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Division 38:  Conservation and Land Management, $115 734 000 - 
Mr McRae, Chairman. 

Dr Edwards, Minister for the Environment and Heritage. 

Mr K.J. McNamara, Acting Executive Director. 

Dr J.C. Byrne, Director, Corporate Services. 

Mr J.R. Sharp, Director, National Parks. 

Mr MASTERS:  I refer to page 621 of the Budget Statements.  I would like the minister to set the general scene 
for what will be roughly three hours of discussion on matters relating to her portfolio.  Under significant issues 
and trends, I would be grateful if the minister could indicate what she sees as the highlights of last year and the 
major initiatives of next year, with the exception of old-growth forest protection, which I will get back to later.  I 
raise that question because in the past 12 months there has been no legislation of any significance introduced 
under the minister’s environment portfolio, and it is hard to see from the significant issues and trends exactly 
how this Government’s policies have changed, with the exception of that for old-growth forests, from those of 
the previous Government.  Will the minister set the scene by highlighting the differences? 

Dr EDWARDS:  The member said that he would like me to set the scene so that members would know what this 
morning would be like.  This morning will be constructive, positive and interactive.  We are here to provide 
information to members who are asking questions.  I look forward to providing whatever information members 
want.  Perhaps it is a little unfair to disregard old-growth forests when we discuss what the Government has done 
in the past year; nevertheless, that is the member’s question.  The most significant thing the Government has 
done - which perhaps answers the member’s question - is to follow on from a decision made by the previous 
Government to split the Department of Conservation and Land Management and to form the Forest Products 
Commission, which happened in November 2000.  What we have done, and what Keiran McNamara and I have 
been in charge of, is to oversee a cultural change within CALM.  The cultural change has been that since 
November 2000, people associated with harvesting in the forest and associated activities are now located in the 
Forest Products Commission.  I now hear from people in CALM and from the community about their perception 
that CALM officers are getting the message and that CALM is now a conservation agency.  CALM’s focus is on 
conservation, and not only in its own estate, which is 10 per cent of the land area of Western Australia; it is also 
performing a very important role in supporting and advising on the conservation estate outside its own area - on 
private land, and on crown and other government land.  It would be wrong to measure everything with 
legislation; and, if we look at the previous Government’s record, not a lot of legislation went through in the 
environment area in its eight years in office.   

In the environment portfolio, the Zoological Parks Authority Bill 2001 - a Bill of the previous Government that it 
did not get through - has now progressed through the Parliament and been proclaimed.  Today, in fact, new 
members have been appointed to the Zoo board as per that Bill.   

A lot of work has been undertaken in my portfolio.  I could continue because I am enthusiastic about the work 
done by CALM, but other members probably want to ask questions.  Even when Governments change, a lot of 
work continues; for example, the Western Shield program.  A lot of other very worthy activities continue 
regardless of which party is in government.  The stamp that this Government has put on CALM has been to say 
two things.  The first is that CALM’s focus is now as a conservation agency that needs to protect our 
biodiversity, so it must go ahead and do that job.  The second, which is part of that cultural shift, is that in 
delivering the outcomes the Government wants and achieving its goals - goals that we all share - CALM needs to 
interact much more closely with the community.  I am now getting very good feedback from the community.  I 
recently attended a Western Australian Forest Alliance meeting in Collie at which people said they had noticed 
CALM had changed and they had experienced a tremendously increased flow of information, and they thanked 
CALM for that.  That is the sort of message I like to hear about the cultural change that is occurring.  

[9.10 am] 

Mr MASTERS:  Mr Chairman, is it your intention to alternate between the two sides of the House in allowing 
members to ask questions?  How would you like to arrange this morning’s proceedings? 

The CHAIRMAN:  It is a judgment call.  Like all things, there is no stark rule for allowing one question from the 
opposition members and another from the government members.  I recognise that sometimes a member will 
pursue a theme or particular area, and that a number of questions are relevant and necessary to explore and 
understand the budget papers.  I will allow members a couple of follow-up questions.  However, as a general 
rule, I will attempt to give some balance to all members, whether they are listed on the program as members of 
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this committee or are Independent members.  Any member of the Legislative Assembly is a member of this 
committee. 

Mr MASTERS:  I understand.  Have you allocated time frames for the seven environmental divisions we will 
debate today?  Can you give some indication as to how long we can spend on division 38? 

The CHAIRMAN:  It is very useful that the member has raised that.  It was remiss of me to not draw the 
committee’s attention to it earlier.  It is not my job to manage the committee’s work across the seven divisions.  I 
am happy, with the advice of the committee as a whole, to give members indications of the periods of time that it 
might allocate to each division.  The committee has three hours.  It might say that division 38 should take up two 
hours and the remaining six divisions should take up an hour.  That is for the committee to resolve.  I am happy 
to hear some comments about that, and, if the committee requires, to draw its attention to a broad time frame.  

Mr HYDE:  We are happy to give the Opposition some leeway in pursuing its issues.  However, it is our 
requirement that half the time be allocated to the government members for their questions.  If the Opposition 
wants to spend two hours on this division, we are happy for that to occur, but we will seek for an hour of that to 
be allocated to government members for their questions.  

The CHAIRMAN:  There are two issues.  One is about how the Chairman will give the call to members, 
regardless of the division that is being dealt with.  I have given my indication that, as a general rule, I will give 
equal time to all members of the committee, regardless of whether they are government, Liberal Party, National 
Party or Independent members, or other backbench members of the Government who are not listed on the 
program as members of the committee.  In general terms, I will attempt to provide a balanced opportunity for all 
members to ask their questions.  The second issue is about dividing up the time for the divisions.  This is a 
matter for the committee, not for me.  

Mr LOGAN:  Our limited experience during last year’s budget estimates gave us an insight into how we should 
divide up the divisions and allocate time.  The practice was that when the Opposition did not ask any further 
questions the division was put and the committee moved on.  I do not see that it should be any different this year.  
That is how it went last year, and my understanding is that that is how it normally works.  I think we should 
follow the same procedure. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Other committees found in other divisions that they pursued only one division.  Members of 
those committees wanted to pursue other divisions, but they did not get to them simply because no time was set 
aside.  It is a matter for the committee to manage.  

Mr MASTERS:  Since you, Mr Chairman, are not suggesting any specific time allocation, I think we will play it 
by ear.   

I ask a follow-up question to the minister.  The first dot point under significant issues and trends on page 621 
refers to “working to create 30 new national parks and two new conservation parks”.  I assume that those are 
former production forests; that is, they are within what used to be the state forest area.  Why, after 15 months of 
the term of the new Government, is there still no clear idea about those boundaries and what is happening with 
management plans?  Could the minister give some indication as to what will happen over the next 12 months 
with those 30 new national parks and two new conservation reserves?  

Dr EDWARDS:  I answer by first saying that the member may not have had his eye on the ball.  We have 
released indicative boundaries for a number of the parks.  We have been working with the stakeholder reference 
group for the Walpole wilderness area.  That will be the model for the rest of the parks.  We have released the 
indicative boundaries for the Walpole wilderness area, the Greater Preston National Park, the Greater Beedelup 
National Park and the Greater Kingston National Park, and for the expansion of the Wellington National Park.  

Mr MASTERS:  That is six out of 30. 

Dr EDWARDS:  That is right, and more are in the pipeline.  More announcements will be made shortly.  The 
focus of the Department of Conservation and Land Management over the past year has been on the forest 
management plan.  A lot of resources and energy have been directed into making sure that the forest 
management plan is drawn together as constructively as possible.  There are two parts: first, CALM is working 
on the forest management plan, and, second, work is being done on the indicative boundaries.  Maps have been 
released.  More importantly, we have announced that committees based on the membership of the local 
community and surrounding areas - local governments and people with multiple interests - will come together to 
give us further advice on the indicative boundaries.  Generally, those committees will help us draw up the 
management plans.  A lot of work is going on, but, most importantly, there is a lot of interaction with the 
community. 
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Mr MASTERS:  Why have only six of the 30 parks - including the conservation parks - been drawn up?  Is it a 
case of underfunding or there not being enough people in the community to provide that advice? 

Dr EDWARDS:  We are staging the development of the parks over the four years of this term of government.  
Five in the first year is good.  A number are ready to go.  The maps have arrived in my office, but I have not 
looked at them yet.  We will announce those in the near future.  The approach is for all members of the 
community to consider it in a staged way.  There is no point announcing all 30 parks on the one date.  It is better 
to work it through carefully and allow the experts in the areas to finish one job before moving on to another.  
Funding in this area has been increased.  Funding is certainly not a problem. 

Mr LOGAN:  Dot point one on page 621 refers to the creation of 30 national parks, and we should congratulate 
the minister for that.  What will be the funding arrangements for the management of those national parks, and 
how will they be managed? 

Dr EDWARDS:  As part of the old-growth forest package, an extra $25 million has been allocated to the 
creation of national parks.  That is broken down between recurrent expenditure and capital works funding.  All 
the new national parks will have new money for capital works so that people can use them appropriately.  In 
addition, recurrent funding will be available to make sure that rangers can manage the area.  We have already put 
on extra staff in the planning branch of CALM to help draw up the boundaries and properly plan the national 
parks.  In addition, we have been looking to see what former timber workers we can employ within CALM.  
That is part of this policy.  To date, many of the timber workers contacted have found other work that they would 
prefer to do.  That in itself is a good story.  

Dr WOOLLARD:  This question relates to all the divisions under the minister’s portfolio.  The community 
concern is that the budget for environmental agencies and departments has been cut.  Could the minister clarify, 
either today or on notice, what has been the funding over the past few years and what is the proposed funding for 
the various agencies over the next financial year?  

[9.20 am] 

Dr EDWARDS:  I seek a ruling from the Chair on that matter.  We are dealing with division 38.   

The CHAIRMAN:   That is right. 

Dr EDWARDS:  I will comment on every division as we proceed but, in respect of this division, members will 
notice from the budget papers that funding has been increased and it has been maintained in the forward 
estimates.  In this area, an additional $25 million has been allocated over four years, particularly to help with the 
old-growth forest policy.  As a general statement, funding has increased across the whole portfolio, but within 
entities funding has both increased and decreased.  Obviously, as Minister for the Environment, I want as much 
funding as I can possibly lay my hands on.  I have had a lot of positive discussion with the Expenditure Review 
Committee and my cabinet colleagues outlining to them the importance of this area, but it is difficult.  In all 
sectors of the community and in government no-one has as much money as they would like to have to implement 
their goals and visions.  I have very professional staff within all my departments; we work exceedingly hard and 
get very good outcomes.  My message across the whole portfolio is that if we want true sustainability and if we 
want people to embrace our environmental goals, we have to work more closely with the community.  A lot of 
the changes in the environment portfolio that will improve the environment and quality of life, rely on people 
changing their own behaviour.  That is the hardest ask of all.  It is easy to interact with the community and make 
sure that environmental issues are taken up properly within government, but it is much harder to put these 
measures into practice. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Before I give the next call, I advise the member for Alfred Cove, who I do not think was in 
the Chamber when I read out the preamble, that the question she asked was marginal as an allowable question.  
The purpose of these committees, pursuant to standing orders and our practice, is to look at the expenditure 
allocated to particular policy outcomes.  That is the way this committee works and that is why the minister 
hesitated and sought my guidance on how to answer the member, because she did not actually ask a question. 

DR WOOLLARD:  I thought it would cover most areas. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I understand that.  I am happy to provide the member with a copy of the chairperson’s 
statement so that she will understand that limitation.   

Mr EDWARDS:  Will the minister enlarge on dot point two at page 622, and on how she will accommodate the 
aspirations of indigenous communities for joint management in conservation and land management and 
employment, and perhaps provide some funding background? 

Dr EDWARDS:  The Government went to the election with a commitment to work more closely with indigenous 
communities and to look at joint management of the conservation estate.  When we have finished our 
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consultation with indigenous communities, we will be amending the CALM Act to make sure we can properly 
do joint management.  Since I have been minister I have signed a number of agreements with Aboriginal land 
councils to work much more closely with CALM, and to determine how they can work together and get shared 
conservation outcomes.  There is an obvious advantage for the indigenous communities, because they have 
greater control over land in which they are interested.  There is also an advantage for CALM, because it means, 
particularly in some of the more remote areas, that those people can be involved in caring for the land and 
keeping an eye on it, and CALM can extend its presence into those areas.  The most meaningful thing I have 
done in respect of this issue since I have been minister was to take part, with the Premier, in the signing of living 
area leases for two Aboriginal communities within the Purnululu National Park.  This is part of seeking their 
agreement to have that area world heritage listed.  We signed those living area leases a number of months ago, 
and those communities now have a presence in land that they traditionally came from.  That will give not only 
very good conservation outcomes for Western Australia, but also very good outcomes for those particular 
communities.  At that ceremony the community was very moved by the signing of the agreement and spoke of 
how positive it was.  As part of the Purnululu agreement, we have set aside money and organised to train some 
members of those communities as rangers.  We have created a number of trainee ranger positions.  In addition, 
we are working on a program to increase the participation of Aboriginal people in the CALM work force, and we 
have a plan over the next four or five years that outlines how we will increase that proportion of people.  I will 
ask Mr McNamara to add briefly to that. 

Mr McNAMARA:  The department has established a number of traineeships, cadetships and scholarships for 
Aboriginal people working in the department.  The numbers are intended to increase across the State in the 
coming financial year as well as in the out years, but there will be an emphasis on some of the more remote 
areas.  Concurrent with the role of those sorts of initiatives there will also be an increasing emphasis on the 
formation of park councils; and the first priority for a park council will be at Purnululu.  The Director of Parks 
and Visitor Services, Jim Sharp, has had carriage of this area within the department and may be able to add some 
further comment. 

The CHAIRMAN:  As a matter of form, it is important that the adviser be directed by the minister to comment. 

Dr EDWARDS:  Yes. 

Mr SHARP:  The proposal is to set traineeships in place in parks.  We are anticipating that the first one will be in 
Purnululu, and that it will start in the near future.  It is also anticipated they will be in places such as the Mitchell 
Plateau and Shark Bay.  At least in this first phase, up to 12 trainees will be involved in direct park management.  
We have also been working with the Aboriginal communities who are doing the employment, but we are 
involving ourselves with them in training so they can be trained in a way that is consistent with managing the 
land for conservation values.  A training program is being conducted for the reserves vested in this agency.   

Mr EDWARDS:  Is this something the indigenous people have identified themselves or is it something CALM 
has identified? 

Dr EDWARDS:  It is both.  The indigenous people have identified to us that they want to play a much greater 
role, but CALM was already working on it.  I was in the fortunate position, shortly after becoming minister, that 
CALM had a number of initiatives in the bottom drawer and we were able to wheel them out and allocate 
funding to them. 

Mr HYDE:  On page 622 one of the major policy decisions involves an allocation for wildfire suppression.  I 
was critical of the previous Government for not allocating funding for that activity in the budget, because every 
time there was a fire Treasury was asked for a top-up.  I would like some information regarding this contingency 
funding. 

Dr EDWARDS:  The money is allocated in recognition of the need for CALM to have money for wildfire 
suppression.  Last year we had such a dry winter and we had a dry winter the previous winter; this is a great 
issue in the south west.  This is something that worries all members of Parliament.  There is money for wildfire 
suppression, but in addition we are looking at the issue of fires and CALM’s response to them as part of a 
broader review.  We recently conducted a fire symposium over three days, at which people from all walks of life 
and all sorts of professional backgrounds gave scientific information and advice.  CALM has done an internal 
fire review, and those two things will shortly be pooled by a more public review of CALM and fire, when the 
Environmental Protection Authority does a public review of the whole issue.  We have a number of prongs to 
our management of fire within CALM.  We have been looking at the work force, and at how CALM undertakes 
prescribed burns and the biodiversity aspect of that.  We have also been making sure that we have enough money 
to fight fires when they occur.  

[9.30 am] 
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The reality in regional areas is that CALM is often called upon to attend and help fight fires, and its presence can 
be incredibly important.   

Mr MASTERS:  I refer to the output and appropriation summary at page 623, which is really the nuts and bolts 
of the Department of Conservation and Land Management’s budget.  Does the line in the middle of that page, 
total cost of outputs, represent the money that is spent by CALM in doing its job?  When we compare the 2000-
01 actual with the 2001-02 budget, there is a $33 million reduction from $186 million to $153 million.  Note (a) 
at the bottom of page 623 states that the appropriation amount for 2000-01 has been adjusted to make it 
comparable with the actual appropriations.  Why has there been a $33 million reduction, yet the figures have 
been adjusted to take account of the changes within CALM for the Forest Products Commission, etc?  When we 
compare the 2001-02 actual with the 2001-02 budget, there has been another $12 million reduction.  I know that 
the minister made an announcement about that matter last year, but what was that $12 million for?  I challenge 
the minister’s statement that more money has been put into the CALM budget, because its budget this year is 
still $7 million down from its budget last year.  What is the reason for that reduction?  

Dr EDWARDS:  There are a number of significant reasons.  The member has already alluded to one of those 
reasons; namely, the change with the creation of the Forest Products Commission.  The other reason is that it 
includes the AlintaGas money, which last year was not spent.  

Dr BYRNE:  The adjustment that the member mentioned relates to the introduction of accrual accounting.  It 
does not really relate to the formation of the Forest Products Commission.  That is the reason for the reduction 
from $186 million to $153 million.  The Forest Products Commission expenditure is still there in the 
$186 million for 2000-01.   

Mr MASTERS:  Note (a) states that the appropriation amount for 2000-01 has been adjusted to make it 
comparable with the accrual appropriations which came into effect in 2001-02.  If it has been adjusted to make it 
comparable, how can we compare apples with lemons, because the first column under total cost of outputs 
includes the Forest Product Commission, yet note (a) states that it does not?   

Dr EDWARDS:  Note (a) relates to the accrual appropriations rather than the Forests Products Commission, 
because, as Dr Byrne has just said, included within the $186 million in 2000-01 is money for the Forests 
Products Commission.  That money was in that budget when it went through Parliament at that time.  

Mr MASTERS:  I also asked for a comment on the difference between last year’s budget and this year’s budget 
allocation, which is $7  million down.   

Dr EDWARDS:  AlintaGas money of $8.424 million that was in the 2001-02 budget was not spent, because until 
recently we could not get confirmation from the Commonwealth that the AlintaGas money would be regarded as 
new money.  Therefore, despite what was written in the intergovernmental agreement for the national action plan 
for salinity and water quality, we could not get the Commonwealth Government to sign off to say definitely that 
the AlintaGas money and the $10 million of new election commitments money for salinity would be regarded as 
new money.  Therefore, $8.424 million was not spent in the 2001-02 budget.  In this budget we have money 
from AlintaGas but we are spreading it over three years instead of two years.   

Mr HYDE:  I refer to page 625, output 1, nature conservation.  I understand that some $40 million will be spent 
on salinity in this budget.  Will that salinity funding be devolved to local groups?  Is this all part of the package, 
or is this just the Government coming in over the top? 

Dr EDWARDS:  I seek your indulgence, Mr Chairman.  Salinity is spread over a number of portfolios, so I will 
need to refer to a number of portfolios to answer the member’s question.  It may be more constructive if I do 
that, because otherwise we may get quite confused.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The minister will need to respond in the first instance on the appropriations in this budget, 
and she can then talk in general terms about the connection between the different portfolios. 

Dr EDWARDS:  In the 2002-03 budget, CALM will spend as baseline funding $8.05 million on salinity.  In 
addition, CALM has the AlintaGas money, from which this year we have set aside $4.495 million to be spent on 
salinity.  The total amount we anticipate spending in 2002-03 is $41 million.  In this financial year, we anticipate 
spending around $36 million.  In signing the intergovernmental agreement, we have put $60 million of new 
money on the table to talk to the Commonwealth.  That includes the AlintaGas money; the $10 million in the 
election commitments that we made; the money for regional land care coordinators, which was also an election 
commitment; and money from the Forest Products Commission to do work that will benefit salinity.  I seek to 
lay on the Table a table of the estimated salinity funding, which explains more clearly what I am talking about. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will need to check the standing orders to see whether the minister can lay that on the Table.  
I think she can just distribute it.  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 28 May 2002] 

 p57c-69a 
Mr Bernie Masters; Dr Judy Edwards; Chairman; Mr John Hyde; Mr Fran Logan; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Jeremy 

Edwards; Ms Sue Walker; Mr Brendon Grylls; Mr Martin Whitely 

 [6] 

Dr WOOLLARD:  I refer to the Government’s protection of old-growth forests policy, and I congratulate the 
Government on the work it has done so far.  I appreciate that the Government intends to make an announcement 
about the proposed new national parks.  At the ecotourism conference the other week, a professor from one of 
the universities said that CALM was under-funded in managing national parks.  What will be the funding for the 
management of national parks?  Is there money in the budget for the high conservation value areas that are yet to 
be defined, and does the minister envisage that those areas will be added to the national parks in the long term?  I 
am referring to significant issues and trends at page 621.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I am having the table that the minister wishes to present distributed.  If the minister would 
like to have that table incorporated in Hansard, she will need to refer directly to it, and then at some point she 
will be able to have that table incorporated.  It is possible for the material that is quoted from to be incorporated. 

[9.40 am] 

Dr EDWARDS:  Is it possible to retrospectively seek to have incorporated into Hansard the material referred to 
in response to the question from the member for Perth? 

Mr HYDE:  Could I ask the minister to elucidate on her answer? 

The CHAIRMAN:  The information could be provided that way or it could be done by way of supplementary 
information.  It depends on the nature of the information that the minister will be presenting.  I am quite happy 
for it to be incorporated into Hansard as part of the minister’s response. 

Dr EDWARDS:  To answer the question of the member for Alfred Cove, an extra $25 million has been put into 
the Department of Conservation and Land Management budget to fund both capital works and the recurrent costs 
of the new national parks that we are creating.  I reject any proposition that there is not enough money to do that.  
In the coming financial year, a record amount will be spent on national parks.  That is driven by this policy.  I 
think the person who made that statement is not aware of the money that is being spent on national parks.  

A decision has not yet been made on the high conservation value report.  However, I envisage that if, as a result 
of that decision, it is said that further areas should be reserved, such areas will either be managed as if they are 
incorporated into national parks or they will be incorporated into national parks, depending on the nature of any 
decision. 

[Supplementary Information No B1] 

Mr WHITELY:  On page 622 one of the major policy decisions is that $500 000 will be spent on fire protection, 
the urban bushland advisory service and indigenous joint management, training and employment.  What is the 
role of the urban bushland advisory service? 

Dr EDWARDS:  The Government went to the last election with a commitment to establish an urban bushland 
advisory service.  The election commitment was to investigate whether that service should come under the 
Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority or CALM.  During the machinery of government review, we had a further 
look at it and decided that it should be part of CALM.  Some money is now being allocated in this budget for 
setting up that service, which will be done during the coming financial year.  Money is also allocated for the 
indigenous joint management, training and employment about which we spoke before. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  One of the major initiatives for 2002-03 on page 632 is to commence the development of a 
nomination for world heritage listing for Ningaloo Marine Park and North West Cape.  Given that Coral Bay is 
the heart of Ningaloo Marine Park, I cannot see in output 4 any allocation of moneys for the rehabilitation of 
Coral Bay, which is severely damaged at the moment.  Where is the money for that? 

Dr EDWARDS:  At a recent cabinet meeting, the Government decided that following the work that we have 
done and the acceptance by the federal Government to proceed with world heritage nomination for the Purnululu 
National Park, the next area the State will focus on is world heritage listing for the Ningaloo Marine Park and the 
Cape Range area.  Obviously as we proceed through that, there will be a lot of consultation with the community 
and we will work it through with the community.  Work is going on in CALM to give consideration to Coral 
Bay.  The marine branch in particular has been involved in that.  I am vitally interested in the infrastructure 
issues at Coral Bay.  I have made sure that people, particularly those from my ministerial office, know what is 
going on and are pushing other agencies to do things.  That aspect is not part of this budget, but we have money 
for further works in Coral Bay. 

Mr SHARP:  We have been able to access funding through a commonwealth funding program for the 
introduction of moorings at Coral Bay.  The planning process is going on now to deal with mooring issues for 
the existing mooring control area that has been established in Bills Bay.  A further process is to be undertaken 
for the consideration of a boat-launching facility, which again will deal with the issues of boating safety and 
impacts in Bills Bay.  Those processes are under way.   
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Ms SUE WALKER: I understand from the budget papers that no money has been allocated for Coral Bay but 
funding is being put aside for the new jetty at the southern end of Bills Bay to take boats out of Coral Bay.  Is 
that correct? 

Dr EDWARDS:  The jetties come under the Department for Planning and Infrastructure budget, which covers 
transport. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  What moneys have been put aside for the project to which the adviser has just referred? 

Dr EDWARDS:  I will take that as a supplementary question.  I do not think we have the details. 

[Supplementary Information No B2] 

Mr EDWARDS:  The sixth dot point of the major initiatives on page 626 refers to feral cats.  What areas are the 
Western Shield program currently covering and what future areas will it cover?  What are the previous costs and 
what will be the future costs of the program? 

Dr EDWARDS:  Research trials for feral cat baiting have been undertaken in a number of areas, for example, in 
Shark Bay and the Wanjarri nature reserve.  It is envisaged that baiting will be applied on a broader scale in the 
near future.  As minister, I had the privilege last year of launching a new cat device, which is a sort of miaow in 
a box.  It is put in the bush to attract cats.  It is an excellent initiative because the machine is made in workshops 
by people with disabilities.  It is therefore giving them meaningful employment.  A high technology company is 
involved in the manufacture of the electronic chips and in making the device very small and robust.  I was quite 
surprised because I thought cats were more sensitive to smell than a miaow.  However, the miaow device works 
very well.  I was tempted to bring one to Parliament but I thought that I had better not. 

Mr McNAMARA:  Western Shield continues to be a very successful program.  The current coverage is about 
3.5 million hectares, mostly in the south west of the State but also including the Peron Peninsula at Shark Bay, 
the Montebello Islands and some arid areas.  The total budget for Western Shield, inclusive of Project Eden at 
Shark Bay, is in the order of $2 million per annum.  That is within the nature conservation output figures in the 
budget.  We are hopeful that we will be able to extend the current fox control program into the more arid areas 
where the it does not achieve native fauna recoveries because of the inability to control cats.  We are hopeful that 
with continued research and trialing of cat control, we will be able to extend it.  We have recently succeeded in 
eradicating cats from Faure Island in Shark Bay on behalf of Australian Wildlife Conservancy, the private group 
that has bought the island. 

[9.50 am] 

Mr HYDE:  I refer to the construction of the karri-tingle discovery centre mentioned on page 635 of the Budget 
Statements, which has been allocated $1 million in this budget.  Is this a new initiative or is it an enhancement of 
a previous initiative?  I understand that it will be located in the Walpole wilderness area.  I am very keen on 
involving school students with these environmental initiatives.  Is any allowance made for that in the budget?  

Dr EDWARDS:  Moneys have been set aside in this budget for the karri-tingle discovery centre as part of our 
election commitment to old-growth forests.  The centre will also be important to the Walpole wilderness area.   

Mr SHARP:  As the minister has outlined, the first phase in the process of establishing the Walpole wilderness 
area, which incorporates several national parks, has been to establish a stakeholder reference group.  That group 
has been considering indicative boundaries and is about to provide advice to the minister on what the best 
boundary should be.  That advice will include a range of points of view from the community.  Positions have 
been called for and people have been placed on an advisory committee for the next phase, which is the 
management planning for the Walpole wilderness area and the parks included in it.  One of that committee’s 
major tasks will be to plan where the karri-tingle interpretive centre will be located and how it will function.  
That will be part of the consultative process.  The Government is committed to providing an education and 
interpretive centre.  The centre will be a base from which those educational and interpretive programs can 
operate, particularly regarding karri and tingle forests.  

Mr HYDE:  Will the centre complement the Tree Top Walk?  Will it be located in roughly the same area, or is it 
a stand-alone initiative?  

Dr EDWARDS:  The exact area is yet to be determined and the committee will have input into that.  I believe it 
will complement the Tree Top Walk because it will be another facility that people can visit in the area.  It will be 
another way to interpret some of the State’s key natural assets.   

Mr SHARP:  The Tree Top Walk provides a distinct way to experience the forest and adds to people’s 
understanding of the area.  The karri-tingle centre will focus on education rather than direct experience and will 
be totally complementary in that sense.  It will be the base for educational programs.  Some educational 
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programs already operate at the Tree Top Walk, but this centre will primarily focus on educative and interpretive 
programs and on training people.  

Mr MASTERS:  I refer to the output performance measures for forest sustainable management on page 628 of 
the Budget Statements.  The budget estimates that the area of forest to be managed will reduce from 1 875 000 
hectares in 2001-02 to 1 475 000 hectares in 2002-03, which is a reduction of 400 000 hectares.  The explanation 
for that reduction is that the areas proposed as additional reserves will be managed under the nature conservation 
and parks and visitor services output.  However, when I tried to find out where that 400 000 hectares had gone, I 
referred to output 1 on page 625 of the Budget Statements, which shows an increased area of only 300 000 
hectares of additional reserves.  Therefore, 100 000 hectares is missing.  Output 4 does not provide any 
information about the area of land managed.  Can the minister explain where the missing 100 000 hectares has 
gone?  I am sure it is somewhere, but I would like to know where.  

Dr EDWARDS:  I reassure the member that it is not missing in action.  It would be best to provide the member 
with supplementary information so that I can give him an exact answer.  

[Supplementary Information No B3]  

Mr LOGAN:  I refer the minister to output 1 on page 625 of the Budget Statements.  The allocation for programs 
for flora and fauna conservation for threatened species and ecological communities has increased by $36 000.  
The explanation for that increase is the addition of threatened species to the schedule list.  Would the minister 
expand on that?  Are they additional threatened species? 

Mr McNAMARA:  Under the Wildlife Conservation Act, species of flora and fauna may be declared as rare by 
the minister publishing a notice in the Government Gazette.  The Department of Conservation and Land 
Management annually updates its lists to make sure that they are current because of their use in a wide range of 
environmental and planning approvals as well as in driving our research and management actions.  The 
threatened species lists are gradually growing to reflect our increasing knowledge of and increasing focus on 
invertebrate fauna over time.  That explains the upward trend over recent years.  

Mr LOGAN:  Does the minister have any idea what those species are?  

Dr EDWARDS:  A range of species have been identified to be added to the list.  In the past year or so, CALM 
has undertaken a large biodiversity survey of the wheatbelt.  It discovered a number of species of flora that it did 
not previously know were there.  Because our State is so large and is relatively uninhabited in certain parts, often 
new species are found when surveys are conducted.  Although I cannot give the member a particular example, 
species of invertebrates and flora in particular are often found that we did not know existed.  It is good for 
conservationists to see this list increase because it reassures them that we are finding out more information.  

Mr GRYLLS:  I refer to nature conservation.  Page 58 of the Economic and Fiscal Outlook indicates that the 
CALM budget for salinity initiatives is $9.1 million.  However, I have not been able to determine that from the 
budget.  Page 625 of the Budget Statements refers to a deferral of $4.5 million for expenditure on the salinity 
strategy.  Given that this money should have been expended last year, does this mean that the salinity strategy for 
2002-03 will have its budget reduced $4.5 million?  

Dr EDWARDS:  I must refer to the table of estimated salinity funding I handed members previously.  In 2002-
03 CALM will spend around $12 million on salinity initiatives.  Money was deferred last year but that is now 
being spread over the future years.  I direct the member to the table that shows that in 2002-04, $4.496 million of 
AlintaGas money will be spent on salinity initiatives and in 2004-05, $8.354 million of AlintaGas money will be 
spent on salinity initiatives.  That money has not been lost; it has been shifted to make sure we can match it.   

The figure of $4.5 million to which the member referred was a mistake in budget paper No 3.  I understand that 
some previous salinity spending initiatives and another figure were added.  The true figure is $8.05 million to 
come directly from CALM and the rest will be money from the proceeds of AlintaGas.  

Mr GRYLLS:  The $4.5 million from AlintaGas was deferred from last year, so it is last year’s money going into 
this year’s budget.  

Dr EDWARDS:  It is new money that has not yet been spent that will be spent in the coming financial year.  

[10.00 am] 

Dr WOOLLARD:  I will support the CALM Bill.  I congratulate the Government on the separation of powers 
between CALM and the Forest Products Commission.  I refer to page 621 of the Budget Statements and the need 
to establish throughout the State a comprehensive, adequate and representative conservation reserve system, both 
terrestrial and marine.  What has the Government funded for marine parks in the budget?  I question CALM’s 
credibility within its conservation portfolio given that it has recommended that an area of land that buffers a 
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marine park should become a recreation reserve.  I believe that the minister is considering that suggestion, which 
does not appear to have been made by people who are concerned about conservation.  

Dr EDWARDS:  A marine park is different from a national park.  It is generally accepted that marine parks are 
areas of multiple use.  That is the basis of their creation.  Marine parks have zones in which certain activities can 
or cannot occur.  The highest level of marine protection in the portfolio is a marine nature reserve.  A nature 
reserve has been declared at Hamelin Pool in Shark Bay because of the stromatolites in the area.  It is not correct 
to compare the activities allowed in nature and marine parks with those allowed in national parks.  National 
parks are terrestrially based and have clearly defined activities that can and cannot occur.  They are created very 
much for conservation purposes.  The marine park scenario is different and they have different functions.   

The CALM marine branch is very active.  It worked with the previous Government on a proposal to create a 
marine park at Jurien Bay.  This Government is revisiting aspects of that proposal because various groups in the 
community were not happy.  It is very keen to proceed with the park, perhaps with some differences to take into 
account the concerns of those who were not happy with the previous proposal.  CALM has also set up a number 
of committees and is moving through the complicated process of establishing marine parks in other areas.  Under 
the Department of Conservation and Land Management Act, the proposal to establish a marine park is slightly 
convoluted.  Ministers must meet at the beginning of the process and committees, as laid out in the statutes, must 
be set up and run the process.  At the end, three ministers must agree.  Although it is a cumbersome process, 
CALM has changed its procedures in the past few years, and it now manages that process better than it did 
previously.  I hope we will have a better outcome with marine parks in this State. 

Mr MASTERS:  Which groups were unhappy with the marine park process? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am not sure that that relates to a budget expenditure item. 

Mr MASTERS:  The minister made that statement - 

The CHAIRMAN:  As an explanation of process; not as an explanation of expenditure.  

Dr WOOLLARD:  Will the minister explain the Government’s intentions for the Swan estuary marine park?  
The minister said that the Government is looking to create new marine parks, but CALM is planning almost to 
destroy part of the Swan estuary marine park by allowing dogs to enter the water.   

The CHAIRMAN:  To what page is the member referring? 

Dr WOOLLARD:  Page 621.  

Dr EDWARDS:  I probably answered that question when I pointed out the difference between marine parks and 
national parks.  Dogs cannot enter national parks because there are certain conservation values on the land 
sought to be protected.  In addition, baiting is undertaken in some parks to encourage the return of native 
animals.  That baiting presents a danger to dogs.  The rationale for the establishment of marine parks is different 
and there is not the same level of exclusion of certain activities, except in particular zones or marine nature 
reserves.    

This Government went to the election with a list of other areas it would investigate as potential marine parks.  It 
is now considering the establishment of committees to progress those parks.  The Swan estuary marine park is 
already set up and has its own management plan.  

Mr WHITELY:  The last dot point on page 628 refers to entering into an agreement with the Forest Products 
Commission outlining circumstances in which forest products can be stockpiled and ensuring that in-forest 
stockpiles of forest products are kept to a minimum.  Will the minister outline the benefits of keeping in-forest 
stockpiles to a minimum?  

Dr EDWARDS:  This issue has been raised on a number of occasions.  The Labor Party made an election 
campaign commitment to audit the stockpiles, and the Conservation Commission has been doing that.  I 
understand that the report will come to me shortly.  The Government wants to do this for a number of reasons.  It 
wants to ensure that timber that could be put to better use is not being left behind in the forest.  I recently 
directed my office to get together with the office of the Minister for Forestry to look at what we need to do to 
enable timber left behind on the forest floor to be used.  A couple of issues emerge.  First, some of the wood 
could be salvaged for lower-value purposes.  Secondly, people who are interested in craft wood have stated that 
some of the wood left behind could be suitable for their purposes.  A committee has been established to look at 
the impediments to doing that, how to overcome them, how to use that resource to the highest value possible and 
how to feed those ideas into the forest management plan to ensure that they are properly considered in the 
context of a forest management plan.  
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Mr MASTERS:  During the previous term of government accusations were directed to the hierarchy of CALM 
that scientific papers produced by some professional staff had been censored. 

The CHAIRMAN:  What is the reference? 

Mr MASTERS:  I will explain.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I am looking for the reference in the budget papers.  

Mr MASTERS:  I need to develop my question.  I will explain.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I still need a reference.  

Mr MASTERS:  I will explain my question.  The Chairman will understand - 

The CHAIRMAN:  I must have a reference. 

Mr MASTERS:  It does not relate to a reference in the budget papers.   

The CHAIRMAN:  There is no question.   

Mr MASTERS:  I refer to page 625 and the output performance measures.  No mention is made of the number of 
scientific papers produced by the professional staff in the nature conservation section of CALM.  Many other 
divisions in the budget papers contain specific statements about the scientific paper output.  Why is there no 
reference on page 625 to this very important issue? 

The CHAIRMAN:  That is a well-phrased question.  

Mr MASTERS:  Mr Chairman, I express my concern that you have not allowed me to develop the question in a 
fair and reasonable way.  I would have got to that point, but you forced me in a way that is not conducive to the 
good running of this committee.  

Dr EDWARDS:  It is a good question and I will ask the executive director to answer it.  

Mr McNAMARA:  Page 625 deals with the department’s nature conservation output, which is a $63 million 
budget estimate for 2002-03.  Our expenditure on scientific research through the science division is about 
$9 million or $10 million per annum.  In addition, that division attracts considerable external funds from the 
Commonwealth Government, research and development corporations and the like.  Other research is carried out 
by various people throughout the department.  It has been normal practice for the department to publish a list of 
publications in the annual report, and a full record is available through that source and in other science division 
publications.  The department’s nature conservation output includes a wide range of measures and so on that 
could be brought to bear.  It has not highlighted scientific papers as one of the measures given the size and scale 
of the output overall. 

Mr MASTERS:  I am not satisfied with that answer.  I asked why there is no output performance measure on this 
topic.  I am well aware of the annual report list.  If we are talking about the effectiveness with which money that 
is allocated in this budget is spent, I believe that future budget documents need to include that information.  I 
refer to page 648, which deals with a different division, and scientific papers accepted for publication.  In the 
absence of an explanation for its not being there, I ask that it be there in future years.   

[10.10 am] 

The CHAIRMAN:  It is very important, unless the committee wishes to move to division 39, that we do not 
jump ahead. 

Mr MASTERS:  We are discussing page 629.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I am interested in the line of inquiry that the member for Vasse is pursuing and I want to ask 
for additional information on this matter. 

Dr EDWARDS:  I refer to the output performance measures on page 625 of the Budget Statements, which are 
signed off by the Auditor General.  As the member said, and from my quick count, CALM’s annual report lists 
nine pages of papers that have been published by people in the department.  I am happy to look at that.  That is a 
reasonable comment, and I will take that up.  

Mr MASTERS:  That is my last question and the member for Nedlands has one more question.  Time is drawing 
to a close and we need to move to another division. 

The CHAIRMAN:  As I indicated at nine o’clock this morning, and I went to some - 

Mr MASTERS:  I am alerting you to the fact that this is my last question.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I thank the member for his assistance.  
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Ms SUE WALKER:  I again refer to the area of Coral Bay that is within the Mauds Landing sanctuary zone in 
the Ningaloo Marine Park and the minister’s admission that there is no money in this budget for the 
rehabilitation of Coral Bay. 

Dr EDWARDS:  The member for Nedlands has misinterpreted what I said.  I said that I cannot give her the exact 
figures today because that is what we call the fine detail, which I do not have in my head.  I have committed to 
provide that to the member as supplementary information.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  I understood the minister to say that money was put aside for the mooring.   

Dr EDWARDS:  The member for Nedlands did not listen.  I said that was in the transport portfolio.  Money has 
been allocated in our budget for work at Coral Bay.  We will provide that detail to the member by way of 
supplementary information.  If we were to bring in the small detail of everything that CALM did we would have 
caseloads of documents.   

Mr GRYLLS:  I refer to the table headed “Estimated Salinity funding 2000-01 to 2005-06”, which the minister 
provided earlier, that shows $12.941 million has been allocated to the intergovernmental agreement for this year.  
The Commonwealth has allocated $158 million over seven years, and that is $22.5 million a year if the Western 
Australian Government can match that funding.  Would I be correct in saying that, as the Government has 
allocated only $12.9 million, we are $10 million short of matching the Commonwealth’s allocation?  If we 
extrapolate that, after five years we will have received only $60 million of the $158 million that is available, so 
that in the last two years of that seven-year plan we will need to catch up on funding of $98 million?   

Dr EDWARDS:  Although the Commonwealth speaks of this sum of $158 million over the seven years, each 
time we talk to it, it raises a lot of difficulties about that money.  Although the member for Merredin will not like 
me saying this, the Commonwealth still has not responded to the letter that I wrote on 13 March asking for some 
recognition of the money Western Australia previously spent.   

This table shows that this Government and previous Governments have spent a lot of money on salinity, and 
Western Australia is ahead of expenditure in other States.  This table relates to the next four of five years.  We 
made it clear to the Commonwealth when we signed the intergovernmental agreement, and in bilateral 
discussions, that Western Australia expected further money over the seven years of the agreement and that it was 
interested in going the whole hog in matching the $158 million allocation.  I have previously got together within 
government a table to show that Western Australia could come up with $158 million, but all parties are 
questioning that, not least the federal Government.  One of the reasons that the Government is pushing strongly, 
as a last ditch effort, to have recognition given to the money that was spent previously is to get the federal 
Government to match what we have already spent.  At this stage, we are negotiating with the Commonwealth 
over that $60.62 million that was spent over the years that we have outlined.  We have said that this is the first 
part of the negotiation and that once we have that in place and it is being rolled out we will talk about the 
remaining years of that seven-year period.  Speaking as an individual, I hope that we are ramping that up.  

Mr GRYLLS:  If the federal Government does not recognise any previously spent money, will Western Australia 
be eligible for matching funding of only $12.9 million, which is the allocation in this year’s state budget?  

Dr EDWARDS:  Strictly speaking, yes, although we will be looking at other ways in which we can match the 
federal allocation.  One of things we will be looking at is to encourage greater private sector involvement.  The 
Government introduced the Carbon Rights Bill 2002 into this Parliament.  That is one way to get greater public 
sector involvement in this issue.   

Dr WOOLLARD:  On page 632 a major initiative for 2002-03 is to commence the development of a nomination 
for World Heritage listing for Ningaloo Marine Park and North West Cape.  I apologise if I missed a question in 
this area earlier.  I am pleased to see that the Government will support the nomination of Ningaloo for World 
Heritage listing.  Along with many government backbenchers, I oppose the development of Mauds Landing and 
believe any development should occur at Exmouth.  Do the problems at Coral Bay with sewage and waste come 
under this portfolio, and how has that been dealt with?   

Dr EDWARDS:  As I explained previously, Cabinet made a decision that the World Heritage nomination of the 
Ningaloo Marine Park and Cape Range area should be the next priority of government.  We have done a lot of 
the work involved in the World Heritage listing of Purnululu National Park and Conservation Reserve.  The 
federal Government has now taken that up, and that will be referred to the relevant international committee.  
CALM will now turn its attention to World Heritage listing of the Ningaloo area.  The involvement of my 
portfolio in that general area is through CALM with the marine park, the marine areas and the national park.  
Obviously the Department of Environmental Protection also has a role in the licensing of the wastewater 
treatment plant that the member referred to and with the landfill.  However, its role is in licensing rather than in 
direct management of the facility.  
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[10.20 am] 

Ms SUE WALKER:  My question is also in relation to Coral Bay, which is in the Maud sanctuary zone within 
the Ningaloo Marine Park, and is mentioned on page 632.  Pursuant to section 26A of the Conservation and Land 
Management Act, the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority is responsible for the Maud sanctuary zone.  The 
minister cannot give me an answer about how much money is in the budget.  However, she can tell me that one 
of the areas to which the money will be directed is the mooring facilities.  I know from her recent admissions 
that she visited the area almost a year ago.  What are her plans for a physical CALM presence in Coral Bay so 
that the public and the tourists, which number up to 3 000 a year -  

Mr HYDE:  I have a point of order relating to the member’s preamble, which she has made on three occasions.  I 
think that may be part of the problem with these questions.  The member has referred to the Coral Bay town site 
as part of the marine park.  My understanding is that it is not.  The issue of Coral Bay is a planning question, and 
that division will be held tomorrow.  Questions in this committee are purely of the budget appropriations -  

The CHAIRMAN:  I understand the member’s point and his reason for making it, but he is not quite right.  
However, I have some concern that the spirit of my guidance commentary at the beginning of today’s session 
about the importance of short, pointed questions has been lost in the narrative that precedes the member for 
Nedlands’s questions.  Maybe she could get straight to the matter she is trying to uncover that relates the 
appropriation Bills before us. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  I understand about the Coral Bay settlement.  I am talking about Coral Bay, which belongs 
to the people of Western Australia, and the issues for that bay.  Has the minister considered apportioning any 
money to fix the problems of sewage leakage into the bay or the death of 80 per cent of the coral in Coral Bay?  
Has she given any thought to the development of the education and interpretive centre on the foreshore at Coral 
Bay, or any consideration to the immediate rehabilitation of Coral Bay and the appropriation of money for that 
purpose?  

Dr EDWARDS:  There was much in that question.  CALM manages over 60 national parks and six marine 
parks.  This Government has increased the ranger presence at Coral Bay from a part-time position to 1.5 full-
time equivalents.  That is a significant increase, even though the base was very low.  Coral spawning is a 
naturally occurring phenomenon.  It is unfortunate that the bleaching occurred, but it happens from time to time.  
Within a week of that incident, CALM had mapped the extent of it.  It took it very seriously.  CALM has also 
involved the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority in looking into and learning from the event.  The Australian 
Institute of Marine Sciences has also been involved.  CALM is getting advice from a very good group of experts.  
I know the interest that the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority and AIMS have in those general type of corals.  
Jim Sharp will comment further on some of the specifics of that.  As I said, we will also provide the member 
with supplementary information about exactly what CALM is doing in this area. 

Mr SHARP:  I will not comment on the coral bleaching, which is a natural phenomenon.  There has been an 
increase in ranger presence at Bills Bay over the past season.  That will help with managing people.  In addition, 
as I indicated earlier, a mooring control area has been established, and a process of consultation is taking place 
with the users to establish where moorings will be put in place.  We have been able to attract commonwealth 
funding to assist in that, although we will have to supplement it with some state funding.  As far as safety and the 
use of the bay is concerned, we have, with the Department for Planning and Infrastructure, prepared an 
information brochure for the public that clearly identifies where in the bay it is safer to be, and where the boating 
channels are.  That is supplemented by signage in Bills Bay, Coral Bay.  A temporary facility - a caravan - will 
be placed on the foreshore to disseminate information.   

Ms SUE WALKER:  I am not interested in safety; I am interested in the environment. 

The CHAIRMAN:  It is most important that the member not engage in a direct debate or conversation with the 
advisers.  If she has something to say to the minister, she should, by all means, say it.  However, I think it is 
better that she does not draw an adviser -  

Ms SUE WALKER:  I directed it to the minister. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The adviser is speaking.  The member should let the adviser finish.  The minister has invited 
him to speak. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  The minister interjected on my question.  You must be fair.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The member is out of order.  I am trying to give her some advice about the appropriate way 
to ask a question. 
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Mr SHARP:  The facility on the foreshore reserve will provide a range of information about appropriate 
behaviour, and explain that dropped anchors and incorrect moorings are the major environmental threats in the 
bay because they have an impact on the coral.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  My question was whether funding has been put aside for that.  I understand that the 
minister has said that funding has been put aside for the mooring.  I also understand that that funding has been 
available for four years.  I am asking whether funding has been put aside for the specific areas in Coral Bay that 
are under the management of CALM; that is, sewage, the rehabilitation of the area and the education of tourists.  

Dr EDWARDS:  I think the member is under a misapprehension.  It is not the responsibility of CALM to 
manage that land.  It is not CALM land.  It is the responsibility of the local government. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  Nutrients are flowing into the bay.  It is the bay that is under the minister’s control, which 
she vests in MPRA.  That is what I am interested in; not the settlement.  I am interested in the nutrients and the 
sewage going into the bay, and the assessment of that.  Has any money been put aside to determine the damage 
caused by sewage leaking into the bay and to provide education?  

Dr EDWARDS:  Mr Sharp has pointed out that an educational pamphlet is being prepared by CALM and the 
Department for Planning and Infrastructure that talks about what we perceive to be the greatest environmental 
impact in that bay; that is, the damage anchors cause to the coral.  I believe the best thing to do with the sewage 
problem is to look at the source of it.  For those reasons - although it is outside this division - my department has 
looked at the licence and made recommendations for further work to be done.  In addition, my policy officers 
and ministerial staff have been involved with people from other offices to push for that to be improved.  CALM 
has looked at the impact of nutrients on the bay, and the Department of Environmental Protection has also 
previously looked at that.  My advice is that those departments have not detected any particularly adverse 
impacts on the coral from nutrients.  I will check that, but that is the advice I have been given. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Is the minister agreeing to provide supplementary information?   

Dr EDWARDS:  I have already agreed to provide that for the member.  

Mr LOGAN:  I ask an interesting question.  The table on page 630 is titled “Outcome:  Community 
understanding, enjoyment and appreciation of parks, wildlife and the natural environment and involvement in 
their management”, and relates to output 4, parks and visitor services.  Why does the department believe there 
will be a reduction in visitor satisfaction with services provided in parks?  It is predicted that two per cent of 
visitors will be dissatisfied with their visit, which is a decrease of two per cent in people who are satisfied, and 
an increase to three per cent in the level of dissatisfaction.  

[10.30 am] 

Dr EDWARDS:  These are very tiny percentages in the broad scheme of things.  I do not know that they are very 
meaningful. 

Mr LOGAN:  I would like to know the reasoning that Parks and Visitor Services believes there will be an 
increase in people visiting parks next year being dissatisfied. 

Dr EDWARDS:  The member will notice that it does not change what was budgeted for in 2001-02 and what is 
budgeted for in 2002-03.  In fact, it is unrealistic to have a zero figure because we will always find someone who 
is unhappy with some aspect; it would not be realistic otherwise.  Dr Byrne would like to make a comment. 

Dr BYRNE:  The sign means less than one per cent and less than three per cent.  We want to keep it below three 
per cent.  It is currently one per cent. 

Mr LOGAN:  I realise that I was looking at the column above that.  That is actually a decrease from estimated to 
target by two per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Is the member asking a question? 

Mr LOGAN:  No.  The minister’s adviser was giving me advice. 

Dr WOOLLARD:  Before we move off the old-growth forest policy, as it has taken much longer than the 
Government anticipated in developing the forest management plan and as the Government did promise that it 
would protect the high conservation value areas, will the minister give a commitment that the guidelines are not 
fully developed in those areas and if they are not identified within the next few months -  

The CHAIRMAN:  How does this relate to expenditure? 

Dr WOOLLARD:  Because it will add to the expenditure regardless of whether a moratorium is put on the 
logging of areas identified by conservation groups.  
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The CHAIRMAN:  I can discern no question within that about the appropriation before us. 

Dr EDWARDS:  I am happy to answer the question, though. 

The CHAIRMAN:  If the minister wants to. 

Dr EDWARDS:  The member will be aware that the interim report about the high conservation value assessment 
has been released.  The interim report was done ahead of the full report to look at the blocks that were under 
consideration for logging in this logging period.  Blocks that the Conversation Commission of Western Australia 
identified might have high conservation value in that interim report are being managed so that those values are 
protected until we have the final decision in the final report.  I can assure the member that the blocks that were 
and are perhaps immediately under threat from logging have been assessed; they were assessed.  That report is 
out in the public domain and the areas that the Conservation Commission identified in that report as having a 
higher value are being managed to those values. 

Dr WOOLLARD: Are they stopping logging in those areas? 

Dr EDWARDS:  The member will need to look at the report. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Are there any other questions on division 38?  If not, it is coming to the time for morning 
tea, and I thought we might try to demonstrate some productivity in this Chamber.  I am sure my Council 
colleagues will forgive me that gibe. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
Sitting suspended from 10.34 to 10.40 am 

 


