
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 June 2005] 

 p246b-258a 
Dr Judy Edwards; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Brendon Grylls; Mrs Judy Hughes; Dr Graham Jacobs; Ms 

Jaye Radisich; Mr Paul Omodei; Chairman 

 [1] 

Division 32:  Conservation and Land Management, $150 262 000 - 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 
Dr J.M. Edwards, Minister for the Environment. 
Mr K.J. McNamara, Executive Director. 
Dr J.C. Byrne, Director Corporate Services. 
Mr J.R. Sharp, Director of Parks. 
Mr A. Higham, Principal Policy Officer, Office of the Minister for the Environment; Science. 
Dr R.A. Field, Chief of Staff, Office of the Minister for the Environment; Science. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I point out the obvious: Dr Byrne is deaf, so his questions will be real-time reported by a 
Hansard reporter to allow him to answer questions.   

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  My question relates to the last dot point under significant issues and trends on 
page 513, which reads - 

There is a continued need to improve the involvement of the non-government sector in providing 
tourism and recreation services and facilities. 

What is being done to achieve greater involvement by the private sector?  Will it be under the minister’s auspices 
or will it be something that is done in collaboration with the minister’s agency and the Minister for Tourism’s 
agency? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I thank the member for the question.  It will be done at all those different levels.  It is 
very important that CALM work with the non-government sector, particularly private enterprise.  We are keen 
for people to celebrate our national parks and to see what a fantastic job we do in Western Australia in attracting 
visitors, tourists and local people to them.  We want people to enjoy a great sense of ownership of these parks.  I 
have had discussions recently with the Minister for Tourism about how we can facilitate this very good working 
relationship.  We have agreed that the boards - that is, the commissioners - of the Conservation Commission and 
Tourism Western Australia will now start meeting a number of times a year to understand where each party is 
coming from and what opportunities there are for greater cooperation and greater integration in these areas.  The 
chief executive officers met recently to explore these opportunities and there are good working relationships 
between the officers at that level.  It is, therefore, happening at the levels of the minister, the commissions and 
the staff.  We believe that private operators are incredibly important.  We get very good feedback from some of 
the tours that are conducted in various parts of the state.  We know that they provide not only great enjoyment to 
people but also a fantastic economic benefit when people come to the state or travel to other parts of the state to 
see particular areas.  I will ask Mr Sharp to elaborate on the engagement of the private sector.  

Mr J.R. Sharp:  The direct engagement of the private sector in the tourism industry is largely through licences 
and leases.  Some 370 licences have now been issued.  This initiative is directed partly towards involving that 
sector more in providing a lot of the visitor services in parks both in the urban area and in remote areas.  It will 
be applied also by making opportunities available through leases.  Our park system has a wide range of leases 
and this initiative is directed at providing those leases and ensuring that we get the best outcome from them.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to the delivery of services on page 513.  The 2004-05 budget was $127 million and 
the estimated actual was $139 million.  Will the minister please explain the increase in the estimated actual over 
the actual allocated budget?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The main reason this adjustment has occurred is because of wildfire.  Essentially wildfire 
suppression expenditure exceeded the budgeted amount by $12.6 million.  The member for Merredin will 
remember the very bad fires in the hills in January.  The cost of those fires alone to the agency was around 
$5 million.   

Mrs J. HUGHES:  The second dot point on page 513 under significant issues and trends refers to a proposed 
biodiversity conservation act.  It is a wonderful initiative.  Will the minister tell me how she will increase the 
public interest and give me some time lines as to when the act will come into being? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  About a year ago we released a discussion paper on a proposed biodiversity conservation 
act.  A number of seminars were held and the initiative received a lot of attention.  We received quite a number 
of submissions, about which we were very pleased.  The submissions have been worked through and discussion 
is going on about drafting instructions, particularly discussions within government.  Later in the year I hope to 
release a draft of the bill for discussion to engage the community and to move to this new era.  It is important 
that we do this, as the act that currently regulates the area is 55 years old.  For this particular area that is quite an 
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old act.  It was set up in 1950 in an era when the main concerns were not at all about biodiversity but about 
kangaroo shooting and wildflower picking.  The new act will have a much greater emphasis on habitat, recovery 
plans and threatened species, and making sure that we have greater information and that we are acting ahead of 
time rather than responding to issues such as wildflower picking. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I refer to the third dot point on page 513, which reads - 
The need to establish a comprehensive, adequate and representative conservation reserve system . . .  

Will that conservation reserve system, involving marine parks such as Ningaloo, have any extra parks, other than 
Ningaloo, Rowley Shoals and Montebello Islands, that come under the exclusion from pastoral leases that will 
be renewed in 2015? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  They are very separate issues.  I will state the obvious, as it is important to do so: marine 
parks are based on the marine environment.  This state has had the policy for a long period that marine parks are 
multiple-use parks.  Within marine parks there is a system of zoning, the highest zoning of which is marine 
nature reserves.  There are only a couple of those in this state, and they protect very high values, such as 
stromatolites in Shark Bay Marine Park and Hamelin Pool Marine Nature Reserve.  Marine parks are, therefore, 
multiple-use areas.  People do not always appreciate that there is zoning within marine parks and that they are 
different from terrestrial parks.   
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I understand.   

[9.40 am] 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Terrestrial parks are either national parks, nature reserves, conservations parks or other 
categories of reserves.  The comprehensive, adequate and representative reserves systems came from 
international treaties and obligations whereby all nations of the world are asked to have such systems.  The 
pastoral lease exclusion areas that expire in 2015 have been earmarked and discussed since 1990.  In the past 
four to five years, in conjunction with the Department of Land Information and other lead agencies, the 
department has played an active role in determining what areas should be excluded because of their huge 
conservation value.  We have been happy with those negotiations to date and with what we have been able to 
identify.  Progress will be made over time.  However, the lead minister for that particular project is the Minister 
for Planning and Infrastructure.   
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer the minister to major policy decisions on page 514 of the Budget 
Statements and to the Ningaloo Marine Park and Muiron Islands Marine Management Area and the allocation of 
$1.5 million in 2005-06 and $2.1 million in 2006-07.  Will the minister explain what those funds will be used 
for?   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is important to point that when the government put its new proposals on the table, it 
tried to put the funding for those proposals on the table to allow for good management from the start.  Funding 
has already been allocated to the Ningaloo Marine Park.  What was put forward at the end of last year was an 
extension to the park southwards to cover the whole reef and northwards to include the Muiron Islands.  I do not 
have a precise breakdown of what that money will be used for.  I ask the executive director to expand on that.  
Mr K.J. McNamara:  The Ningaloo extensions occurred about halfway through the financial year.  The funding 
for 2005-06 is a phased-in increase towards the full amount of $2.1 million.  Extra funding has been provided to 
the Department of Fisheries to meet its extra responsibilities in the expanded Ningaloo Marine Park.  The 
additional funding will be applied across a range of activities and services that both agencies provide, including 
visitor information, education, interpretation, habitat protection, research and monitoring and compliance.  

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Is the Department of Fisheries funding for enforcement measures? 

Mr K.J. McNamara:  The allocation on page 514 of the Budget Statements is the allocation to the Department 
of Conservation and Land Management for its role and responsibility in the expanded marine park.  The 
Department of Fisheries has a separate allocation in its own budget to meet its extra responsibilities for fisheries 
compliance.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is timely to point out that $5 million has been allocated to the marine science institute 
that was announced on the weekend for research into the Ningaloo area to improve our knowledge of that area.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to the fourth dot point of page 513 of the Budget Statements which deals with 
CALM’s increasing interaction with private industry, individuals and other government agencies.  My question 
is fairly broad-ranging but I want the minister to address it because it is a key issue for CALM in the future.  
During the election campaign, I travelled around as the shadow spokesperson.  As the shadow spokesperson I 
attracted a lot of negative people.  I was concerned - I believe that the minister must be concerned - about the 
level of anger towards CALM, which must be mitigated in some way.  People were telling me that the policy 
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was fine but, if CALM is going to manage it, they will not support it.  I am not criticising the individuals in 
CALM.  However, as an agency it has experienced many issues because of the new marine parks and national 
parks.  There has been a lot of change in that sector and a lot of anger has been directed towards CALM.  It is 
important that the agency and the minister determine how to turn that anger into positive action.  I met people 
who wanted to walk away from the whole process purely because of CALM’s involvement.  They wanted to 
change names of agencies and that sort of thing to try to move away from it.  That is one side of the argument.  Is 
that something that CALM will act on?  Should we not have a public relations campaign that highlights the good 
things that CALM does?  The whale rescue at Busselton, for example, could be badged as a CALM-type project.  
That is a positive reinforcement of what CALM does as opposed to the publicity given to its anti-marine park 
people who want to oppose sanctuary zones etc.  When it comes to those issues, CALM receives a lot of 
criticism and not much credit.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  CALM is concerned about those issues.  I have discussed this issue with the executive 
director and together we have discussed it with other directors and managers.  It has also been discussed in the 
regions.  One of last year’s initiatives was the development of the good neighbour policy.  CALM staff have 
worked very closely with the WA Farmers Federation and with the Pastoralists and Graziers Association to 
improve relations between CALM and farming communities that border on CALM land.  In addition - and 
perhaps partly arising from that - extra money has been allocated to address weed and feral issues.  We have also 
placed much of our focus on burning, prescribed burning, communication about burning and relationships with 
people who are neighbours to the conservation estate.  Other programs have worked in a slightly different way, 
such as the land for wildlife program.  Over 1 000 people have signed up to that program.  Indeed, its 
membership is growing at a rate of knots.  We also have our bushlands benefits program and our covenants 
program.  We have been concerned by this issue.  The good neighbour policy will shortly be finalised and 
released for comment.  The feedback will allow us to build positive relationships.  One of the realities of living 
in the 2000s is that people are a bit more inclined to talk up negative issues rather than positive issues.  I was 
delighted with the recent whale rescue because CALM was able to facilitate around 1 500 volunteers, who 
endured the cold and wet, to achieve a successful outcome.  We are seeking those opportunities.  However, at the 
end of the day the focus will always be on the core business but we will try to do that in a way that better 
communicates with the local community.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I am not one to advocate public relations for departments.  However, I believe that CALM 
faces an issue in the public relations forum that must be considered.  Given that the agency plays such an 
important role in marine and terrestrial issues, the minister and CALM must be aware of the negative comments.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is a valid comment.  I was somewhat surprised by the reaction a couple of years ago 
when we released a brochure of parks in the south west.  That brochure included quite a bit of information about 
private operators and private facilities.  It was a good brochure because it informed people about not only the 
parks but also bed and breakfasts and local contacts.  People were incredibly overwhelmingly positive about the 
brochure.  At the end of the day, it was just a brochure!  The member’s point is well made and we will certainly 
be looking into that.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I refer to the third dot point on page 514 of the Budget Statements.  The Perth hills area 
that I represent is particularly prone to wildfires with serious incidents having occurred this year and in previous 
years.  I am keen to learn exactly how much of CALM’s budget was spent on prescribed burning in 2004-05 and 
what will be spent in 2005-06.  What area is burnt and what is the target for the future? Obviously, I am 
particularly interested in the Perth hills, but I am also interested in the hazard reduction strategy more generally.  

[9.50 am] 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I will deal with what was spent in 2004-05.  We anticipate that by 30 June we will have 
spent nearly $30 million, which is a really high figure.  However, it is a reflection of those things that the 
member was talking about; namely, the fires in the hills and the fact that there were a lot of other wildfires over 
the summer period.  Of the $30 million, $4.6 million will have been spent on prescribed burning, $16.8 million 
on wildfire suppression and $8.5 million on other aspects, including equipment access, water points, detection, 
training and the planning that goes into fire issues.  I am informed that at the moment the prescribed burning 
figure for this financial year is just over 190 000 hectares.  We had hoped it would be higher than that, but there 
was a lot of rain in May, which slowed us down, and further rain again in June.  We will be aiming again for 
200 000 hectares, or more than 200 000 hectares, if we can achieve it.  There are limitations on that.  First of all, 
if it is too hot, there is generally a safety limitation.  We cannot do prescribed burning if we are putting people at 
risk.  Unfortunately, when it rains and it is too wet, there is no point doing prescribed burning.  It is a waste of 
effort.  However, despite comments that have been made in recent times about reviews of fire, I am keen that we 
continue to have a target, because I believe it is easy to measure progress against a target, even though within 
that target there is a lot of sophistication.  In 2005-06, as I said, we have a target for which we are aiming.  We 
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have budgeted more than $17 million, but we know that almost certainly extra moneys will come in much later 
in the forthcoming financial year as a result of wildfire suppression. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I refer the minister to the fourth dot point on page 514, which states that the department has 
responsibility for on-ground management.  Does this refer to the significant wild dog problem in the north and 
east of the agricultural areas and the Department of Conservation and Land Management’s responsibility to deal 
with wild dogs encroaching upon people’s land and doing significant damage to the stock of landowners and 
pastoralists? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes.  CALM was given this responsibility some years ago.  It was passed over to CALM 
from the former Department of Land Administration.  Therefore, CALM has responsibility for those unallocated 
crown lands.  We work very closely with the Department of Agriculture and the Agriculture Protection Board.  I 
understand that new money is in the budget through the agriculture portfolio to directly deal with the wild dog 
issue.  I know this is a concern.  I have had discussions with Minister Chance on this issue.  However, the exact 
detail of what is being provided would need to come from him.  I do not have those figures with me. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  There is no funding allocation in the minister’s budget? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Is the member referring to wild dogs? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Absolutely. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I will ask the executive director to comment. 

Mr K.J. McNamara:  The department’s budget includes about $4 million of expenditure annually on feral 
animals and weeds.  I do not have a precise figure with me for the amount of that that would go on wild dog 
control, but the figure would be in the order of several hundred thousand dollars to half a million dollars per 
annum.  I know, for example, that we have signed a three-year contract with a dogger from the Merredin area to 
deal specifically with the north eastern agricultural interface with the unallocated crown land and the pastoral 
zone beyond.  That contract is in the process of being renewed at the moment to provide that service over a 
period of three years, I believe.  We are also participants in wild dog action groups and all the other processes of 
the Agriculture Protection Board, which has the lead responsibility.  We are heavily involved in those joint 
programs with pastoralists and with the APB throughout the rangeland areas where dogs are a problem, and also 
where those rangeland areas abut the intensive agricultural zone where dogs are also a problem. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I have a further question in that vein.  My question is not about wild dogs but about wild 
goats, which are another wild animal in WA.  There seems to be a proliferation of wild goats around the 
Susannah Brook area.  This matter has been brought to my attention by people in my electorate, and they are 
concerned about it.  I wonder whether CALM has a strategy to deal with wild goats. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Essentially, CALM works very closely with the APB and the Department of Agriculture, 
as the executive director has said.  In other parts of the state, wild goats are viewed as an asset, and shot and sold. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I do not mind a bit of capretto myself! 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  In fact, I was informed on the weekend of a family friend who left the farm and 
purchased a station.  Apparently he made tens of thousands of dollars on the wild goats that he shot.  I take the 
member for Swan Hills’ question seriously.  We will seek more information.  It probably falls outside CALM’s 
area of responsibility, because I gather we are not aware of any wild goats in the parks immediately around 
Susannah Brook.  However, we will follow up on that.  I will ask the executive director to comment. 

Mr K.J. McNamara:  In terms of conservation values and national parks and nature reserves, feral goats are a 
pest; in fact, they are a serious pest.  We have control programs widely through the rangelands, in particular.  If 
there are isolated groups of goats or infestations in some of the south west country, where feral goat populations 
are not continuous, we certainly seek to eradicate them.  I know we have done that in the Fitzgerald River 
National Park, for example.  Our policy and our approach is to seek to eradicate feral goat populations in the 
south west and to control them in the rangeland areas, because on the rangelands that is all we can achieve. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I have an associated question.  I refer to the wild dog problem again.  Can I seek some 
supplementary documentation on CALM’s contribution to combating the wild dog problem? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I am happy to provide that, but I think it might be best, if it is possible, to also seek that 
in conjunction with the Minister for Agriculture and Forestry.  We will give a commitment to provide 
supplementary information about CALM’s work in the area of wild dog control.  If we are able to do so, we will 
also get information from the Minister for Agriculture and Forestry to provide to the member. 

[Supplementary Information No B8.] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 June 2005] 

 p246b-258a 
Dr Judy Edwards; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Brendon Grylls; Mrs Judy Hughes; Dr Graham Jacobs; Ms 

Jaye Radisich; Mr Paul Omodei; Chairman 

 [5] 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  My question relates to the major policy decisions on page 514.  One of the 
decisions taken since the state election is the “Keating Implementation - Timelines and Streamlining of 
Environmental Approvals”.  That is peppered through a couple of the minister’s agencies; namely, under 
environment, and obviously under conservation and land management.  I wonder whether the minister will 
outline what the allocation of $420 000 is for. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Clearly, CALM has a very significant role in the approvals process.  It provides advice to 
the Environmental Protection Authority on matters to do with biodiversity.  It also provides advice to the 
Department of Environment about ministerial conditions, sometimes about licences and sometimes about works 
approvals and the other approvals that the department gives.  In addition, it provides advice to other departments 
across government about particular conservation and biodiversity values on certain parts of land in the state.  
CALM, within its own agency, gets input from its research scientists; it gets a lot of input from the Western 
Australian Herbarium; it gets input from the regions; and it also gets input from the databases that it has, which 
deal with the issues that CALM faces.  We are trying to make sure that all of that information is, first of all, more 
available, and is then provided in a more timely manner to help speed up the approvals processes.  That money 
has gone to various parts of the department to build up the expertise in those areas and to make sure we can get 
the information back to the people requesting it in as timely a manner as is possible.   

[10.00 am] 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  Further to that point, is there a specific time line?  I have not read the report, and 
I apologise that I am not up to speed on it.  However, can the minister provide some information about the time 
lines that are expected for getting these approvals through that process quicker?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  There are no particular statutory time lines, but we try to turn it around as fast as we can.  
Clearly, sometimes information is sought about either very remote areas of the state, parts of the state about 
which we do not have a lot of information or parts that we suspect have a really high value.  Generally speaking, 
it can be cleared fairly quickly, but on occasions we need to drill down into the detail - for example, if there is 
declared rare flora or a major fauna issue - to ensure that we provide the right advice.  Through the Keating 
review, we have been looking across government to try to streamline these processes to make sure that the 
approval processes for proposals that have a lot of different information requirements work as far as possible in 
parallel, rather than sequentially, and that people with a proposal talk to different parts of government so that 
these problems can be solved on a broad front at the beginning of the process, rather than doing it step by step 
and extending it over a longer time frame.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to page 514.  I understand that fire had been discussed before I came to the 
committee hearing.  Under the line item for decisions taken since the state election is an amount of $2.75 million 
for fire management.  I note that a replacement program is also referred to in the budget papers, obviously for 
machinery that is worn out.  There are certain windows during the fire season when the department can burn.  
Given that the state government has had to expend serious amounts of money to combat wildfires, obviously a 
boost in the personnel and equipment in the fire regions would give the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management a better firefighting capacity not only for wildfires but also for controlled burning.  It seems to me 
that $2.75 million is not a large amount of money in the overall scheme of things and that there should be a 
significant boost in funding for fire management.  Obviously, investment in manpower and equipment will save 
the department fighting wildfires.   

[Mr P.B. Watson took the chair.] 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is a good question.  The member may have missed some of the earlier discussion 
when we went through the amount of money that is spent on prescribed burning; for example, the $4.6 million 
that will be spent this financial year, the amount of money that is spent on wildfire suppression and the 
$8.5 million that will be spent this financial year on equipment, access, planning, training, getting to water points 
and so on.  In the last budget a significant injection was made to provide more money for fire and its 
management.  The fire management decision outlined on page 514 to which the member has referred is for extra 
personnel to fight fires.  There will be a total of 40 extra people; 20 positions were advertised in autumn and are 
being filled now and 20 more positions will be advertised in August.  The spread of those personnel is six in the 
Swan coastal region, 10 in the Perth hills, seven in the Wellington district, five in Blackwood, seven in Donnelly 
and five at Frankland.  We are targeting those people to areas where there is a fire need.  Clearly, as the member 
has said, prevention is much better than a cure afterwards.  These people will be available to assist with 
prescribed burning for wildfire suppression throughout the year when we undertake that burning and also in 
some catchment thinning activities, which have a dual benefit.  They will be a really valuable addition.  It is 
important to point out that a lot of money goes into each division for fire and each year, incrementally, we have 
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added more and more.  When we experience fire seasons such as those we had in January and February and there 
are a lot of wildfires, it becomes very expensive to the state.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I think it is nowhere near enough.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Is that an additional question from the member?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The executive director wishes to clarify a point.   

Mr K.J. McNamara:  I will add to the minister’s response.  In last year’s budget, CALM was given an increase 
of $3 million for fire management purposes, which will rise to $5 million in 2005-06 and to $6.93 million in the 
out years.  That is in last year’s budget as a budget increase and has been carried forward in this budget.  In 
addition to last year’s increase, there is $2.75 million for the 40 extra staff to be placed in the centres that the 
minister mentioned.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is nowhere near enough and the minister knows it.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I ask the member not to interject. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I refer to page 523, which refers to finalising arrangements for the establishment of Dirk 
Hartog Island as a national park.  Can the minister advise whether the owners of Dirk Hartog Island will 
maintain their homestead?  Further to that, during yesterday’s estimates hearing on planning and infrastructure, 
the minister confirmed that Ningaloo station was the only station that had not come to an arrangement for its 
pastoral lease to go forward.  Is a Dirk Hartog situation a possibility for resolving the problem with Ningaloo 
station?  It is quite disappointing that, of the 97 pastoral leases that had excisions, Ningaloo is the only station 
that has not yet come to an agreement.  From what the minister said to me yesterday, that has now been finalised 
and 2015 is the next opportunity.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I am not the right minister to ask about the homestead on Dirk Hartog Island, but I 
understand that, yes, they will retain it.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has been carrying on 
negotiations for about three years now, but I understand that they have just concluded.  I did not hear what the 
minister said yesterday and I am not 100 per cent up to speed.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  She did not talk about Dirk Hartog Island yesterday.  I am just trying to compare what has 
happened with Dirk Hartog Island with what has happened with Ningaloo, which obviously has a problem.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I understand that three parties own the Ningaloo lease, and I think that has possibly 
resulted in the negotiations proving to be a bit more difficult.  I can convey the member’s sentiments to the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, because what the member has said is fairly sensible.  I understand that 
we have almost reached a very reasonable resolution on Dirk Hartog Island.  Clearly, we have had negotiations 
throughout the year with CALM, and people have responded to the initial excision and have asked for change, 
and we are open to that when values continue to be protected.   

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I direct the minister to the second dot point on page 517.  I have a question about the 
progressive development of representative marine conservation reserves.  I note that the dot point states that an 
indicative management plan was released for the proposed Dampier Archipelago-Cape Preston marine 
conservation reserves.  I come from a pretty part of the country; that is, Esperance, with the Archipelago of the 
Recherche and Esperance Bay.  Does the minister know of any proposed management plan for the Archipelago 
of the Recherche?  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The simple answer is yes, but I need to qualify that with some explanation.  All the 
people who are interested in marine areas, marine conservation and fishing have been speaking to government 
for some time about a regional marine planning process.  We have agreed that we will embark on a regional 
marine planning process and this will occur in the southern part of the state.  I cannot remember the boundaries, 
but the process will include the area that the member is talking about.  Various people have said to us that that 
would be a fantastic area for a marine park, but when they say that, I always take it with a grain of salt and try to 
work out what all the other stakeholders think and precisely where they are coming from.  There is no doubt that 
it is a beautiful part of the state.  I believe there was a recent University of Western Australia study down there - 

[10.10 am] 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  It will be released this weekend. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I understand that it found species that are new to science.  The area has phenomenal 
values.  I am equally aware there are some marine pressures in that area - proposals, tuna, etc.  The marine 
environment belongs to us all.  There are lots of opportunities for people.  As a nation, we are only just starting 
to explore that.  In some ways it reflects my earlier comment that multiple use is needed in such areas.  Our 
zoning schemes identify the high values.  Clearly, when people identify their values, there can be tension.  We 
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seek to manage that.  With each new marine park that is created we try to improve the consultation processes.  
After Jurien we put in new procedures; after Ningaloo and the Rowley Shoals we looked for new procedures.  
With parks for which we are in consultation at the moment - the cape to cape, Walpole, Nornalup and Dampier - 
we are looking at how we assess the feedback and re-engage the groups that were initially involved in putting the 
proposals forward.  We are always looking to improve the processes.  The member can expect to see more 
consideration in his own area. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  There is an issue because a management plan for the Recherche Archipelago has not 
progressed.  It is used as a reason for other conflicting interests that cannot progress.  I am referring to tuna farms 
and floating hotels and whatever.  The people who support the concept of the management plan say that until we 
have one, those things cannot be progressed.   

I draw the attention of the minister to page 518 and the future expansion of conservation reserve systems.  Is the 
minister able to explain the additional 100 000 hectares to be managed for conservation by lessees with 
assistance from the Department of Conservation and Land Management?  The land is an extension of the one 
million hectares to be progressively transferred before the expiry of pastoral leases in 2015.  Where does the 
100 000 hectares fit in the process?  Is it separate? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The member has a couple of questions.  I will start with the question that refers to page 
517 and the lack of a management plan.  CALM and my agencies get involved in management plans only when 
they are for a marine park.  Every marine park proposed has an indicative management plan and then a final 
management plan.  It is all part of the statutory process, concurrence, and agencies working together.  The 
regional marine planning process that we are embarking on will help provide a plan for the area.  In general, 
those sorts of plans come from the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and the planning agencies.  The 
member referred to page 518 and the expiry of pastoral leases in 2015 and the further 100 000 hectares to be 
managed.  I will ask the executive director to comment. 

Mr K.J. McNamara:  As the minister indicated earlier, there have been proposals for conservation reservation 
in the pastoral rangelands dating back to at least the early 1990s and, in many cases, earlier.  The conservation 
reserve system in the rangelands is not comprehensive or representative of all the ecosystems.  Under the 2015 
process and the Land Administration Act, we have had negotiations with a raft of pastoralists whose land has 
variously been identified as having conservation value.  We reached agreement for the exclusion of one million 
hectares across 48 pastoral leases by 2015.  For a further 11 pastoral lessees and the 100 000 hectares we are 
talking about in response to the member’s question, the pastoralists advanced strong arguments about why the 
areas should remain part of the pastoral leases.  We were able to reach agreement with them that there would be 
a cooperative management outcome.  Section 16A of our act specifically provides for the executive director to 
enter into agreements with pastoral lessees to manage lands for conservation while those lands remain part of the 
pastoral lease.  That is the outcome that has been negotiated in those cases. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Does that include the Ningaloo park region or other parts of the state? 

Mr K.J. McNamara:  Apart from Ningaloo station, which has not reached agreement with the state under the 
2015 process and will need to be dealt with separately by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in due 
course, each of the other pastoral leases abutting the Ningaloo Marine Park has reached agreement with the state 
under the 2015 process for the exclusion of the coastal strip by 2015, or earlier subject to negotiations, so that it 
can be managed for conservation, recreation and the protection of Ningaloo Reef.   

Mrs J. HUGHES:  I refer to the major initiatives for 2005-06 at page 523.  One point refers to visitor facilities 
providing access for the aged and people with disabilities.  Will the minister advise how the Department of 
Conservation and Land Management will provide this need in our community? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  This is a very important point because we find that a lot of people who now visit the 
parks are older on average than they used to be.  I know that some people refer to the “grey nomad” 
phenomenon.  With the facilities we provide, more of an eye has to be kept on access for people who are 
somewhat older and may have more disabilities than was previously the case.  We are also interested in people 
with disabilities being able to access the parks and enjoy them, just like everyone else.  I had the recent good 
fortune to visit Pt D’Entrecasteaux in the D’Entrecasteaux National Park, where new capital works have meant 
that lookouts have been installed and paths and roads have been upgraded.  Wheelchair-assisted lookout points 
have been established.  That means that people in wheelchairs can go down the paths, some of which are quite 
steep, providing they have some assistance.  However, the paths are very broad and the grades are very gentle; 
they are very smooth.  The lookouts are absolutely phenomenal.  I urge members, if they get the opportunity, to 
travel through Northcliffe and visit the D’Entrecasteaux National Park.  The facilities are something that 
everyone can be proud of.  We are looking at access for people with disabilities.  We are assuming that people 
with disabilities are often accompanied by an able-bodied person.  We are trying to provide access for both. 
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Mrs J. HUGHES:  It is great that people with disabilities can access national parks.  What about areas that are 
closer to home where people are able to visit on day trips?  Will there be a focus on entry points and those 
things? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We are trying to focus on the entire conservation estate.  The member is referring more 
to the state’s regional parks as CALM has responsibility for them.  By and large, they are mostly in metropolitan 
area, although on the outskirts.  CALM is looking at questions of access for metropolitan and regional parks.  
We have a very good program in which the regional park advisory committees can apply for money to be spent 
in those parks.  Mr Sharp will make a few comments. 

Mr J.R. Sharp:  The objective is to provide access for disabled people wherever it can be provided.  Obviously, 
there is a higher priority for providing that sort of access in locations closer to urban areas.  Built facilities in the 
metropolitan area, including visitor centres, will meet that standard.  The only limitations are whether it can be 
achieved from a cost point of view and perhaps the impact it would have on the environment.  We do not 
contemplate providing access ramps and those sorts of things in places like Bluff Knoll.  At the very least, car 
parking will be provided at major sites and disabled people will be able to obtain that sort of experience at one of 
the features.   

[10.20 am] 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer to the major initiatives for 2005-06 on page 523, and the reference to the 
arrangements for the nomination of the Ningaloo-North West Cape area as a World Heritage area.  I ask the 
minister to outline or provide an overview of those arrangements.  There has obviously been some criticism of 
them.  I do not support that criticism; I am supportive of maintaining and looking after that environment.  I ask 
the minister to outline those arrangements for us.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  A small group of people looked at the nomination last year.  There is no doubt that the 
Ningaloo-Cape Range area is worthy of World Heritage nomination.  There is a lot of international interest in 
that area.  We now know that some of the area’s biodiversity, landscape and other values would trigger a World 
Heritage nomination.  The federal government must put forward any World Heritage nomination on our behalf.  
The state government has the agreement of the federal government that it will progress the matter if we start the 
work in the state.  The nomination process takes an amazingly long time to complete.  The state must first 
identify the values of the area.  Perhaps the most contentious value is the boundaries of the area that will be 
nominated.  Once the values have been determined, that information will be forwarded to the Australian 
government, which will cast an eye over it and will then take the nomination to the international body, which 
will take about 18 months to evaluate it.  Obviously, we need to keep an eye on the international evaluation, 
because there is no point putting up a nomination that will be knocked off at the international level.  A consultant 
from Canberra was hired to work with local people.  This man was chosen because he has sat on international 
bodies and understands the processes and politics that occur at that level.  We will shortly release a report on the 
values of the area, which range from landscape values to obvious biodiversity values, such as the reef system and 
the karst system, which is the system of limestone caves in which small creatures of huge ecological value live.  
I had not fully appreciated the values of the area until I spoke to the committee and got further information.  The 
report will be released in the next few months for consultation, particularly with local people, about what needs 
to be included and excluded from the nomination area, and to clarify the values.  We want to work with 
pastoralists in the south of the area to reassure them that to date it has been identified that pastoral activities have 
not affected any of those values.  The values in the southern part of the region are more geological.  Pastoral 
activities can clearly continue because they do not impact on those values.  We would rather have people in that 
area than for it to be empty.  When all that information is together, it will be forwarded to the Australian 
government.  We have had meetings with the Department of the Environment and Heritage, which will oversee 
the nomination at the federal level.  We have clarified the boundary, which will most likely be the state waters to 
the west of the Ningaloo Marine Park.  The federal government will decide whether to include commonwealth 
waters in the nomination.  It is a long and involved process.  We also need to engage indigenous people, because 
the international body considers not only the values that have been identified, the process that has been followed 
in the country of origin and what is proposed for the future management of an area, but also whether indigenous 
people were engaged in the process.  We are keeping an eye on management and future activities as we work 
through the process.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The relevant people pretty much support the marine park and the Cape Range National Park 
being included in the World Heritage nomination.  However, the Shire of Exmouth raised concerns about the 
town site and pastoral leases being included in the nomination.  There was some talk about size being a factor in 
World Heritage listing.  I ask the minister to outline some of her thoughts on those issues.   
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Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I can crudely say that size does matter.  We received a very strong signal that if just the 
marine park and the Cape Range National Park were included in the nomination, we would probably not be 
successful in getting through the World Heritage barrier.  The United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organisation will consider the integrity of the values and how they will be managed.  We are confident 
that the town site can be excluded, because it is already there and will need to grow over time.  During my last 
visit to the town I was really surprised by its property values.  The town is already trying to grow, despite those 
property values.  We are confident that we can manage the settlement issues.  We are equally confident, but for 
different reasons, that we can manage the pastoral issues, because the values are not being affected by the 
pastoral activities that are occurring and will not be affected by the activities that are expected to occur in the 
future.  There is no doubt that the odd one or two people would like the boundary of this area to extend almost to 
the west of Ayers Rock.  I have clearly said that the boundaries will not be anything like that.  The initial 
election commitment was to include Ningaloo Marine Park and Cape Range National Park and environs, which 
to my mind is a fairly small area around the parks.  We also need to manage other activities in that area and 
further afield, such as oil and gas activities, in the context of World Heritage listing.  They are not barriers, but 
they are issues on which there needs to be a further round of detailed consultation, starting with local people and 
local concerns and then moving further afield to other people who have an interest in it.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer the minister to service 4, parks and visitor services, on page 521.  The number of 
full-time equivalents in this area is rising by six.  Obviously, a lot more people should be visiting the parks 
because there are a lot more parks.  I also refer the minister to the second line item in the table on income, which 
is estimated to be $15.258 million in 2005-06.  This amount is down on the estimated actual figure for 2004-05 
and is significantly down on the 2003-04 amount.  I ask the minister to explain where those funds come from and 
why income has dropped off, given that visitor numbers should be increasing.   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Each year, around 11 million people visit the parks.  The parks are advertised each year, 
and local ownership of them is encouraged.  We are really encouraging more and more people to come to those 
parks.  I do not have the exact details in front of me on the level of income, so I will get Jim Sharp to comment 
first and then, if he needs help, Dr Byrne.   

Mr J.R. Sharp:  A range of income is indicated in relation to visitor services.  It is not all direct income from 
the park; it comes from other sources, such as grants.  The Budget Statements indicates elsewhere that direct 
income is around $7.5 million, which has been growing progressively.  I need to qualify an earlier response 
regarding the private sector.  Services to visitors to national parks are largely provided by the private sector 
through tours, tour operators and people being led into the experiences in those new parks.  There has been a 
significant increase over the past four years in the number of people providing services in the new national parks.  
An amount of $25 million was allocated four years ago and the majority of those funds went into infrastructure 
and hardware in the parks, but the remainder of about $16 million went towards providing people and people 
services, such as new rangers, planners and landscape architects to improve those facilities. 

[10.30 am] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  There is still another $8 million. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I will ask Dr Byrne if he can comment on the income figures at page 521. 

Dr J.C. Byrne:  I can confirm what Mr Sharp said.  About half of that is direct charges to visitors and the other 
half includes various grants, which can fluctuate from year to year.  There could be a big grant for a particular 
project.  I do not know what the reason is for the change this year, but I can get that information for the member 
if he wishes. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Could we have the source of that income provided by way of supplementary information? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We undertake to provide supplementary information concerning the breakdown of 
income in the 2005-06 budget estimate referred to on page 521, and an explanation of why that is different from 
the same line across the page. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It seems to me that the overall appropriation for parks and visitor services is only just over 
$1.3 million.  Given that there are a lot more national parks - I understand about 30 - and the numbers are 
increasing, the budget is not going up in tune with the demand. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  There is a very easy answer to that.  With our old growth forest policy, some $25 million 
extra was injected into the CALM budget in past years and that is now flowing through to us.  The extra money 
has been included for those new national parks and we are now seeing the fruits of that funding with the 
provision of some fantastic services and excellent capital works. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  Minister, do you agree to provide the supplementary information?  Could you state exactly 
what it is for Hansard? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Yes.  In response to the member’s question relating to page 521, we will provide a 
breakdown of the income figure at the bottom of the page and we will also provide an explanation of why that 
income figure varies across the same line on that page.   

[Supplementary Information No B9.] 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I would like to talk about cane toads.  The fourth dot point on page 518 refers to the new 
state cane toad initiative.  In light of the ever-increasing encroachment on our borders of cane toads and the 
hitchhiking of toads that occurred last week when two cane toads were discovered in packing cases, what 
measures and funding are in place for both of these threats? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The agricultural portfolio and the Agriculture Protection Board is undertaking continuous 
surveillance at the border checks for all sorts of pests.  For some time it has been obvious that Western Australia 
would be threatened by cane toads.  Over time there has been increased education and increased training in 
surveillance and quarantine measures through that part of government.  At the end of last year, $600 000 was 
allocated to the Department of Agriculture to spend in conjunction with CALM to look more directly at the cane 
toad threat.  A lot of that money has gone into the Kimberley.  An extra five surveillance officers have been put 
on at the Kimberley border station.  Those officers have travelled approximately 25 000 kilometres in the 
Northern Territory identifying risks and threats.  We know that what some people are calling the western front of 
cane toads is about 300 kilometres from the border, and we are very worried by that threat.  We have been 
spending money over the border.  We have developed a very close working relationship with the Northern 
Territory government.  We have worked with the Northern Territory on its trapping competition and we are now 
looking at the traps that succeeded in that competition.  We are looking at manufacturing traps and later this 
month all the officers are meeting again to work out precisely when we will have a trapping program that will 
start in June and go through into July and onwards.  We are looking at doing that in the Gregory National Park 
and in the Victoria River area.  Trapping forms an incredibly important part of the armoury to try to cut the 
population of cane toads and stop the spread.  With the five additional surveillance officers, there is increased 
emphasis at that part of the border.  An extra person has also been put on at Eucla to check vehicles coming that 
way.  On the weekend we launched a new public awareness campaign with two targets.  The first target is people 
in the east Kimberley.  A cane toad group has been established in Kununurra and is meeting with people face to 
face to talk about the threat and raise awareness.  We are also targeting freight companies.  The two hitchhiking 
cane toads came in on Friday in a truck that contained boxes of bananas.  They were in the truck rather than in a 
box of bananas as has been reported.  The truck arrived at a designated premises from a quarantine point of view, 
so people there had particular training in the threats and risks.  When they opened the truck they thought 
something was in there and they immediately closed it again and called the quarantine officer.  Two cane toads 
were detected, one was dead and the other was alive, but it was euthanised - it was frozen - which is the most 
humane way of disposing of them.  
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I do not mind how we get rid of them. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I think freezing is very acceptable. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  We used them at medical school. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Absolutely. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Can we leave the issue of euthanasia and dissecting frogs until after morning tea? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  In this budget an amount of $900 000 has been allocated to CALM.  We will be doing 
further trapping.  We will be working with the Department of Agriculture and the APB on the surveillance issue 
and making sure that is increased.  We will be looking at establishing mobile controls in the Northern Territory 
and we are looking at signage in the Northern Territory.  The member should not talk to me about how cane 
toads cannot read! 

The CHAIRMAN:  We will be knee-deep in cane toads. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is right.  We will also be looking at whether we can use sniffer dogs.  They have 
been successful in Queensland with other species, but they have not been tried with cane toads.  We will see if 
that is another option. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  What about my idea of using feral pigs? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  We heard about that idea; it was novel.  The federal government has said that it will 
match our funding.  At this stage I have received some nice correspondence stating that that funding will be 
matched.  At officer level we have been told that that matching will occur, but it is yet to flow through.  I would 
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hope that we can double that $1.5 million directly with $1.5 million from the commonwealth.  We have now set 
up a statewide cane toad advisory committee that is really getting a handle on the issue.  We have set up a 
working group at Kununurra in the Kimberley to look at the issue more locally.  We are also putting in place 
some programs to look at the major biodiversity assets in the Kimberley that would be most at risk to see how 
we can protect them ahead of time.  One of the strategies may be to look at populations that could be impacted 
and maroon those on islands so at least we can save that genetic diversity.  We are hopeful that the 
commonwealth money will go directly onto the ground, because we have set up all the infrastructure and we 
have a quite comprehensive program in place.  If members opposite have any influence with the Australian 
government, please use it.  We have a fantastic relationship with the Northern Territory government.  It is the 
first time that a state government has ever put money over the border trying to stop cane toads.  In the past we 
have put a lot of money into looking at biological methods and money has been allocated to the CSIRO to 
investigate things that kill cane toads.  While there have been some results, the problem is that they have killed 
everything else, so we have not been able to use them.  We are working on all those different fronts of science: 
we have tried to find a biological control, introduced surveillance to stop the hitchhikers, introduced mobile 
patrols and sniffer dogs, and trapping because we need to do that to try to cut population numbers.  However, we 
also need to take fall-back measures to protect our own biodiversity assets.   

[10.40 am] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the second-last dot point of major achievements for 2004-05 on page 522, which 
reads -  

Commenced the implementation of the new road classification system and road safety audit for 
Department managed roads in the Warren Region. 

That will be completed in 2007.  Is that another way of closing more access roads into the forest?  The second 
part of my question is: given the comments the minister made about wonderful lookouts at Windy Harbour in the 
D’Entrecasteaux National Park and the number of gravel roads, is the issue of leased or hire cars in the national 
park still a problem?  What will be the end result of this new road classification system?  I am sure some of the 
bureaucrats from the Department of Conservation and Land Management recall the initial D’Entrecasteaux 
National Park management plan.  There was war when it was proposed to close access roads.  We do not want 
that to happen again. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I thank the member for the question.  I will ask Mr Sharp to expand on my answer in a 
minute.  There is still a problem with leased cars.  However, one of the good things with Point D’Entrecasteaux, 
to which I have referred, is that the whole of the road in that area will be bituminised.  What CALM is doing at 
the moment, which I think is fairly smart, is laying the surface at the point and moving backwards to meet up 
with the bituminised road.  At the moment access is by four-wheel-drive vehicles, mainly because the road is 
pretty rough until it gets to the tarmac.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is that from Salmon Beach? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  No, the road I am referring to goes to Point D’Entrecasteaux itself, but it will eventually 
go to Salmon Beach.  There is four-wheel-drive access at the moment.  Clearly those surfaces must be done in 
stages, but CALM is working backwards.  After a period, four-wheel drivers will get a nice tarmac road, which 
will help address some of those issues.  A lot of visitors use leased cars and we want them to be able to enjoy the 
park.  I will ask Mr Sharp to comment specifically on the new road classification system. 

Mr J.R. Sharp:  The road classification system is based on negotiations that the department has had for a 
number of years with Main Roads Western Australia.  It is about entering the road system managed by CALM 
into a database that is consistent with the Roman database, which is used by local authorities and is based on that 
classification system.  We will be able to identify and have a full database of the entire road network and it will 
be a means by which we will know all we need to know about the condition of the road network.  The level of 
detail of application of the classification system is being trialled in the Warren region before it is extended to the 
rest of the state.  It is not intended to look primarily at closures, but at where best to expend the limited resources 
for maintenance on roads, and that will be very helpful.  It will also mean that the wider road system that is 
administered by Main Roads WA will be fully integrated and will be consistent with what is happening in local 
authorities.   
The CHAIRMAN:  As a result of the antics of the member for Perth, we will take a morning tea break, but there 
is one more question.  Will that question finish this division? 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I have one more question. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Do members want to have morning tea now and finish the division when we come back or 
do they want to finish the division? 
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Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  No, we should finish the division. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I refer to the major achievements for 2004-05 on page 521.  The audit referred to does not 
mean much to me and from my view is a bit of gobbledegook.  Will the minister explain whether it refers to an 
audit of the management plan; that is, an audit of how it is performing and working?  What is the role of the 
Conservation Commission in performing its statutory obligation to develop and provide a management plan for 
conservation reserves? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Conservation Commission was established through changes to the Conservation and 
Land Management Act in 2000 and, therefore, created under the previous government.  The commission 
replaced the former National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority of WA, so it has vested in it all the 
designated conservation lands.  It is responsible for high-level policy advice on the management plans that are 
prepared by CALM on behalf of the Conservation Commission.  It is also responsible for auditing the 
performance of the management plans to ensure they are abided by.  The audit policy is a new function that was 
introduced with those changes and the creation of the Conservation Commission.  It has taken us some time to 
define what that means and to put it into place.  The Conservation Commission commissioners have developed 
the draft comprehensive audit assessment policy, but we have started audit reports already.  An interesting aspect 
about these audit reports is that ultimately they will come into the Parliament.  Although I guess the audit policy 
looks a bit out of context to the member for Roe, it makes sense in view of the changes to the legislation in 2000, 
the role of the Conservation Commission and the refinement and development of the role that it must undertake 
over time. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to new works on page 526.  The park improvement program for 2005-06 has been 
allocated $9 million and the tourism road improvement program another $4 million.  The Diamond Tree lift 
project has been around now for two or three years and the Donnelly slide project has been around for quite 
some time as well.  The minister has answered a question about it, but I recall the government presenting a 
cheque to the Shire of Manjimup for the Donnelly slide project.  Are funds for those projects able to be accessed 
from any of those two programs?  In the tourism road improvement program, is consideration being given to 
bituminising the Old Vasse Road that gives access to the Warren National Park? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  First of all, the $2 million for the Diamond Tree project and the proposed slide project is 
not in this budget.  That amount was allocated as part of the protecting old-growth forests policy.  From memory, 
it went into the Minister for State Development’s domain and the member should ask him exactly where that 
money is.  An amount of $2 million was definitely set aside - $1 million initially and another $1 million in 
response to some requests.  I hope that a proposal such as this does get up.  I thought in the beginning that the 
Diamond Tree issue was quite interesting.  I understand that a feasibility study was not very positive about this 
latest project, but I am not the person to ask for all those details.  The more we can do in the member for Warren-
Blackwood’s area, which is a bit of an icon area, the better for all of us.  We are now getting very good detailed 
economic information on the impact of those sorts of icons and facilities and the attractions they provide for 
getting people into the region.  We are getting some very good economic evaluations from the Sustainable 
Tourism Cooperative Research Centre that help with all these arguments.  I will ask Mr Sharp to answer the 
member’s question about the road. 
Mr J.R. Sharp:  It is my understanding that the bituminising of the Old Vasse Road is not in the current 
program.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is or is not? 
Mr J.R. Sharp:  Is not in the current program.  However, as indicated in response to an earlier question, the road 
classification system, which is being applied to the Warren region, may well indicate where the priorities lie for 
future expenditure in the Warren region, and that may show up in that process.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Could I make an additional comment, Mr Chair? 
The CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Given the importance of the Warren National Park as part of the forest discovery tourist 
route and the amount of money that CALM has expended at Heartbreak Trail and along the river, it appears that 
some tourists like the rustic gravel-type surface; however, Old Vasse Road obviously would lend itself to a joint 
venture between CALM and the local government, and perhaps Main Roads.  It is a very important route.  That 
suggestion could be taken on board when CALM is reclassifying the road system.  In winter it is very rough and 
potholed, and in summer the dust becomes a problem for tourists looking up at the trees and not the road.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  On behalf of the department, I believe we should look at that matter.  However, I will 
give the member an idea of some of the things we are doing in the south west.  These are only the major road 
projects that CALM is carrying out.  An amount of $400 000 is being expended on the Walpole-Nornalup 
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National Park to complete the redevelopment of the visitor facilities and to upgrade the roads; $300 000 is being 
expended on the D’Entrecasteaux National Park for the final sealing of Salmon Beach Road, which the member 
asked about; $160 000 is being expended on the D’Entrecasteaux National Park to construct a range of new 
facilities at Banksia Camp and Lake Jasper; $480 000 is being expended on the Wellington National Park, again 
for the upgrade of visitor facilities and roads; and $90 000 is being expended on the Blackwood River National 
Park to redevelop the Sue’s Bridge camp ground and for riverbank stabilisation.  A lot of work is being done.  
However, the member’s point about the Old Vasse Road is well made.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  There is also a regional wine-selling centre at Lincoln Marrison’s place on Old Vasse 
Road.  He has been writing to local government and all and sundry about bituminising Old Vasse Road, so the 
minister can expect some more noise from that direction. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The last time I visited the member’s electorate, I was given a very nice bottle of wine. 
The CHAIRMAN:  I am sure the minister will share that with us. 
The appropriation was recommended. 

Meeting suspended from 10.50 to 11.05 am 
 


