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Hon Giz Watson MLC Asked -

Services - Land Management 

1. I refer to page 788 and note that the overall funding allocated for 
land management in the 2010-11 Budget has been sharply reduced. 
Can you please: 

a) detail which programs will be discontinued in connection with 
this reduction in expenditure? 

Answer: The majority of the reduction in funding can be attributed to the 
cessation of Commonwealth funding under the National Action Plan for 
Salinity and Water Quality ($12m) and the extension of the Natural 
Heritage Trust ($1.4m), and the cessation of State administration of the 
Commonwealth's Caring for our Country program ($24.1 m). 

b) detail which programs apart from those listed in answer to (1)(a) 
will receive funding cuts? 

Answer: The Natural Resource Science and the Delivery of Regional Services 
programs have received funding reductions. 

c) regarding each program referred to in the answer to (1)(b), detail 
the amount of the cut? 

Answer: The Natural Resource Science program is reduced by $800,000 and 
the Delivery of Regional Services program is reduced by $1.2 million. 

d) explain the rationale for these cuts? 

Answer: Commonwealth funding reductions are outside the Department's 
jurisdiction. 

Other program reductions came about via realignment of the Department's 
priorities. All projects were assessed with each ranked against criteria, including: 

CD extent to which projects align with government policy, or legislative and 
statutory requirements; 

CD extent to which projects align with the Department's strategic direction as an 
economic development agency; 

CD extent to which projects are a priority of industry or other stakeholders; 
CD projects' contribution to the State's economy; 
CD projects' contribution to industry profitability; 
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GI projects' contribution to desired social and environmental outcomes; 
GI ratio of benefits compared to costs of conducting a project; 
GI profitability of a successful outcome from a project; 
GI not completing a project constitutes significant risks; 
GI projects address elements of the supply chain beyond farm gate; 
GI extent to which projects address the clear market failure and the private 

sector lacks the capacity to conduct the project; 
GI exiting a project would be highly complex; and 
• level of industry investment and capacity to pay. 

2. I refer to page 791 and note that the target of FTE employees in land 
management in this Budget is 34 fewer than last year's budget. How 
many individual employees will: 

2.1. lose their jobs this year? 

Answer: There is a targeted reduction in FTE levels in Agricultural Resource 
Risk Management (ARRM) for 2010-11 in order to meet budget and re
alignment requirements and this is being done through a Targeted Voluntary 
Severance Program. This process has is not yet complete so it is not possible 
to state how many employees will accept Targeted Voluntary Severances 
Offers. 

2.2. have their hours reduced this year? 

Answer: The Department does not intend to reduce the hours of any staff 
members within AARM. However, the Department does support flexibility in 
the workplace and in accordance with the Public Service Award 1992 and 
PSGA 2008 and will give reasonable consideration to any request from 
employees to work on a modified basis (ie part-time). 

3. The Budget's stated targets at page 789 for the adoption of sustainable 
practices of land conservation management and surface water 
management in the sheep I wheat agricultural area (by percentage) have 
been substantially lowered. Can you please: 

3.1. explain why the budget targets have been lowered given the 
importance of these practices? 

Answer: Target estimate has been lowered from the 2009-10 estimated 
actual for tree/shrub planting due to anticipated reductions in on-farm 
activity as a result of: 

CD failure of managed investment schemes; 
CD no established market for carbon; 
CD no established market for oil mallee products and 
CD reduced on-farm activity by the Forests Products Commission. 

Other target estimates are in line with the 2009-10 estimated actuals. 
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3.2. detail what funds have been allocated to encouraging land 
conservation management and surface water management in the 
sheep I wheat agricultural area? 

Answer: $3,162,000 allocated within the Agricultural Resource Risk 
Management Directorate specifically aimed at encouraging land 
conservation management and surface water management. An 
additional $542,000 allocated for research and development in surface 
water management. 

4. The Budget notes explain at page 791 that a State Natural Resource 
framework will guide all future State natural resource management (NRM) 
investments. If this framework has not been completed: 

4.1. When will this framework be completed? 

Answer: A draft State Natural Resource framework was released for 
comment in late 2009/10 and will be finalised before the end of the 
2010 calendar year. 

4.2. What funding has been allocated in the Budget to developing this 
framework? 

Answer: Development of the framework is funded from within the budget of 
the State NRM Office. 

4.3. What will be the investment priorities for the framework? 

Answer: Investment priorities will be considered upon completion of the 
State Natural Resource Management Framework. 

5. Where is there provisions in the Budget for developing an agricultural 
policy to mitigate agricultural emissions and adapt agriculture to climate 
change? 

Answer: The ARRM Directorate is responsible for the on-going function of policy 
and planning in relation to climate change. Outputs include a Climate Change 
Response Strategy to guide and prioritise the Department's climate change 
activities, the agricultural component of the State's draft Climate Change 
Adaptation and Mitigation Strategy, input to national climate change policy 
development and provision of information to farmers. 
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6. How much funding is allocated to research and development of 
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) mitigation in agriculture? 

Answer: The Department has allocated $425,000 in the 2010/11 Budget to 
undertake this work. 

7. I refer to the Budget at page 791 which states that the Department is active 
in 'sustainable resource system research and development for key 
resource management, climate and biosecurity issues'. What funds have 
been allocated to research and development for each of: 

7.1. resource management? 

Answer: $3.246 million. In addition to the $542,000 for surface water 
management R&D identified in response to question 3.2, $713,000 has 
been allocated to R&D to improve nutrient management and reduce 
nutrient export to rivers, wetlands and estuaries, $826,000 to 
catchment management including salinity and groundwater monitoring, 
and $1,165,000 to land resource assessment and monitoring which 
includes assessing land capability and soil condition. 

7.2. climate? 

Answer: $1.23 million, including $400,000 of external funds, is 
budgeted for climate and weather related research and development. 
It includes crop growth and seasonal forecasting, maintenance of 
weather station network and web access to detailed weather 
information, information dissemination, assessment of climate change 
impacts, and climate risk management. 

7.3. Biosecurity? 

Answer: From the 2009/10 Biosecurity program of $36m, the funds 
allocated to research and development is $1.73m, with $1.14m 
allocated for plant biosecurity research and development and $0.59m 
animal biosecurity research and development. 

8. Are these figures (7.1 to 7.3) greater or less than last year? 

Answer: The Budgets are unchanged. 

9. If the answer to (8) is that the figures are less: 

9.1. by how much less? 

Answer: Not applicable. 
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9.2. what is the reason for the decrease? 

Answer: Not applicable. 

10. The Budget at page 789 states that one Departmental initiative will be 
'building resilience in water-limited environments'. Can you please detail: 

10.1. how much funding has been allocated to this? 

Answer: A budget of $3 million has been identified for the initiative 'building 
resilience in water-limited environments'. 

10.2. where is this figure shown in the budget? 

Answer: This figure is not shown separately in the Budget but comprise 
contributions from the Grains, Livestock and Regional Operations and 
Development Directorates. 

10.3. what specific projects are planned? 

Answer: Specific projects are still being developed however the intention is 
to focus on the following areas: Productivity Driver Analysis; Appropriate 
Policy Settings; Business Skills; Systems and Structures; and Innovations for 
Low Rainfall Environments. 

11. I refer to the 2009 CSIRO report 'Review and Assessment of soil salinity in 
the Ord River Irrigation Area' by Anthony Smith & Anna Price. Can you 
please detail how much funding has been allocated in this Budget to: 

11.1. monitoring soil salinity changes in the Ord River Irrigation Area 
(ORIA)? 

Answer: No specific funding has been allocated, however, the 
Department continues to support the monitoring of soil water movement 
in the irrigation area and is undertaking research on water scheduling 
and farming practices which may have implications for soils salinity. 

11.2. adopting the salinity management practices in the ORIA 
recommended in the CSIRO report? 

Answer: No specific funding has been allocated to adopting the CSIRO 
report recommendations. The Department continues to work with 
producers to improve farming systems to minimize risk. 
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Production System Solutions 

12. I refer to page 789 of the Budget that states, 'Agriculture production and 
natural resource values in Western Australia continue to be affected by 
land degradation issues with emerging food production and greenhouse 
emissions issues inextricably linked to the health of the soil'. What funds 
have been allocated to: 

12.1. improving WA soil health? 

Answer: $1,155,000 has been allocated to a project "Soil Management" 
which specifically aims at improving soil health. Additionally 
$1,570,000 has been allocated to a project aimed at improving pasture 
profitability - pastures are essential in a rotation to improve soil health. 

12.2. promoting carbon sequestration in soils? 

Answer: $190,000 have been allocated to benchmarking the stable 
carbon content of WA soils. When a carbon market develops investors 
will only be interested in the stable carbon component of soils, not the 
total carbon, a large proportion of which is rapidly turned over by soil 
microbial activity. 

12.3. research and development in biological farming, which promises 
great advances for regeneration of WA soils? 

Answer: $40,000 is currently allocated specifically to 'biological 
farming'. A watching brief is maintained on developments in this field to 
assess what might be relevant to broad scale agriculture as practiced in 
the wheatbelt. 

13. What programs and activities will the Department fund to specifically 
target improving WA soil health? 

Answer: Refer to the answer to question 12.1 

14. Given the Department's plan for new user-pays biosecurity operations, can 
you please list the different biosecurity programs for which the Department 
will be responsible? 

Answer: State Government investment in biosecurity totalled approximately $36 
million in 2009/2010, and a similar amount allocated in 2010/2011. This 
investment includes: 

GI extensive policy and planning commitments at the local, State, and national 
levels; 

GI emergency animal disease management; 
GI stock identification and movement, and animal welfare, and animal disease 

control; 
GI management of chemical residues; 
GI plant pest surveillance and management, and plant pest diagnostics; 
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CD interstate quarantine and maintenance of the State's emergency response 
capability; 

CD maintenance of the State Barrier Fence; 
CD management of invasive pests reqUiring wide area, cross-

industry/community coordination (e.g. Starlings, Australian Plague Locusts); 
CD AGWEST plant laboratories, the biosecurity communications unit, the 

biosecurity training and operational resources unit; and 
CD Biosecurity Council and the ongoing operation of the Agriculture Protection 

Board of WA (pending Parliamentary consideration of a repeal Bill before 
the Lower House). 

15. The Budget at page 791 states that the Department is active in 'profitable 
production system research and development for the agriculture and food 
industry.' As there is increasing consumer demand for organic and 
sustainable agricultural produce, what funds have been allocated to: 

15.1. research and development in organic food production? 

Answer: There is no funding allocation specifically for R&D in organic 
food production. 

15.2. market development for organic growers? 

Answer: Response: $85,000 dedicated to organic industry 
development, including market development. 

Industry and Regional Support 

16. The Budget states at page 792 that the Average Cost per Activity focused 
on Food Industry Needs, Issues and Policy Development is $589,000. This 
is the highest cost per unit of any activity in the budget. Can you please 
explain why these activities are so costly? 

Answer: The Department's activities related to 'Food Industry Needs, Issues and 
Policy Development' consist of few relatively low cost activities and one higher 
cost activity, namely the Buy West, Eat Best labelling and promotion program. 
This skews the average cost upwards. The Buy West, Eat Best program also 
has significant industry co-contribution to offset these costs and is moving more 
to a user-pays and industry management model. 

17.ls there provision in this Budget to fund trials of GM cotton? 

Answer: Yes 
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18.1f the answer to (17) is yes, can you please detail: 

18.1. What funds have been allocated to GM cotton trials? 

Answer: $85,000 for variety assessment and irrigation trials in 
Kununurra. 

18.2. How many applications to grow GM cotton has the Department 
received? 

Answer: None. 

18.3. What are the locations of the proposed trials? 

Answer: There are two trials at the Frank Wise Institute of Tropical 
Agriculture at Kununurra. 

18.4. Have any trials begun? 

Answer: Cotton trials to be harvested in 2010 have commenced. Trials 
to be harvested in 2011 will commence in early 2011. 

Market Development 

19.1 refer to the Budget target, stated at page 790, of $220.0 million in exports 
in 2010-11. I also refer to two pieces published in Countryman magazine on 
1 July 2010: 'Marketers discount GM Canola' and 'GM Canola has shut us 
out' which suggest that organic growers may have lost their chance to 
access international niche markets in organic canola, as there can now be 
no guarantee that canola grown in WA is completely GM free. I ask: 

19.1. what is the expected loss of export dollars to the State from 
reduced exports of organic non-GM canola? 

Answer: $0, as WA does not currently export organic non-GM canola. 

19.2. what is the expected loss of profits for non-GM growers who 
cannot access grain depots that effectively segregate GM from 
non-GM crops? 

Answer: $0. 

19.3. regarding the answers to (19.1 and 19.2): 

19.3.1 on what evidence is the answer based: 

Answer: The Australian Bureau of Research Economics Report 07.11 
'potential impacts from the introduction of GM canola on organic 
farming in Australia' and the Department's knowledge of the Western 
Australian canola industry and the Western Australian organic Industry. 
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The Department's report 'The 2009 genetically modified canola trials 
program in Western Australia' concluded the Western Australian grains 
industry could effectively segregate non-GM canola from GM canola 
throughout the supply chain. 

As GM canola may now be grown in WA the delivery situation for 
canola growers is similar to the situation for other grains - namely 
growers will choose delivery sites based on their own individual 
circumstances and the location of the appropriate receival sites. 

19.3.2 how has the figure been calculated? 

Answer: Not applicable. 

20. Will the Department provide any assistance to any non-GM growers whose 
profitability can be shown to have been detrimentally affected by this 
government's GM policy? 

Answer: No 

21. The Budget at page 789 states that another of the Department's initiatives 
will be 'leading horticultural, agricultural and pastoral development in the 
Pilbara, Kimberley and Gascoyne irrigation areas.' What specific projects 
are planned? 

Answer: Projects include Ord Stage 3 Cockatoo Sands study in the east 
Kimberley, small scale irrigation diversification in the West Kimberley, mine 
dewatering water use for agriculture in the Pilbara and the expansion of the 
Carnarvon horticultural precinct in the Gascoyne. 

22. For each project referred to in the answer to (21): 

22.1. what funding will be allocated to it? 

Answer: Funding allocated to the initiative for 2010-2011 is $3.5 million. 
The specific projects form part of the initiative to grow economic 
opportunities from agriculture in the north of Western Australia. 
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22.2. will it be assessed against its potential environmental impact, 
including but not limited to: 

22.2.1 water scarcity? 

Answer: Yes 

22.2.2 salinity? 

Answer: Yes 

22.2.3 soil quality? 

Answer: Yes 

22.2.4 carbon emissions? 

Answer: Yes 

22.2.5 land clearing? 

Answer: Yes 

Community & Environmental Risk Management 

23. The Budget indicates at page 788 that funding for 'Community and 
Environmental Risk Management' in 2010-2011 is roughly the same as that 
spent in 2008-2009. Given increasing costs, this appears to be a decrease 
in spending in real terms, what is the reason for this? 

Answer: Starling eradication activity has returned to normal funding levels, 
following a significant two year funding boost to enhance surveillance and 
targeted eradication in high risk areas. 

While the allocation for Community and Environmental Risk Management has 
been maintained in dollar terms, there has been a significant increase in 
Production System Solutions and Industry and Regional Support representing a 
change in emphasis within the Department towards sustainable economic 
development programs. 

Regarding funding for European House Borer program in 2008/09 and 2010/11 -
European House Borer (EHB) is a nationally cost-shared eradication program. 
The funds allocated in 2008/09 were for activities targeted to achieve 
eradication. In March 2010 the National Management Group agreed that EHB 
eradication is no longer practically feasible. The EHB program is transitioning to 
a management program with lower funding requirement. 
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Asset Investment Program - GM facilities 

24. The Budget at page 794 states that the Department will spend $3 million 
over two years to establish two pilot facilities in Merredin and Katanning to 
evaluate Genetically Modified based food crops, described as 'New Crops 
for New Climate Environments.' How much funding has been allocated to 
evaluation of: 

Answer: The Department has budgeted $3 million over two years to develop 
genetically modified (GM) crop research facilities at Department of Agriculture 
Research Stations at Merredin and Katanning to strengthen strategies to improve 
long term profitability of the agriculture sector. 

The asset investment will be for isolation and containment facilities (perimeter 
fencing, land area isolation, contained laboratory and relevant equipment, 
controlled access, and supplementary irrigation for research purposes) at both 
sites. 

The GM facilities will enable WA, national and international researchers to 
evaluate growth and yield characteristics of new germ plasm containing GM traits 
in a safe and controlled environment. 

24.1. the level of ability to segregate GM crops? 

Answer: The investment is being made to ensure there is appropriate 
secure and managed segregation of field trials of experimental GM 
crops from conventional commercial agriculture. 

24.2. the level of agronomic viability of GM crops? 

Answer: A key stepping stone in GM crop development is the "Proof of 
Concept" stage where materials make their first transition from the 
laboratory bench and glasshouse, out into the field, so that the impacts 
and potential benefits of the GM materials can be evaluated safely in 
key target agricultural environments. In this sense the facility is 
designed to evaluate agronomic features of GM crop germplasm and 
early evaluation of agronomic viability of GM crops. 

24.3. any other matters (please list funding allocated to each)? 

Answer: No other matters. 
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25. Can you please describe in detail the evaluation process that has been 
funded? 

Answer: The Department will host the facilities. The Department is working with 
potential users of the GM facilities such as CSIRO and the Australian Centre for 
Plant Functional Genomics and also the Australian Gene Technology Regulator 
to plan the design of the facilities. This collaborative approach will ensure the 
facilities will meet user needs and GM crop regulatory requirements. 

All GM crop experiments will be carried out under licence from the Australian 
Gene Technology Regulator. The exact details of the GM crop experiments will 
be the responsibility of the third party users of the facilities. 
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