 3114/1150?  If so, which portion of 
the lease is involved and what is the current status of negotiations?  I recognise that that information may not be 
at hand.  If it can be provided by way of supplementary information, that would be adequate.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I will provide it as supplementary information.  

[Supplementary Information No 90]  

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I note that the department is intending to progress the discussions on the Walpole 
wilderness area.  When will the final boundaries for that area be announced?  

Mr SHARP:  The consultation process with all stakeholders is now complete and a report has been prepared that 
will go to the minister within the next week or so.  She will have the final determination on boundaries so that 
the consultative committee on management planning can get started. 

Hon BILL STRETCH:  The total budget for CALM appears to be $115 million with the Forest Products 
Commission funding amounting to about $6 million.  As production forestry now appears to be totally controlled 
by CALM, does the FPC do anything now but sell the logs and bank the cheques and what is the rationale for the 
continuation of this expensive duplication? 

Mr McNAMARA:  I cannot answer the question at the level of the landing.  However, the functions are quite 
discrete.  CALM is responsible for the general management of the forest and the FPC is responsible for the 
harvesting and sale.  The FPC is required to meet the cost of the roads and all other aspects of management, 
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including fire protection, that relate to harvesting and sale.  It is also required to do the regeneration necessary to 
the areas that have been harvested.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It should be noted that this budget completely separates funding arrangements to remove 
the conflicts between the FPC and CALM.   That is something that was well received throughout the community.  
I look forward to seeing the policy of the Opposition at the next election on the matter.  

Sitting suspended from 1.02 to 2.00 pm 
 


