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Division 43:  Water and Rivers Commission, $49 755 000 - 
Mr McRae, Chairman. 

Dr Edwards, Minister for the Environment and Heritage. 

Mr R.F. Payne, Chief Executive Officer. 

Mr GRYLLS:  I refer to pages 713 and 714, which outline the major initiatives for 2002-03.  Where in the 
budget is the State’s contribution to the natural heritage trust fund mark 2, with specific reference to the 
community-based Envirofund program?  

[12 noon] 

Dr EDWARDS:  Envirofund is a totally federal government-initiated program, which is being advertised at the 
moment.  It is part of the natural heritage trust fund mark 2, but it is the first component of the NHT 2 spectrum.  
In respect of Envirofund, Cabinet recently made a decision to set up something very similar to assessment panels 
to make sure that all the infrastructure is set up in the State by the time required, so we can do the required state 
assessment that feeds into Envirofund.  That does not need any particular funding.  We are confident that we can 
manage that with what we already have.  In respect of NHT 2 more broadly, as a result of the previous Natural 
Resource Management Council decisions in Hobart earlier this month, the Commonwealth has backed away 
from saying that funding from the States needs to be matched.  It is now talking about our being able to match in 
kind.  Negotiations are going on.  Mr Payne, the chief executive officer, has been involved in some of those 
negotiations.  We have said to the Commonwealth that we are keen to progress those negotiations quickly, 
because groups in the community are awaiting the outcome.  However, we have some assurance from Tasmania 
that they will continue the current arrangements for longer than has been set, so we can sort out the NHT 2 
arrangements.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I must put the question.   

Mr EDWARDS:  Your ruling was that we be back here by 10.40 am, Mr Chairman.  We took your instruction 
and were sitting in our seats at 10.40 am ready to go, but other members were not present and there was no 
quorum.  We did not start the session until 10.45 am.  As your instruction was that we be back here at 10.40 am 
and we did not start until 10.45 am, could we have a further five minutes on the Water and Rivers Commission 
division? 

The CHAIRMAN:  The schedules and sitting times, and even the time allocation for all divisions, were the result 
of a motion and a decision of the Legislative Assembly.  It is not possible for this committee to alter a decision 
of the House in setting that time.  I am obligated by the decision of the Legislative Assembly to proceed.  It is 
ultimately the responsibility of members.  If I said that we were to have a break of seven minutes - I think it is 
possible to have a cup of tea and get back here in seven minutes - and members do not get back here in seven 
minutes, that is not my problem. 

Mr MASTERS:  In hindsight, my understanding is that we should not have stopped the proceedings of this 
committee at 10.33 am to go and have a cup of tea but that we should have stayed here and continued with the 
estimates committee.  As a result, we lost about 13 minutes from the morning’s discussion on the divisions.  I 
hear what you say about your hands being tied, but nonetheless it is well known that this is an opportunity for the 
Opposition to ask questions of government, and the Opposition has lost 13 minutes of that opportunity. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I take the point.  Members will recall at 9.00 am when I took the Chair and began the 
proceedings, I asked whether members wanted to set times to manage each of the divisions.  No member 
indicated at that stage that members wanted to do that.  Had I been given any advice in that regard, I would have 
set times and stuck to them.  However, that was not the case.   

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


