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Division 37:  Conservation and Land Management, $138 868 000 - 
Hon Kate Doust, Deputy Chairman. 

Hon Tom Stephens, Minister for Local Government and Regional Development representing the Minister for the 
Environment. 

Mr K. McNamara, Executive Director. 

Mr J. Sharp, Director, National Parks. 

Mr R. Kawalilak, Acting Director, Corporate Services. 

Dr R. Field, Chief of Staff, Office of the Minister for the Environment. 

Mr S. Dawson, Special Projects Officer, Office of the Minister for the Environment. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Welcome.  This is our last session for the evening.  I will read the introduction.   
Government agencies and departments have an important role and duty in assisting Parliament to scrutinise the 
budget papers on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  The Committee values that assistance. 
It will greatly assist Hansard if when referring to the budget statements, volumes or the consolidated fund 
estimates, members give the page number, item, program, amount, and so on in preface to their questions. 
If supplementary information is to be provided, it is to be delivered to the Committee’s clerk within five working 
days of receipt of the questions.  An example of the required Hansard style for the documents has been provided 
to the minister’s advisers. 

The Committee reminds agency representatives to respond to questions in a succinct manner and to limit the 
extent of personal observations. 

At this time, I ask each of the witnesses whether they have read, understood and completed the “Information for 
Witnesses” form.   

The WITNESSES:  Yes. 

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

The WITNESSES:  Yes. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  The lead speakers for this session are Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, Hon Robyn 
McSweeney, Hon Christine Sharp, Hon John Fischer and Hon Murray Criddle.  Does the minister wish to make 
a statement before we start the questions?   

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  We are happy to leave the time we have available to members.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I refer to the second dot point under the significant issues and trends on page 601, 
which is on increasing public interest in the protection of biodiversity and the environment.  Can you tell me 
how far along or at what stage is the proposed biodiversity conservation legislation, and how this will impinge 
on private property owners?   

Mr McNAMARA:  The biodiversity conservation legislation is intended to repeal and replace the Wildlife 
Conservation Act 1950, which is seriously outdated.  An advance draft of drafting instructions has been prepared 
by the department and is currently under consideration by the minister and across other portfolios.  In terms of 
how it might affect property rights, that obviously remains to be seen when a Bill is formulated.  However, it is 
expected, as is the case with the Wildlife Conservation Act, that the legislation will provide protection to the 
State’s biodiversity - its flora and fauna - while at the same time acknowledging legitimate land uses and the 
like.  At the same time, it will provide special legislative protection to those components of biodiversity that are 
threatened.  However, the details remain to be seen when the Bill is formulated.   

[9.10 pm] 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I refer to page 602 of the Budget Statements and the fourth dot point, which states 
- 

Management of fire for biodiversity, protection of public and private assets and protection of the 
community . . .  

With the creation of 30 national parks, is there a detailed plan for fire management for each and every park?  
This is of great concern to private landholders who are surrounded by national parks.   
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Mr McNAMARA:  The old-growth policy commits to the creation of 30 new national parks in the south west.  
The Government provided the Department of Conservation and Land Management with recurrent funding at the 
start of its term of $4 million per annum to manage the lands that are destined to become those national parks.  
That includes coverage of fire management and meeting our responsibilities to look after the values of the parks 
and protect our neighbours.  Over the past financial year, the department has achieved prescribed burning in the 
south west of 195 000 hectares, and it will continue to maintain a prescribed burning program across those areas.  
The parks have yet to be declared and management plans for each of those 30 parks will be developed and 
provide detailed prescriptions for fire management.  Through this budget the Government has committed an 
extra $24.3 million in 2004-05 and across the out years for fire management by the department.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  There seemed to be a little confusion when the fire occurred in Bridgetown.  The 
local fire brigade was there and then CALM came and took over.  Is it CALM’s policy to do that when the land 
involved is under public and private tenure?  

Mr McNAMARA:  CALM responded immediately because the fire started on land that is held in the name of the 
executive director of the department and being used for plantation purposes by the Forest Products Commission.  
By arrangement with the shire, the department maintained its lead agency role through the ensuing days.  Each 
fire is dealt with on the basis of its circumstances.  For example, the Tenterden fire was managed by the shire 
and CALM simply assisted, particularly in terms of that fire reaching the Stirling Range National Park.  
Normally in the south west in the forest regions, CALM is obviously the agency that responds to fire and, by and 
large, takes the lead role, but that is always a judgment made according to the mix of land tenures involved.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I refer to the last dot point on page 601 and ask: what national park infrastructure 
will the Government develop over the next year and why is this investment being made?  

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I know from my own notes and from media reports that this is where we will see an 
expenditure on major tourism roads in the national parks, including $4 million for park tourist roads.  The web 
site for ABC North West WA refers to the $1 million to be spent in the Purnululu National Park to upgrade day 
use and public and commercial tour operator camping facilities throughout the park.  An anticipated expenditure 
on the Bellburn airstrip has been long awaited and will now be delivered, which will bring it up to Royal Flying 
Doctor Service standards.  In future, $320 000 will be used to improve road access to the Karijini National Park 
to give access to that award-winning visitor centre and other attractions of the Karijini area.  Some $425 000 will 
be used towards upgrading coastal camp sites and roads in the Cape Range National Park, which is adjacent to 
the Ningaloo Marine Park.  In the mid west, $1.5 million will be spent on the construction of a tourist drive to 
protect and make accessible the flora in the Lesueur National Park, and $1 million will be spent on the design 
and construction of a visitor centre at the Nambung National Park.  The full cost of the visitors’ facilities at that 
park is expected to be about $3 million.  That is just one of the items.  Perhaps the executive director will be able 
to add more details.  

Mr McNAMARA:  All I will add to that is that the extra investment in park facilities and roads is one of the 
major features of the budget for the department.  The Government is committed to developing and maintaining a 
world-class system of parks in Western Australia, and the department has been provided with an extra 
$35.7 million in 2004-05 and across the out years for improved park facilities and roads to achieve 
environmental outcomes, nature-based tourism, visitor safety and regional development and employment.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I refer to the second dot point on page 602.  What is the Government doing about 
its commitment to joint management of national parks and better employment outcomes for indigenous people?  

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I will turn to the executive director, but there will be additional information from the 
Table.   

Mr McNAMARA:  The department has a strong commitment to both Aboriginal employment and training 
outcomes in the department and moving towards joint management with indigenous people of national parks.  
Park councils are in place at Purnululu, Karijini and Millstream-Chichester.  The budget includes an extra 
$1 million in 2004-05 to move in those directions, both in employment and joint management outcomes.  That 
includes, in addition to that $1 million, an ongoing $250 000 per annum to achieve joint management outcomes 
at the Purnululu National Park, following its World Heritage listing.  Those figures, added to sums that the 
department allocated to these outcomes last year, represent approximately $1.78 million of investment in joint 
management outcomes and improved employment outcomes for Aboriginal people in the department.  The 
director of national parks will elaborate on that.  

Mr SHARP:  The additional funding will also provide the opportunity to establish park councils where they have 
not previously been in place to demonstrate the capacity for management in that form.  Parks councils already 
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exist at Purnululu, Karijini and Millstream, and there will be framework agreements for park councils to be 
applied in other parks.  That will come out of that additional $1 million funding.  A component of the park 
councils will also be to pursue employment and training outcomes.  We now have 22 Aboriginal trainees in 
place, as well as five tertiary cadets.  There are also partnerships with some Aboriginal corporations, such as the 
Southern Aboriginal Corporation, which has eight trainees under that program.  Through the fire money that was 
mentioned earlier, indigenous fire crews have been employed.  The target of 50 employees by the end of this 
year -  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Is that 50 extra?  

Mr SHARP:  The target of 50 extra employees set for the end of this year is well within range; the number is 
something like 40 at the moment.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Finally, I refer to the third dot point on page 602.  What additional fire protection 
work has CALM achieved with the additional $2.986 million allocated by the Government for fire management 
in December 2003?  

[9.20 pm] 

Mr McNAMARA:  The department employed an additional 32 seasonal wages staff and three operational 
officers in the south west forest regions.  With the assistance of those extra staff, we have achieved a prescribed 
burning outcome of 195 000 hectares for the financial year to date in those south west regions.  We have been 
able to engage two extra-large bulldozers, because, in March of last year, on a long weekend when there were 
very heavy lightning strikes, we were seriously concerned about accessing equipment, and the Government has 
addressed that.  We also have been able to achieve several hundred kilometres of upgrades of strategic fire roads 
and tracks, as well as work on a range of culverts, bridges and the like in the south west.  In addition, those funds 
have been very important in improving our capacity in the south coast and mid west regions, and we have taken 
on four extra seasonal wages staff in each of those two regions over the past several months.  Once again, we 
have improved our delivery of firebreak work and slashing of vegetation to protect against wildfire and similar 
outcomes.   

One of the important features of the fire allocation of $24.3 million in the budget, which I mentioned in response 
to an earlier question, is that it improves that capacity for the years ahead that I have just outlined.  Importantly, 
that money also allows us to start to address fire management needs right across the State.  Budgets for regions 
such as the Kimberley and the goldfields reach in the order of $500 000 per annum within a couple of years.  
Fire in those ecosystems is a major threatening process.  Fires burn for up to months at a time across many 
hundreds of thousands of hectares and in many respects are largely unattended and cause a lot of damage to 
conservation values.  For the first time we will start to have some real capacity to try to manage those 
ecosystems.   

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  To follow up a previous question about the proposed biodiversity conservation Bill 
referred to at page 606, is there a time frame for the Bill?  In what month of this year is it intended to introduce 
the Bill, if at all this year?   

Mr McNAMARA:  The minister certainly attaches a high priority to the Bill, but it is a large and complex piece 
of drafting and I am not sure that it is appropriate to try to specify a precise date.   

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I refer to the outcomes and key effectiveness indicators for threatened species 
management at page 604.  I note that the first line refers to threatened species.  Between last year and this year 
there has been an increase of 12 new threatened species.  Can the minister provide a list of the 12 species that 
have been newly listed?  The footnote at the bottom of the page refers to a management system being in place for 
the recovery of threatened species.  Does that mean that there is some kind of management plan for each of the 
560 species now on that threatened species list; and, if not, what kind of systems are in place?  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Can you answer that Mr McNamara, or do you want to answer that by way of 
supplementary information? 

Mr McNAMARA:  I will need to provide as supplementary information the precise species that have been added 
to the list over that time.  In terms of the recovery planning process, the taxa that are on the threatened species 
list and also on the threatened ecological communities list are assigned, according to the international criteria of 
the IUCN, or the World Conservation Union, categories of critically endangered, endangered and vulnerable.  
We start at the top of that list at critically endangered and give priority to the preparation of recovery plans for 
those species.  In excess of 160 recovery plans are in place across our threatened species and threatened 
communities.  That is not the totality of the 560, but it addresses the priorities to a significant level.  Most of 
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those plans are at the individual species or taxon level, but for flora particularly in the south west, we have 
district-based plans so that we address a range of taxa at once.  We address problems such as dieback, weeds and 
so on in a way that spreads across many taxa at the same time.  A good example of that is the Western Shield 
program, under which each year about three and half million hectares are baited for foxes, mostly in the south 
west but also some areas elsewhere.  Quite a range of small to medium-sized mammals, as well as some reptiles 
and birds, benefit strongly from that single program. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  What about the chuditch?  I have a very soft spot for the chuditch.  How is it 
going? 

[Supplementary Information No 27.] 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I turn to page 610, which refers to the establishment of the new national parks and 
conservation reserves under the Protecting Our Old-Growth Forests policy.  When is it intended that gazettal of 
these parks will take place?  Is it intended to take place in this calendar year; and, if so, in what sequence will the 
new national parks be gazetted, or will everything be done in one big lump? 

Mr McNAMARA:  The development of the precise details of each of the 30 proposed national parks has been an 
extensive process.  They have all gone out for community consultation on boundaries and on various issues to do 
with land use and so on.  They have also gone through the internal processes of consultation with other agencies, 
local authorities and the like.  The short answer is that it is certainly the intention that the 30 national parks will 
be created this calendar year.  The minister intends to bring forward the creation of those parks in probably two 
Bills, the first of which it is hoped will be introduced in the current session. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I turn to the fifth dot point on page 602, which refers to the transfer to the 
department of responsibility for the on-ground management of unallocated crown land and unmanaged reserves 
outside the metropolitan area and town sites, with the expectation of the improved management of fire, weeds 
and feral animals by neighbouring landowners and pastoralists.  Mr McNamara would be aware of the problems 
there with dogs.  I would like him to outline the Department of Conservation and Land Management’s 
responsibility for the dog program, bearing in mind that many of those dogs are coming from CALM land.  Just 
recently I was told that the take of grey kangaroos, in particular, will cease.  Is that a fact, and will it come into 
operation in three weeks, as I was told?  If that happens, there will be an enormous impact on commercial 
operators with regard to the take of the kangaroo, as there will be if CALM continues to allow property owners 
to shoot kangaroos and leave them there, bearing in mind that professional shooters can take and use them.   

[9.30 pm] 

Mr McNAMARA:  The area of unallocated crown land and unmanaged reserves outside the metropolitan area 
and town sites equates to just under 90 million hectares of Western Australia.  CALM was given responsibility 
for feral animal and weed control and also bushfire preparedness on those lands as part of a rationalisation that 
came out of the Costello functional review, because it was felt that with the department’s regional presence and 
its similar activities on land it already managed, it could provide a more efficient and appropriate service in those 
ways.  Obviously, I will admit that the business of land management dealing with ferals and weeds is a large-
scale problem, and it is challenging to meet all the needs for the control of ferals and weeds.  We have a budget 
of $950 000 for unallocated crown land and unmanaged reserves.  Of that, some $350 000 is expended on feral 
animals, and of that, $290 000 is expended on wild dogs.  Another $110 000 or so is expended on weeds.  That is 
over and above what we already spend on lands that we manage.  We are working with the Department of 
Agriculture and with local groups of pastoralists and other landowners to get the best coordination of their 
efforts, the Agriculture Protection Board’s efforts and our own efforts to achieve the right outcomes.  I must say, 
it is not only a matter of unallocated crown land or CALM-managed lands.  I recall a visit last year to one 
particular property north of Meekatharra that CALM purchased under the Gascoyne-Murchison strategy where 
the local pastoralists raised this issue with me.  As it transpired, something like nine out of the 19 pastoralists in 
that area had ceased baiting on their own pastoral leases, as they had gone into cattle and away from sheep.  It is 
a problem that is shared across a range of landowners and managers, not just CALM. 

As for grey kangaroos, the State manages the commercial kangaroo harvest under the Wildlife Conservation Act 
and under management plans that are endorsed by the commonwealth minister under the Environment Protection 
and Biodiversity Conservation Act.  The kangaroo industry cannot export the skins and meat products of that 
harvest unless the commonwealth minister approves the management program.  It has been the case since the 
beginning of the 1970s that the annual quota is effectively set by the federal minister.  If I remember correctly, 
the grey kangaroo quota is about 100 000, or perhaps a bit less at the moment.  The rate of shooting that has gone 
on has led us to the conclusion that we need to curtail the grey kangaroo commercial shoot in the pastoral region 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 8 June 2004] 

 p552b-560a 
Deputy Chairman; Mr Tom Stephens; Hon Robyn McSweeney; Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich; Hon Dr Chrissy Sharp; 

Hon Murray Criddle; Hon Adele Farina; Hon Barry House; Hon Ed Dermer; Hon Peter Foss; Hon Norman 
Moore 

 [5] 

of this State.  The red kangaroo shoot in that area will continue.  Given the level of shooting that has already 
taken place, we will need to preserve the remainder of the quota that is available this year for the south west 
agricultural district as distinct from the pastoral area.   

The bottom line is that although the debate in Europe and America is not as strong as it has been at times in the 
past, the ability for the kangaroo industry to continue to operate depends on its credibility in those overseas 
markets - and the Governments there.  Complying with the management plan quotas and managing within the 
quota are really key requirements for ongoing credibility and sustainability, and for having a kangaroo industry 
in this State. 

Property owners who still wish to take kangaroos but are in areas where the commercial harvest may well need 
to cease would be able to do so still, although on a non-commercial basis.  They would not enter the trade, 
because we cannot afford to be in breach of the quota that is set ultimately by the federal minister. 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I refer to the fifth dot point on page 602.  What is being done in the budget to address 
recent criticism, particularly from the farming and pastoral sectors, of the capacity of CALM to adequately 
manage the land for which it has responsibility? 

Mr McNAMARA:  In answer to the previous question, I gave the general rationale for the allocation to CALM 
of the responsibility for the unallocated crown lands and unmanaged reserves.  I outlined the budget of $950 000 
per annum that was transferred to CALM to meet those responsibilities.  In addition to implementing the 
programs that I have previously outlined, we are very much conscious of the importance of good relations and 
good working arrangements with neighbours.  The department has embarked upon the development of a good 
neighbour policy, under which we have been meeting regularly with the Western Australian Farmers Federation 
over recent months to address a range of issues that affect both parties as neighbours, so that we get the best 
cooperation across the fence, if one wishes to look at it in that way.  We have also approached the Pastoralists 
and Graziers Association and the Western Australian Local Government Association to participate in the 
development of that good neighbour policy.  I am hopeful that the policy will set in place a very good working 
understanding and relationship with the peak primary producer groups and the peak local government group to 
address such very fundamental ongoing management issues as feral animals, weeds, fire and fencing.   

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  I refer to a large block of land on the coast near Windy Harbour that is privately owned 
by a consortium of owners who operate under the company name Shellbay Holdings Pty Ltd.  I am sure this is 
known to the CALM officers, because it is surrounded by D’Entrecasteaux National Park.  Despite gazetted road 
access to this land, the owners have had a long running and to date unsuccessful battle to get approval to 
construct road access to their property.  Why is CALM continuing to prevent these owners from putting in a road 
access to their property, which is a normal expectation of any private property owner; and, if this land is so 
valuable to CALM, why does CALM not purchase it?   

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  Perhaps we can take that question on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No 28.]  

Hon ED DERMER:  I want to ask some questions about the third major achievement for 2003-04 listed on page 
605.  I was interested to hear Mr McNamara’s earlier references to the Western Shield program.  I must say I 
was delighted to read in this dot point that the program had been reviewed by an external expert panel and was 
found to be of world-class iconic status.  The conclusion is very encouraging and I think an appropriate 
recognition of the long-term success of the program.  I am interested in any further information about the 
assessment that led to that conclusion.   

Mr McNAMARA:  The program had been running for perhaps six or seven years, and we thought it was timely 
to have a review done.  We engaged Professor Hugh Possingham from the University of Queensland, Professor 
Peter Jarman from the University of New England, and Dr Allen Kearns from the Commonwealth Scientific and 
Industrial Research Organisation in Canberra, to conduct the review, because we wanted it to be independent.  
We commissioned our own staff to write about a dozen review papers on different components of the program.  
The sum total of those documents is currently being prepared for publication.  I believe it is important that we 
publish work such as this, because this is a very large-scale and very successful program and one that is being 
emulated by wildlife agencies in other States to varying degrees.  The review has assisted us with sharpening our 
focus in a few areas and answering some questions for us.  I guess the main finding of the review has been that it 
has warmly endorsed the program for its successes and its boldness.  If I can return to an earlier question about 
the chuditch, the chuditch is typical of the small to medium-size animals that used to occur across one-third or 
two-thirds of this country and that are substantially improving in their status as a result of the Western Shield 
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program and will be taken off the threatened species list once they cross the thresholds.  I cannot put a time on 
when that will happen, but I am convinced that it will happen for the chuditch and for other animals.  

Hon ED DERMER:  Madam Deputy Chair, I seek your indulgence for a second question, but it does relate to the 
same dot point.   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I will be really, really indulging the member, because about seven or eight 
members still want to ask questions and we have only 22 minutes left. 

Hon ED DERMER:  Under the same dot point in the second sentence there is reference to a “complete” control 
program.  I am interested in a brief description of exactly how a complete control program works.   
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  Completely. 
Hon ED DERMER:  I am sure that is the case! 
Mr McNAMARA:  We achieve the objectives of the program in the south west with standard dried meat baits 
that are very successful in controlling foxes and by doing so are sufficient to achieve wildlife recovery.  
However, when we apply the same technique in the arid zones, we find that cat predation prevents the wildlife 
recovery that we are seeking.  We have had intensive research for a good number of years now on the best 
strategies for also controlling feral cat numbers.  That is one of the matters that the Western Shield review 
particularly focused on, and I look forward to the publication of that part of the report in particular.  The 
department is improving its capacity to effectively control feral cats.  We are not quite at the stage at which we 
can achieve the same sort of result that we are achieving in the south west, but we are continuing to work 
towards it.   

Hon ED DERMER:  So the term “complete” refers to dealing with cats as well as foxes? 

Mr McNAMARA:  It is a baiting regime that deals with both cats and foxes sufficient to allow the small 
mammals and so on to be re-introduced and to recover.   
[9.40 pm] 

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am not sure whether this question applies to CALM or the Forest Products Commission, 
but I will ask it now because I might not get another chance.  Two encouraging projects have been created by the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management for better exploitation of timber in Western Australia.  I 
would like an update on both of them.  CALM was carrying out experiments at its Kimberley research station on 
the generation of Indian sandalwood using tropical hardwoods as the final host.  I understand it has achieved 
reasonable results at least with the cover trees.  What have been the results today and what prospect is there for 
production of both sandalwood and tropical hardwoods such as rosewood?  What developments have occurred in 
the exploitation of desert hardwoods from around Kalgoorlie?   
Mr McNAMARA:  Work on sandalwood is no longer conducted by CALM.  
Hon PETER FOSS:  Who does do that?   
Mr McNAMARA:  I am not certain whether work is continuing in that direction.   

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  Work is being done on sandalwood in the Ord.  I do not know whether it is being done 
by Government.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  Do you not know what is happening to it?   
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  Very substantial private investment has gone into sandalwood.   

Hon PETER FOSS:  Can you say what is being done at the Kimberley research station?   
Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I am not quite sure what is happening at the Kimberley research station. 
Mr McNAMARA:  The desert hardwood area is not a focus or priority of CALM’s work.  It might be work 
being conducted by the FPC.  Some of our scientists also do recoup or contract work for the FPC.  We have been 
going through a transition whereby a group of our science staff have transferred from CALM to the FPC so that 
it can command its own research effort more directly in plantations and probably in some of the areas to which 
the question referred.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The eighth dot point on page 611 refers to future management arrangements of 
pastoral excisions and the coral coast.  Which agency will manage the proposed excision from the Ningaloo 
Pastoral Station?  Why has it been necessary to exercise such a large proportion of the property?  Is it a 
coincidence that the proposed excision is almost identical to the proposal put to Government by the Australian 
Wildlife Conservancy Foundation as an alternative to the Mauds Landing development?   
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Hon TOM STEPHENS:  It is best to take that on notice as it is a detailed question.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  It is a very simple question, I would have thought, for people who know about the 
excision from Ningaloo Pastoral Station. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  I do not know of the detail of the Australian Wildlife Conservancy Foundation’s 
proposal.  I will provide that information as supplementary information with the aim of providing an accurate 
answer.  

[Supplementary Information No 29.] 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  A very average response, minister; it was raised in Parliament last week.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I refer to the second last dot point on page 602 in relation to the Perth 
Observatory supporting efforts to have a major scientific investment to the tune of $1 billion and the world’s 
largest telescope, with a square kilometre array situated in Western Australia.  What will be the benefit of this 
and how does this relate to conservation and land management?  I am sure there is a good answer to that, but I 
am intrigued.  

MR McNAMARA:  The Perth Observatory was transferred from, I think, the former Department of Works and 
Services during the 1990s to CALM because it was thought that CALM would provide a more suitable home for 
an institution that has a science focus, a visitor service and a public information and education focus.  It would 
be fair to say that, in a sense, the observatory possibly does not actually fit within any organisation.  That was the 
rationale at the time.  The Perth Observatory, by demonstrating a role in astronomical sciences in Western 
Australia, puts us on the map internationally.  Because of our place on the globe, we can provide some services 
to the international astronomical community that cannot be matched.  The initiatives mentioned in the budget 
papers, particularly the square kilometre array project, are being pursued by the Office of Science and Innovation 
in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, rather than by the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management.  However, the observatory assists in pursuing those initiatives and, as I said, demonstrates an 
interest in investment in astronomical sciences by the State that helps to place Western Australia in a position to 
compete for them.  The benefit will be from both direct investment in the infrastructure for the proposed 
developments and, in particular, the scientific capital that will be injected into spin-off work in related 
institutions in the State. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I refer to the second dot point under major initiatives for 2004-05 on page 607, 
which states -  

Develop key subsidiary management guideline documents to the Forest Management Plans 2004-13 . . .  

I have a copy of the forest management plan, which states on page 8 that the removal of other forest produce will 
be managed and regulated by licence and management and that removal of domestic firewood is identified as a 
priority area.  Paragraph 12.1.1 on page 36 states that the department will regulate the supply of forest produce, 
other than sawlogs, residue logs and craft wood, through the administration of licensing legislation.  I take that to 
mean that a licence for firewood means there will be a charge for firewood.  If that is true, how much will people 
be charged to go into the forest to collect wood and will there be wood collection areas?  The forest management 
plan states very clearly that CALM will licence the collection of firewood. 

Mr McNAMARA:  In the state forest, which is what the forest management plan refers to in that context, 
firewood can be sourced in a number of ways.  One way is that the Forest Products Commission, in managing 
the harvesting and sale of timber, manages the harvesting and sale of log products and at the same time provides 
for access by commercial operators to firewood, which is one of the consequences of logging operations.  Also 
public firewood areas are gazetted and provided in various parts of the state forest across the south west.  I do 
not have the details to hand of the regime of free areas, as against charges that apply in those areas, and would 
have to provide that as information on notice.   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Does the member want that information? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I do, as I think it is discriminatory in my area. 

[Supplementary Information No 30.] 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I refer to output 2 on sustainable forest management on page 606.  Although it is not 
mentioned there, I want to ask about the designation of fauna habitat zones.  I understand that the forest 
management plan has an indicative list of fauna habitat zones that are currently cross-referenced with current 
logging plans for 2004.  My question relates more to the balance of the area to be designated as fauna habitat 
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zones.  On what basis will they be designated, will they be ground-truthed and will a policy document be 
released for public comment?   

[9.50 pm] 

Mr McNAMARA:  The Conservation Commission in particular is addressing that matter.  The initiative to 
provide fauna habitat zones over and above the formal conservation reserve system and national parks and nature 
reserves and so on was developed during the course of the forest management plan.  Under the auspices of the 
commission, we published as at 1 January an indicative map of the fauna habitat zones according to the criteria 
laid out in the forest management plan.  I am aware of field visits involving the Conservation Commission, the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management, the Forest Products Commission, I think, and 
representatives of the voluntary conservation movement in the last several weeks to look at some of the 
boundaries on the ground and to propose some refinements.  I believe the commission is working on a process of 
refinement involving further data in terms of boundary inspections.  I believe the target date for the refinements 
is 30 June this year.  

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  Page 605 of the Budget Statements refers to the Jurien Bay Marine Park.  I would 
like confirmation that if any further marine parks are to be put in place, they will undergo the same stringent and 
successful process put in place for the Jurien Bay Marine Park, bearing in mind announcements made about 
further parks being put in place very quickly. 

Mr McNAMARA:  I appreciate the comments about the Jurien Bay Marine Park.  The Conservation and Land 
Management Act stipulates a rigorous process that includes the development of an indicative management plan 
to be released with a notice of intent for three months public comment.  After assessing the public comment, the 
declaration of the marine park or other marine reserve is determined by the Government.  The Ministers for 
Fisheries and State Development have powers of concurrence at key steps in the process and also in terms of 
zoning outcome that may affect fishing, aquaculture and mining and petroleum interests.  The intent of the entire 
structure of the legislation is to require a rigorous process in the whole-of-government consideration of issues in 
putting a new marine park in place.  That exact process is being followed in each of the other marine parks that 
are currently under development.  So far this year, the minister has released notices of intent and an indicative 
management plan for expansion of the Rowley Shoals marine park off Broome and for two marine parks and a 
marine management area in the vicinity of Montebello and Barrow Islands.  These developments are going 
through exactly the same consideration and process that Jurien undertook.  Other areas under consideration are 
the extension of Ningaloo and the Dampier Archipelago, and the Geographe Bay-Leeuwin Naturaliste-Hardy 
Inlet and the Walpole Nornalup Inlet areas.  They are at the early stages of the process with community-based 
advisory committees engaging in discussions about zoning issues and such things.  That is prior to even reaching 
the formal publication of a proposed management plan and notice of intent for more public comment.  The short 
answer is that all proposals are required to go through the same sort of a process that Jurien undertook.   

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I refer to page 612 and major achievements for 2003-04; the second dot point refers to 
the creation of an all-sky camera to give the public Internet access to the Western Australian night sky.  It sounds 
like an interesting project.  Can the minister tell us more about it?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  It is full of romantics! 

Mr McNAMARA:  I am not sufficiently familiar with the program, other than what is presented in the Budget 
Statements, although I heard someone from the Perth Observatory on radio tonight on the way here.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  It is a great question.   

Mr McNAMARA:  I can say that the Perth Observatory has shown considerable initiative over the past couple of 
years in providing access for disabled people to use the telescopes that could not previously be accessed.  I refer 
also to on-line access to the observations taken on a nightly basis by feeding them out to the wider community.  
It is a very innovative small institution.  It is certainly one that has done very well in terms of outreach to the 
public. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The last dot point on page 611 refers to the department’s ownership of pastoral 
properties.  How many pastoral leases does the department own and could I have a list of the names of the 
properties? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS:  The member indicates that he is happy to take that question on notice. 

Mr McNAMARA:  The department currently has management responsibility for about 4.7 million hectares as at 
30 June 2003 of former whole and part pastoral leases that have been acquired mostly under the Gascoyne-
Murchison strategy.  We would need to provide a list of the whole and part properties that make up that figure. 
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[Supplementary Information No 31.] 

Hon CHRISTINE SHARP:  I have some questions on blackberry control.  Perhaps I should put them on notice. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  That may be a good idea. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I have a question in relation to the sixth dot point on page 610 dealing with the 
continued expansion of the community involvement program by increasing the number of volunteers involved in 
conservation and community service projects that improve visitor experiences and the conservation and 
protection of natural areas and provide increased training and support for volunteers.  Can the minister provide a 
bit of an overview of how the volunteer numbers have gone over the past decade and what sort of training 
programs they are put through to prepare them for the very challenging role that they would have as volunteers 
in the conservation and land management area? 

Mr SHARP:  The volunteer program continues to grow in interest and participation.  During the last count last 
year there were 5 100 volunteers registered, involving some 240 000 hours.  That program continues to expand 
and is very much about training both staff and volunteers.  Staff need to be trained for meeting all 
responsibilities, for having a volunteer involving occupational health and safety and all those factors, and 
volunteers need to be trained for their jobs.  The range of tasks they undertake is immense and covers the full 
range from botanical surveys, to giving visitors information, to being camp ground hosts, to working in 
herbariums.  The range is very wide and the numbers continue to grow. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Why are the numbers continuing to grow?  Do people like working in the bush? 

Mr SHARP:  I can proffer only a couple of explanations.  One of the most significant growth areas has been 
retired people who have an abundance of skills and are really looking for an opportunity to express those skills.  
There is a wide range of skill sets that we can occupy. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I thank the minister and his advisers for attending at this session.  I remind 
members that we start again tomorrow at 9.15 am. 

Committee adjourned at 10.00 pm 

__________ 
 


