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Division 62:  Fisheries, $28 065 000 - 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler, Minister for Resources and Assisting the Minister for State Development representing the 
Minister for Fisheries. 

Dr P.P. Rogers, Executive Director. 

Mr B. Mezzatesta, Director, Corporate Services. 

Dr W.J. Fletcher, Acting Director, Fisheries Research. 

Mr P.J. Millington, Director, Fisheries Management Services. 

Ms H.G. Brayford, Manager, Strategic Planning and Policy. 

The CHAIRMAN: The estimates committee will be reported by a private contractor.  The daily proof Hansard 
will be published in two parts.  The first part will be distributed at 9.00 am tomorrow.  The second part will be 
distributed at 9.00 am the day after. 

The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted to a discussion of those items for 
which a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated fund.  This is the prime focus of the committee.  While 
there is scope for members to examine many matters, questions need to be clearly related to a page number, 
item, program or amount within the volumes.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators 
that are included in the budget statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the 
estimates.  It is the intention of the Chair to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered 
and that both questions and answers are short and to the point. 

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking the question 
to be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this information, I 
will ask the minister to clearly indicate to the committee which supplementary information he agrees to provide, 
and I will then allocate a reference number.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek the minister’s 
cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee clerk by 9 June 2006, so that members may read it 
before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary information cannot be provided within that time, 
written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made available.  Details in relation to 
supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers, and I accordingly ask the minister 
to cooperate with those requirements. 

I caution members that if a minister asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the 
question on notice with the Clerk’s office.  Only supplementary information that the minister agrees to provide 
will be sought by 9 June 2006. 

It will also greatly assist the contractor recording the proceedings if, when referring to the Budget Statements 
volumes or the consolidated fund estimates, members give the page number, item, program and amount in 
preface to their question. 

Members, we have to get through divisions 62, 63, 64 and 65 by three o’clock, so if members want to get 
through them all, I suggest that they ask short questions and that short answers be provided.   

Mr G. SNOOK: I refer the minister to the first dot point under “Significant Issues and Trends” on page 1076.  
The minister’s government acknowledges that illegal fishing in our north poses a biosecurity threat to this state.  
Why has the minister’s government paid only lip-service to this in dollar terms with a meagre increase in 
appropriated funds to the Department of Fisheries? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: We do more than pay lip service, so I disagree with the contention in the member’s 
question.  I will pass this over to the director, who will explain to the member what we have done, particularly to 
try to get the member’s federal colleagues to do something after a long time. 

Dr P.P. Rogers: The responsibility for illegal fishing clearly rests with the federal government.  The lack of a 
satisfactory response from the federal government over a number of years has seen the incidence of illegal 
fishing escalate markedly, to the extent that more than 13 000 foreign fishing vessels were sighted across 
northern Australia last year.  Of these, only 280 foreign fishing boats were apprehended, and 327 were dealt with 
by administrative forfeiture.  This year to date, 156 boats have been apprehended, and 44 have been dealt with 
by administrative forfeiture.  Obviously, this government is alarmed at the impact this activity is having on the 
sustainability of WA fisheries, particularly the shark stocks and to some extent the trochus, the bêche-de-mer and 
the demersal finfish.  In the course of the 2005-06 financial year, the Minister for Fisheries reacted promptly to 
the increasing problem and provided an additional level of compliance presence in the north of the state.  This 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 23 May 2006] 

 p197b-203a 
Mr John Bowler; Chairman; Mr Gary Snook; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mrs Carol Martin; Mr Grant Woodhams; Mr 

Shane Hill 

 [2] 

included basing the patrol vessel Walcott in Broome, manned by fisheries and police officers, basing another 
patrol vessel at One Arm Point, and establishing joint patrols with the Bardi community to protect the trochus 
stocks. 

WA was also instrumental in developing a joint strategy with the Northern Territory government that outlines a 
comprehensive plan to address illegal fishing in northern Australia.  Following intense pressure from the 
Western Australian and Northern Territory governments, the government is pleased that the commonwealth now 
seems to recognise the significant threat to WA northern fish resources’ biosecurity and to regional 
communities’ security, and appears to be implementing a number of the strategies from the WA-NT strategy.  
The recent commonwealth budget has allocated resources to address this problem.  However, this government is 
in discussions, through a senior officer group, with the federal government to ascertain how many of these 
resources will be focused on addressing the needs of Western Australia.  My understanding is that the minister 
will continue to work with all stakeholders to ensure that the risks posed by illegal foreign fishing are reduced, 
and I think part of the strategy aims to double the rate of apprehension in 2006 compared with that in 2005. 

Mr G. SNOOK: How much money has the state allocated to fulfil its roles in those partnership arrangements 
with the federal government? How much additional money has been allocated in this year’s budget? 

[2.05 pm] 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: To detect illegal immigrants or illegal fishing? 

Mr G. SNOOK: I am talking about illegal fishing.  As the minister knows, some of the fishing occurs within 
state waters, and there is an interaction between the state and the commonwealth, as has been outlined by the 
staff. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Yes. 

Mr G. SNOOK: What moneys has the minister’s government allocated to fulfil its part of the shipping role?  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: For those projects that the executive director just outlined, the member wants some 
costings on the extra boat at Broome and the extra boat at One Arm Point, and the other programs that we have 
implemented.  I do not know whether the executive director would have those exact costings off the top of his 
head. 

Mr G. SNOOK: I am happy to have it as supplementary information. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Does the executive director know exactly what those services cost? 

Dr P.P. Rogers: At the moment we are assessing the commonwealth package before we actually give a further 
response on the issue of the reallocation of some of our compliance funding. 

The CHAIRMAN: So that we get it right for the reporting staff and do not mix things up, I need to actually call 
the minister, and he needs to direct the question to an adviser, and I will then call the adviser.   

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: The member for Moore would like a costing of what we have spent so far on those 
measures outlined by the executive director. 

Mr G. SNOOK: Yes, and what additional funds are required to meet those new initiatives for which there will 
be a partnership between the state and federal governments. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: As the executive director said, we are still reviewing what the federal government is 
going to offer, so that will determine some of our response, and we may not have determined that yet.  That 
aside, we will provide the answers to the member as supplementary information. 

The CHAIRMAN: I need to allocate a supplementary information number.  Just to be clear, will the minister 
outline again the information that he will supply? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: We will provide information, where possible, on the funding of the measures taken by 
the WA government to reduce the amount of illegal fishing in Western Australian waters, in the northern part of 
the state. 

[Supplementary Information No B16.] 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I direct the minister’s attention to the fourth dot point on page 1082, which refers to the 
continued implementation of the findings of the aquaculture legislative review to promote a sustainable 
aquaculture industry.  Can the minister give us a brief summary of the findings of that review to promote this 
sustainable aquaculture industry? What are the essentials of the review in order to promote aquaculture in 
Western Australia? 
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Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I know it is of particular interest to the member for Roe, especially as a project in his 
electorate, just near his home town of Esperance, was proposed during the year.  However, there are others at 
Bremer Bay.  Is Bremer Bay in the member’s electorate? 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: Yes. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I will direct that question to Peter Millington. 
Mr P.J. Millington: At the moment the government has a review under way to examine the legislative and 
administrative impediments to the further development of the aquaculture industry.  This is under the auspices of 
the member for Collie, Mick Murray.  That report will shortly be with the Minister for Fisheries for his 
consideration.  It is planned to then put it out for some public comment.  That is to try to deal with the 
government side.  The other parts of the review are the subject of a separate initiative; that is, trying to pick two 
or three species that it would be of major benefit to Western Australia to invest in to help further develop them, 
and also consideration of one of the major impediments identified in the review, which was the lack of 
investment dollars,.  This is being guided by the minister’s ministerial council; namely, the Aquaculture 
Development Council.  It has several projects under way that will try to address that.  Three broad issues were 
identified in the review: lack of investment, some government impediments, and also trying to pick some 
winners that would be the subject of further assistance in development. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: I should draw the minister’s attention to some of the impediments to the establishment of a 
second abalone aquaculture enterprise in Bremer Bay for WA - 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I assume it is the same dot point. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: Absolutely; it is supplementary to this issue of promoting - 
The CHAIRMAN: We are actually going through the budget.  If the member outlines the impediments involved 
in the establishment of that industry, it might restrict the number of questions that members are able to ask of the 
minister.  I remind the member that we have four divisions to get through, so it might be more appropriate to 
outline those impediments in the house itself, rather than in the budget discussions.  However, if the member 
wishes to pursue that, I am not locking him out; I am just advising him. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: I refer to page 1081, under “Service 3: Development and Promotion of the State’s 
Aquaculture Industry”.  I draw the minister’s attention to issues such as poor supply of power and difficulty with 
freehold approvals.  In relation to the review that has just been talked about and some of the concerns, I draw the 
minister’s attention to an enterprise in Bremer Bay that has had significant impediments to its development.  We 
are talking about promoting a vibrant and sustainable aquaculture industry, and I believe that it is very important 
for this review to examine those impediments, because there are issues of freehold approvals and supply of 
power that have very much slowed its development.  If we are to promote a vibrant industry, I believe that those 
issues need attention. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Sure.  I am aware of those two different operations at Bremer Bay.  One has been going 
for some time and the other one is just starting up.  I assume that it must have started by now.  However, I will 
ask the executive director to address the member’s question about impediments. 
Dr P.P. Rogers: I am not quite sure what the question is, other than drawing attention to the fact that there are 
some impediments.  Certainly, the power grid issue at Bremer Bay has been raised with us.  We have pursued it 
with Western Power to have some further changes made.  We believe that a lot of it is tied to the infrastructure 
needs of Ravensthorpe and, I guess, of the mining sector.  In my judgment, there will be some solutions down 
the track, but that will require further capital investment by Western Power.  I think that is a key issue.  It 
certainly is a limiting factor, as the member has pointed out, in the extent of growth of any abalone development 
in Bremer Bay.  I think that is on record. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I will just add that, from my experience, if the Grange Resources Ltd project at 
Southdown, just to the west of Bremer Bay, gets going, the massive increase in power infrastructure in that mine 
will hopefully lead to a strengthening of the whole grid system out to Bremer Bay and other surrounding towns.  
I see that as the most likely way of getting a dramatic and quick upgrade. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: I have a supplementary question, Mr Chairman.  In this aquaculture legislative review, the 
concerns were about attracting investment.  The lack of freehold approvals for this development reduces the 
investment potential, and it makes it very difficult to attract more investment into these projects if the 
infrastructure is not on freehold land.  That is the major concern of Western Australian Abalone Ltd in attracting 
investors.  I must say that if we are to truly promote a vibrant and sustainable aquaculture industry, that lack of 
investment in freehold approvals for this infrastructure will still be a major impediment. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I am aware of that.  When both companies went there, they went there willingly, with 
no-one tying their hands behind their backs, under the conditions being offered.  The conditions being offered 
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were leasehold land.  Suddenly, after being there and accepting those conditions, they want those conditions 
changed.  I do not know whether Dr Rogers can add any more. 

Dr P.P. Rogers: No, I cannot add any more.   

Mrs C.A. MARTIN: I draw the minister’s attention to the heading “Major Initiatives For 2006-07” on page 
1084.  Can the minister identify for me the development of the strategic plan for the management and protection 
of fish habitats in the Kimberley region as a major initiative, and will the minister elaborate on a number of 
points? The first is the federal government’s contribution to the Bardi marine patrol.  Was there such a 
contribution? I know that the Department of Fisheries put in a couple of hundred thousand dollars for the pilot, 
so I am just wondering whether there was a contribution by the federal government.  The second part of the 
question is: is it true that the closure of the northern fishery - the demersal fishery - is imminent? Finally, can the 
minister tell me whether the federal government has started to deal with its delinquent behaviour in the 
protection of the north west coastline?   
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I will direct questions 1 and 2 to the executive director and attempt to answer the third 
one myself. 

[2.15 pm] 
Dr P.P. Rogers:  We funded the pilot exercise of Operation Pandanus from existing resources.  We have yet to 
reach a final decision on our response to the federal budget for that period.  We certainly are of the mind - I 
know my minister is of the mind - that we will provide a service of that type at least for the remainder of this 
year as we work through these issues with the federal government.  The second question related to the question 
of a shark fishery and whether we are likely to close fisheries in response to the impact of foreign fishing.  We 
have to keep the situation of all the fisheries in the north under review because of the ongoing changing 
circumstances of foreign fishing activity.  Given that the level of activity grew from something like 8 000 vessels 
sighted to 13 000 vessels sighted in one year, the likely impact on sustainability is quite serious.  We are 
maintaining a very clear watching brief. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  In answer to the third part of the member for Kimberley’s question, the federal 
government response can be broken up into a tale of two ministers.  Minister Macdonald did not take the 
warnings seriously to the point that he was stripped of the portfolio.  Senator Abetz is there now, and there does 
appear to have been a dramatic improvement from our point of view; that is, there is a general recognition that it 
is a problem.  Where the previous minister turned a blind eye, the new minister, Senator Abetz, is treating the 
issue seriously and the state government is pleased with that.  We want outcomes.  While playing politics at 
times is good, we want outcomes in the first instance.  We are waiting now to see what the federal government 
comes up with in specific dollar terms and programs, but there does seem to be a dramatic and improved change 
of attitude. 
Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I would like to convey to the minister on behalf of the Ardyloon community at One Arm 
Point their thanks for, firstly, the project and, secondly, the response from the Minister for Fisheries.  I hope that 
the minister passes that on to him.  It is actually a sincere thankyou from them. 
Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  I refer to the second dot point on page 1077.  Taking on board the context of that 
sentence about aquaculture industries, I then refer the minister to page 1085, under “Capital Works Program” 
which shows that estimated expenditure for 2005-06 on completed works in regional aquaculture is $132 000.  
Could the minister describe what that was spent on?  Then, right at the bottom of the page, under “New Works”, 
is the sum of  $100 000.  Can the minister describe what that amount will be allocated to? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I will ask Bruno to answer that question. 
Mr B. Mezzatesta:  The two items in our capital works program relate to the ongoing maintenance costs 
associated with the two aquaculture plants that we have in the state; one in Broome and the other in Albany.  The 
funding allows us to keep those facilities up to date and functional. 
Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  My presumption then is that the $100 000 allocated for the forthcoming budget is 
split between Albany and Broome. 
Mr B. Mezzatesta:  Yes. 
Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer the minister to page 1084 under “Major Initiatives For 2006-07”.  Could the minister 
give me further information on the sixth dot point, which is the establishment of the Kalbarri Blue Holes fish 
habitat protection area? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I will ask Mr Millington to answer that question. 
Mr P.J. Millington:  This came out of a community initiative some years ago that the department facilitated.  
The original proposal went out as a discussion paper and there was some comment on it.  The current proposal, 
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which the previous minister considered and approved, was for some slightly amended boundaries taking into 
account some recreational fishing issues they had with the boundaries as originally proposed.  That, from 
memory, is now taking its place in our legislative drafting process.  It has fallen behind our planned timetable 
because of the necessity to give priority to the marine planning legislation for the new marine park that has come 
on stream in the past six or seven months.  That has taken priority, but this is still going forward and is on the list 
of areas to proclaim. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  I refer to the first dot point on page 1079 under “Major Initiatives For 2006-07”.  If the rock 
lobster fishermen reject the proposal to shift from the current management regime of input controls to a quota-
based system of management, will the minister accede to the rock lobster industry’s wishes? 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  Is that a hypothetical question? 
Mr G. SNOOK:  It is a direct question. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  It is a hypothetic question: “what if?”  We do not even know whether they will do that, 
but I will ask the executive director to answer that. 
Dr P.P. Rogers:  It is extremely difficult for me to make a judgment of my minister. 
The CHAIRMAN:  It is asking for an opinion. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  The point I am making, if I can with a further question - 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  Yes; maybe if the member rephrases the question, he might get bit more of an answer. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  I do not know whether I will get an answer however I rephrase it, but never mind.  The fact is 
that there is considerable discussion in the industry at present, as the minister is well aware.  Many of my 
constituents have approached me with concerns about the way the consultation is going and the way the 
industry’s views are, perhaps would one say, being collated or received in such a way that the industry appears 
not to want to shift to a quota-based management regime.  That has been made clear to me.  I am not questioning 
it or saying it is accurate, but that is what has been made clear to me.  The concern expressed to me is that they 
need to know whether the system of consultation will have some credibility.  That is why I ask the minister 
whether that consultation process will have the due regard that it deserves.  That is what the majority of 
fishermen ask.  If I can get the issues that were considered, that would keep it simple.  What issues were 
considered in the consultation? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  First of all, the member indicated there was some dissatisfaction with the consultation 
process, and then he asked what the consultation process will be.  Am I right in both those suppositions? 

Mr G. SNOOK:  No.  The minister is right in the first assumption that concerns are bring expressed by 
fishermen and that the process of consultation is probably not being heard.  There are concerns that their 
response will not be given due credence.  The vast majority of them are opposed to changing from a quota 
system.  I might add, as a former fisherman, that I do not have a fixed opinion either way on this.  I am not 
representing that personal fixed opinion because I do not have one.  I am simply asking -  
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: It is more the process and to make sure that everyone is listened to.  Yes, I get the 
question.  I ask the executive director to answer it. 
Dr P.P. Rogers: I will answer it the best I can.  In my understanding, the consultation process is very 
comprehensive and includes, towards the end of this year, a poll by the Rock Lobster Council of all managed 
fishery licensees as well as, as I understand it, skippers.  That poll would be proportional to the pot holdings in 
the fishery of managed fishery licensees.  As most of the issues in this are really about economic efficiency 
rather than risk to the stock, with the exception perhaps of zone B, my understanding of the minister’s position 
on this, without wanting to put words in my minister’s mouth, is that the minister will give proper and full due 
regard to the views of industry in this matter.  The real challenge is if they walk away from quotas for whatever 
reason they believe is appropriate, and the industry forms a view of economic performance that is focused on the 
input controls.  The real challenge for the industry is how to deal with increases in efficiency.  I am talking about 
addressing the technical efficiency associated with improvement of pot design, efficiency of boats and all those 
factors with which the member is very familiar, in terms of effort creep and eventually its impact on 
sustainability.  The other challenge is the impact of the long-term cost-price squeeze, which has become very 
evident in the industry since 1995.  Somehow the industry has to address those issues.  The industry is 
formulating a number of strategies.  Some of those strategies I expect as part of the response to the discussion 
papers. 
Mr G. SNOOK: The perplexity and complexity of the issue of management is equally matched by the 
complexity of equitable and fair allocations as part of a quota-based system, and that is the difficulty and that is 
the concern that many members are expressing to me.  I want that noted. 
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[2.25 pm] 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: I refer to page 1081, under “Service 3: Development and Promotion of the State’s 
Aquaculture Industry”.  The preamble states -  

The Department fosters and promotes the development of sustainable Western Australian aquaculture 
(including pearl production) by providing policy advice; establishing appropriate infrastructure; 

Can the minister tell me what appropriate infrastructure was established and at what cost? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Generally I see that as a policy directive.  We are not naming any specific projects.  They 
would have to be separate again, but there are no specific references.  Mr Rogers? 
Dr P.P. Rogers: The first primary piece of infrastructure we have for aquaculture is the Broome Aquaculture 
Park.  I think the cost of that was in excess of $1 million, for a pumping station as well as provision of land and 
power to the site.  Increasingly those sites have been taken up.  The other site is the Albany Aquaculture Park 
around Bald Head.  I think the cost of that was less than $1 million.  Some power infrastructure and roadworks 
were commissioned as part of that project and there was also the cost of setting up some lease areas.  The 
permanent trout hatchery has been upgraded to deal with the freshwater stocking issues, marron research and 
trout work in particular.  I cannot provide a figure on that because we have had that facility since the early 1930s, 
and every now and then there is a capital injection to deal with its upgrade.  There was a serious upgrade about 
three or four years ago to extend the external pond system.   
In addition to that, the government has invested $16 million for the construction of the new research centre at 
Hillarys.  Part of that amount was used to provide an aquaculture facility with a pumping station on the harbour, 
which allows seawater to come into tanks, and a reticulation system which is all independent under controlled 
temperature conditions.  It is a unique research facility.  It is being fully utilised at this present time and enables 
us to pick up external funding to do work on things such as abalone, the assessment of feeds and other type 
work.  We are also doing some work on rock lobster aquaculture as part of that work.  In my recollection, the 
aquaculture aspect of that building - the pumping station - was about $2 million overall of that $16 million.  In 
addition to that there is obviously a building component on the site, which is some small proportion of the 
facility.   
Mrs C.A. MARTIN: The capital works program detailed on page 1085 includes an item of just over $6 million 
for the Mandurah marine operations centre.  Can the minister provide some detail on this centre? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: Yes, it is a facility we are very proud of.  It is a multi-department facility, including the 
Department of Environment and the Western Australia Police.  Who else? 

Dr P.P. Rogers: Department of Fisheries. 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: We have got an agency, but Fisheries is there. 
Dr P.P. Rogers: Yes, there are four departments.  The Department of Water, I guess, is the other one.   

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: It will be a multipurpose facility that will serve all those departments in the Mandurah 
area.   
Mrs C.A. MARTIN: Can we have one in the Kimberley? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: If you ask nicely. 
Dr P.P. Rogers: If you give us the funding. 
Mr G.A. WOODHAMS: I refer to the second dot point on page 1081, under “Major Initiatives For 2006-07”, 
which concludes on the two words “abalone resource”.  Following on from the member for Moore’s question, 
which I think is central to the future of the most important fishery in Australia, from an economic and social 
perspective - the western rock lobster fishery - can the minister provide some detail about the allocations 
between the commercial and recreational fishing sectors in the rock lobster industry? 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I will ask Mr Rogers to respond.   
Dr P.P. Rogers: The simple answer is that there has not been a final determination by the minister on the 
allocation.  A draft report has gone out for public comment.  Those comments have come back and the Integrated 
Fisheries Allocation Advisory Committee will be providing advice to the minister within the next 12 months.  
The key issue is what the allocation will be between the sectors.  If the member wants copies of that literature, I 
am more than happy to make that available through his office. 
[2.35 pm] 
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Mr S.R. HILL: In light of what the member for Greenough was asking about, will any rock lobster fishers be 
disadvantaged during the initial quota allocation? 
Dr P.P. Rogers: We are presuming there is going to be a quota allocation.  I do not think that decision has been 
taken.  The approach that the IFAAC is taking at the present time is to look at the question of proportionality 
between each of the sectors; in other words, if it remains as input controls, it is a percentage of the share of the 
catch.  How that is managed will depend on the answer in terms of where the long-term management of the 
commercial fishery goes.  If it is quota, then obviously it would be still a percentage of the total allowable catch. 

Mr G. SNOOK: I refer to page 1077, services 1 and 2 in the service and appropriation summary.  With the 
increased pressure on fish stocks from the increasing number of recreational fishers and the natural competition 
for some of the same resource stocks between commercial and recreational fishers, why has the minister not 
increased spending in real terms in these two key service areas?  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: We are becoming more efficient in the management of the state.  Is the member referring 
to the estimated actual for 2004-05 of $14.1 million, as compared with the budgeted amount of $14.3 million? 

Mr G. SNOOK: In 2004-05 the first two items were $27 million and $15 million-odd in real terms. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I thought the member was looking at service 2. 

Mr G. SNOOK: Services 1 and 2 - two key critical areas. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  There has been an increase from $27 million to $29 million.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  In real terms? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: First of all, we are becoming more efficient, making sure that the government does not 
waste taxpayers’ money, and we get more services for the same dollar.  I am sure the member’s taxpayers want 
to make sure that happens. 

Mr G. SNOOK: Could the minister identify where those savings and efficiencies are found? 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: One of the main ones - I think it is nearly $1 million just in this year’s budget - is shared 
corporate services.  I will ask Bruno to explain further what is happening there. 

Mr B. Mezzatesta:  The 2006-07 and out year estimates include a reduction of $995 000, which reflects the 
savings that are expected under the move from an individual corporate services function within the department to 
a more centralised corporate services delivery model.  In other words, we do not want to have fewer inspectors 
out on the water.  We want to save on the bureaucracy to keep them out on the water.   

Mr G. SNOOK: I do not know whether there are any more inspectors, but there is no reduction.  Is that right? 
Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: There is no reduction. 
Mr G. SNOOK: So there is no increase in real terms.   
The appropriation was recommended. 
 


