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Division 70: Environment and Conservation, $184 768 000 � 
Hon Ken Travers, Acting Chair. 

Hon Donna Faragher, Minister for Environment. 

Mr K. McNamara, Director General. 

Mr J. Sharp, Deputy Director General, Parks and Conservation. 

Mr A. Sands, Acting Deputy Director General, Environment. 

Dr J. Byrne, Director, Corporate Services. 

Ms F. Keating, Acting Director, Strategic Policy. 

Mr S. Cowie, Acting Director, Sustainability. 

The ACTING CHAIR: Good afternoon everyone. On behalf of the Legislative Council Estimates and Financial 
Operations Committee, I would like to welcome you to today�s hearing. Before we begin, I must ask you to take 
either the oath or affirmation. 

[Witnesses took the oath or affirmation.] 

The ACTING CHAIR: This hearing is being held in public although there is discretion available to the 
committee to hear evidence in private either of its own motion or at the witness�s request. If for some reason you 
wish to make a confidential statement during today�s proceedings, you should request that the evidence be taken 
in closed session before answering the question. 

Government agencies and departments have an important role and duty in assisting Parliament to scrutinise the 
budget papers on behalf of the people of Western Australia. The committee values that assistance. 

Members are asked to sit towards the front of the chamber where practicable so that witnesses will not have to 
turn their head to the back of the chamber when answering questions. It will greatly assist Hansard if when 
referring to the Budget Statements volumes or the consolidated account estimates, members give the page 
number, item, program, amount, and so on in preface to their questions. If supplementary information is to be 
provided, I ask your cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee�s clerk within five working 
days of receipt of the questions. An example of the required Hansard style for the documents has been provided 
to your advisers. The committee reminds agency representatives to respond to questions in a succinct manner 
and to limit the extent of personal observations. 

For the benefit of members and Hansard, I ask the minister to introduce her advisers to the committee, and for 
each adviser to please state their full name, contact address and the capacity in which they appear before the 
committee. 

[Witnesses Introduced.] 

The ACTING CHAIR: At this time, I would ask each of the witnesses whether they have read, understood and 
completed the �Information for Witnesses� form. 

The Witnesses: Yes. 

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

The Witnesses: Yes. 

The ACTING CHAIR: There are some questions on notice and I now table those. I give the call to Hon Sally 
Talbot. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I refer to the total appropriations on page 887 of the Budget Statements. I think that it 
is now pretty much agreed�it is on the public record�that there has been a decrease of $53 781 000 between 
the 2008-09 total appropriation and the 2009-10 total appropriation. At the same time it seems apparent that 
there is an increase in expenditure of about $15.7 million. I have a couple of questions about that. First, the 
appropriation seems to have been cut by a lot more than the three per cent demanded in the efficiency cuts. Can 
the minister comment on that? Secondly, is the projected income from the increased landfill levy that will be 
going into consolidated revenue incorporated in those 2009-10 figures? 
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Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Yes, the appropriation has been reduced; however, that will be more than offset by 
the proposed changes with respect to the levy of $39 million, as well as the election commitments and also 
increases in terms of grants and other expenditure. I ask Mr McNamara whether he can add to that. 

[1.50 pm] 

Mr K. McNamara: I refer to page 887. The important figure there is the total cost of services. The figure of 
$292 million is given for 2008-09 as the estimated actual; and the 2009-10 budget estimate is $308 million. 
There is an increase there.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That is an increase in costs?  

Mr K. McNamara: That is an increase in the total cost of services; therefore, that is the total amount we will 
spend on delivering the department�s services. The increase is as a result of a number of factors�some negative, 
some positive, of course. There is the three per cent efficiency dividend. There are some adjustments in media 
and marketing and advertising. There are some finite fundings of relatively small amounts that have ceased. 
There are the election commitments which are shown at the bottom of page 887, which produce increased 
funding. There is a more accurate allowance for projected grants and other revenues from the commonwealth 
and other sources. Of course, with the landfill levy issue, there is no net effect because the reduction in 
appropriation equals the projected increase in the landfill revenue.  

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Given that the landfill levy of $39 million needs to be redirected either by regulation 
or by act, should those regulations or acts not be forthcoming, where will the minister find the relevant funding 
to continue her activities?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Legislation was introduced today in the other place to broaden the purposes for 
which the levy can be applied. It is the government�s view that this is a new policy position with respect to 
enabling the levy to be used for broader environmental conservation purposes through the department, as well as 
waste-related purposes. I would like to think that the opposition, the Greens (WA) and other parties will support 
that legislation. It is our very strong view that that legislation will go through. It has been introduced today.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The minister talks about a reduction in the appropriation. If that legislation did not go 
through, and the minister could not use that money from consolidated revenue, would it be true to say that her 
decrease in appropriation would be more like $90 million than $54 million?  

[2.00 pm] 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We are referring to the $39 million. It is a hypothetical question as to whether the 
legislation will not go through, but, having said that, any issues in respect of shortfalls, much like any other 
portfolio, will be dealt with in the midyear review. Obviously, it is a hypothetical question with regard to the 
legislation. We have introduced the legislation and it will go through the usual parliamentary processes. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: It is a very interesting construction to refer to proposed legislative change as �a 
hypothetical question�, but that is something we can pursue elsewhere. 

I have another small technical question about that section before we move on to what my good friend and 
colleague the former Minister for Environment referred to as the dead, stinking cat in the corner�which of 
course is the landfill levy. I refer to �Item 172 Capital Appropriation� on page 887. I am sure that there is a 
technical explanation. The out years funding decreases from $22 582 000 for 2008-09 to $12 933 000 for 2009-
10 and then down to $2 089 000 for 2010-11. What is the explanation for that? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will ask Dr Byrne to answer that question. 

Dr J. Byrne: Yes, that relates to the completion of the herbarium and the science centre at Kensington. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I move now to note 4 at the top of page 891. The government�s rhetoric about the 
300 per cent increase in the landfill levy refers to expected behaviour change that will result in an increase in 
waste diverted from landfill, and note 4 reflects that. I have two questions. The figures in the table on page 890 
show the actual for 2007-08, the estimated actual for 2009-10 and the budget target for 2009-10 as 40 per cent. 
Where is the expected increase in waste diversion shown in the budget? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will refer the question to Mr Cowie, but I will say that those figures do not 
include construction and demolition waste. The information is not complete. As I understand it, further survey 
work is expected to be done throughout the year, particularly through the Waste Authority. That is essentially 
one of the explanations for that. 
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Hon SALLY TALBOT: Is the minister saying that the figure of 40 per cent refers to household and domestic 
waste? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Essentially, yes, it does. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Is the minister not expecting any decrease in waste going to landfill? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We expect that there will be. As I said, we will be doing surveys, principally 
through the Waste Authority. Obviously, they are indicative figures. I would like to see a significant increase in 
recycling in the budget papers next year. I will now turn the question over to Mr Cowie. 

Mr S. Cowie: The figure base for 2007-08 used different data from the figures for 2008-09 and 2009-10. The 
data is no longer available; it is based on data from a recycling and recovery rebate scheme that ran until 2006. 
There are different data being used now for 2008-09 and future calculations. We intend to see a significant 
increase from the budgeted 24.6 per cent to 40 per cent. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: That means that note 4 is effectively redundant, because it does not actually apply to 
the table. I will come to the question from another angle. I refer the minister to page 888 and the line item under 
�Economic Audit���Waste Management Landfill Levy�. There is an expected income of $39 million for each 
year. There is also a footnote that states � 

(a) The increase in the landfill levy will create a disincentive to dispose of waste to landfill and, at 
the same time, create an incentive to re-use or recycle. 

If the levy is designed to change consumer behaviour, why is there no reduction in the amounts of money 
collected in the out years? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: That will be looked at each year. It is certainly fair to say that evidence suggests 
that an increase in the levy will provide an incentive for people to recycle. I refer particularly to the example of 
construction and demolition waste in New South Wales, where there is a significantly higher level of levies�
around $46 a tonne, which I understand will increase to around $50 next year. New South Wales has a recycling 
rate of more than 65 per cent. In Western Australia the rate of recycling for construction and demolition waste is 
less than 20 per cent, and that accounts for around 50 per cent of our waste. My advice is that an increase in 
levies will be an incentive to recycle. We have budgets each year, and these things will be looked at, but the 
projections from the Department of Treasury and Finance are $39 million. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Perhaps I need a more technical answer to that question, because I cannot see why the 
estimated income in the out years does not reflect any sort of behavioural change, even if the argument is that 
most of it will occur in a sector that is not accounted for in the budget papers. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: These things will obviously need to be looked at on a yearly basis, as will every 
other area within the portfolio. The projections at this stage are $39 million. These things will be looked at over 
the year, and they will be looked at in the course of the budget process, but that is the advice I have from the 
Department of Treasury and Finance, and obviously it will be looked at in the coming year. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Does the minister have some pretty serious doubts about the accuracy of those out year 
figures? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: No, I am saying that those are the projections that we have in place, but each year 
the projections are looked at, and, if changes are needed, they will be looked at. These are the projections within 
the forward estimates at the moment. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: In New South Wales the state government owns the tips and they are all gated and 
under government control, but in Western Australia they are owned by local governments. How can the minister 
be assured of even that level of income, given that we can anticipate that people will tend to use the ungated tips 
on the outskirts of the metropolitan area rather than the gated tips? 

Mr S. Cowie: I am not sure of the current situation in New South Wales and whether the tips are still owned by 
the government, or if they have been privatised. But in Western Australia we expect some increase in illegal 
dumping as a result of the change in the levy to increase the cost. As a result of that, legislation will be 
introduced into Parliament later this year to increase the penalty. Part of the licensing requirements for the 
majority of ungated landfill sites is that they are to be fenced, which should reduce the amount of dumping on 
those sites. There is waste being generated in the metropolitan area which needs to be charged as landfill, even if 
the waste is deposited outside the metropolitan area into a licensed landfill. 
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Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Given that local governments will now be in charge of these levies, what funding 
base will be provided to local governments to facilitate both the gating of ungated tips and the administration of 
this program?  

[2.10 pm] 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The legislation that was introduced in Parliament today provides for 25 per cent or 
more of the moneys received through the levy to be used for waste-related purposes. If local governments have 
issues with waste, obviously that will be an avenue for them to look at through the Waste Authority. Mr Cowie 
commented on illegal dumping. The point that was raised was that people might illegally dump in outer areas 
and the question was whether that would be classified as illegal dumping. The department has taken that on 
board and is looking to make sure that adequate provisions are in place to counter any person who utilises that 
mechanism to illegally dump. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I wish to drill down into that. Who will actually police that, because local 
governments cannot afford to? Who will police any illegal dumping, and what funding is available to do that? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will also defer to Mr Cowie for some more information, but I understand that 
more than 100 departmental officers are authorised under the act to enforce matters related to illegal dumping. I 
understand that the police also have that power. Mr Cowie might have some further information on that. 

Mr S. Cowie: Essentially, that is correct. The legislation is still being drafted, but I think we have just over 120 
authorised inspectors under the environmental protection legislation, plus police officers, who will be able to 
enforce that legislation. We will be working with local governments to determine whether they can get that 
power once the legislation is drafted. 

Mr K. McNamara: The department has a total staff complement of about 1 950 or 1 970 staff throughout the 
state. In the Perth urban area, clearly we have national park rangers and workers in places such as Mundaring, 
Jarrahdale, Serpentine, Yanchep, Gnangara and the like, so we have lots of eyes and ears out there. The budget 
includes under the election commitments at the bottom of page 887 an extra $1 million going forward to improve 
our compliance and monitoring capability. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Who is going to pay for the clean-up of illegal dumping, if anyone is, and is there a 
budget line item for that? 

Mr S. Cowie: Under the offence of illegal dumping, once the legislation is drafted, costs for the clean-up can be 
recouped from the person under the Environmental Protection Act. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Sorry; I am drilling down into a big hole here. Is the minister saying that her staff will 
be out there 24/7 watching for illegal dumping? Who is going to be running the ship while they are away? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will let Mr Cowie answer that question, but the reality is that illegal dumping 
occurs now. We are obviously very concerned. There is a recognition that an increase in the levy may result in 
some people who might not ordinarily illegally dump actually looking to do that. At the moment the highest fine 
for illegal dumping is $1 000 if a cause of pollution cannot be made. In an effort to deter illegal dumping, we 
have proposed quite significant increases in those penalties to, I think, $62 500 for individuals and $125 000 for 
bodies corporate. I would like to think that that would send a very strong message to the community that illegal 
dumping will not be tolerated. Some people will continue to illegally dump, and we have officers in place to deal 
with that. It is my expectation and the department�s expectation that those people will be held to account. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am pursuing the same line of questioning. The minister is talking about having nearly 
2 000 pairs of eyes and ears on the ground policing these matters and 100 environmental inspectors with the full 
powers of the EP act, but there have been two prosecutions in four years, one of which was unsuccessful. Where 
is the minister�s evidence that upping the fines will produce this sort of disincentive? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Those two prosecutions occurred under the previous government. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I am looking for evidence in this budget, minister. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The member is referring to a particular area under the previous government. To 
date in 2008-09 there have been 3 241 infringements for littering. That is quite a significant number. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I have one more question on this specific subject if you will bear with me, Mr Acting 
Chairman. I refer to the line item �Receipts from Regulatory Fees and Fines� on page 900. It looks to me as 
though the minister is expecting $60 000 a year. Does that include the income from the new illegal dumping 
fines? 
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Hon DONNA FARAGHER: No, it does not actually cater for that because obviously the legislation is not 
currently in place. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: And neither is the legislation for collecting the 300 per cent increase. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: That legislation has been introduced today. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: How much money has been set aside for policing and prosecuting the new offence? 
Where are the new measures that the minister has introduced shown in the budgetary allocation? 

Mr K. McNamara: The vast majority of the staff at the department have multiple functions and roles. As Mr 
Cowie said in answer to an earlier question, there are 100 or 120 fully authorised inspectors under the 
Environmental Protection Act. They deal with all classes of offences. We do not have people dedicated to just 
one class of offence or another. We have many other staff who are authorised under the Conservation and Land 
Management Act, the Wildlife Conservation Act and so on. We also have in this budget an extra $1 million a 
year for monitoring and compliance, with which we are recruiting an extra eight staff�two, I think, in the 
central environmental enforcement unit in Perth and the other six in regional locations. The environmental 
enforcement unit in Perth, which coordinates the enforcement of the Environmental Protection Act, probably has 
10 or a dozen staff. Mr Cowie might be able to be more precise on that. It is a coordinating group and an overall 
standards group. Staff throughout the department have multiple roles in enforcing multiple pieces of legislation. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I know the minister will bear with me in my relative newness to this process. I am not too 
familiar with the budget papers. I refer to the election commitments listed in the table of major policy decisions 
on page 887 and to the line item �Kimberley Toad Busters�. I note that moneys have been allocated across the 
years until 2012-13. Does that mean that by that year we will have eradicated cane toads? I am not sure how that 
works. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I thank Hon Liz Behjat for her question about Kimberley Toad Busters. Yes, that 
commitment of $1.2 million to assist the group in the great work it does was made during the election campaign. 
I advise the committee that towards the end of last year I visited the Kimberley Toad Busters in Kununurra and 
spent a night toad busting with the group, and, I might add, we caught more than 600 toads. It is fair to say that 
cane toads are a significant threat to our biodiversity. Unfortunately, in February this year the first cane toad 
voluntarily appeared across the border; essentially it jumped over the border at the quarantine point. The reality 
is that as much as we have tried to stop cane toads, they are progressively moving across the border. As a result, 
a number of works are being undertaken. At my request the Department of Environment and Conservation did 
some very good things earlier this year. They include the distribution of cane-toad packs of information about 
the safe handling of these pests, protecting children and pets and, importantly, how to identify a cane toad 
correctly. Also cane-toad disposal points have been set up in Kununurra at the DEC office, as well as at the local 
veterinary centre and the Shire of Wyndham-East Kimberley depot. Holding cages have also been installed so 
that people can deposit toads at any time. Also last month I released the draft of a new 10-year state strategy for 
cane toads. The strategy was prepared by the department in consultation with a broad stakeholder reference 
group and sets out the goals, objectives and actions that are needed to control toads. Not only is that a matter for 
the Department of Environment and Conservation, but also obviously there are issues with respect to quarantine. 
It is also fair to say that the department is working hard, particularly with other organisations and universities to 
identify a biological control for cane toads. Mr McNamara will probably agree with me that it is the only way we 
will be able to stop them. Short of sending a bill to Queensland, we have to consider every measure possible to 
reduce the spread. The department is also undertaking biological surveys to identify key natural values that could 
be threatened by toads, and also developing management strategies, which include islands and the like for 
potential translocation of species that might be under threat by cane toads. 

It is fair to say, therefore, that the commitment referred to by the member is quite specific to Kimberley Toad 
Busters. It is an acknowledgement of the great work that they do and their great volunteer effort. However, quite 
considerable work is being done by the department as well as other agencies, such as the Department of 
Agriculture and Food. 

[2.20 pm] 

The ACTING CHAIR: Does Hon Jon Ford have some questions on that point? 

Hon JON FORD: Yes. I ask the minister to excuse me; I have lost my voice. 

The ACTING CHAIR: If anyone finds Hon Jon Ford�s voice, please return it to him! 

Hon JON FORD: I thank you, Mr Acting Chairman; that would be fantastic! 
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I have been aware of cane toads coming over the border for the past two years. In actual fact it is in my 
electorate and I could have taken the minister there. If she has ever stood on top of the Five Rivers Lookout and 
looked out, she would have seen the mammoth task � 

The ACTING CHAIR: I remind the member of the requirement not to indulge in personal observations during 
questions. 

Hon JON FORD: This is important for this question. 

The minister said in answer to the previous question that the only way to beat the cane toad problem is through 
some sort of biological solution. Is the $1.2 million that the minister has given to Kimberley Toad Busters not 
window-dressing and a waste of money, and in fact would be much better invested in finding that biological 
solution? How much money is being invested by this state in research for the biological solution? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will make a general comment and then I will hand over to Mr McNamara. 

The clear advice to me, obviously, is that biological control is what is necessary. I do not think anyone would 
disagree with that. However, until such time as that is actually achieved, there are a range of actions that we 
should continue to support. Kimberley Toad Busters and their volunteers do magnificent work in the Kimberley. 
The Stop the Toad Foundation, which the previous government supported as well, has also done considerable 
work in the Kimberley, or more precisely in the Northern Territory, going in over the border and catching 
thousands and thousands and thousands of these cane toads. It is a combination of community effort, of 
departmental effort and of university effort. Right across the board I think it is fair to say that there is a need for 
biological control, but until such time as we have that, there is a range of actions that we should support. I 
believe we should never underestimate the value of Kimberley Toad Busters and the Stop the Toad Foundation, 
and any other organisation that commits its time and effort to reducing the speed at which these cane toads are 
coming across the border. It has been said to me that the community effort has certainly helped stem the tide for 
a lot longer than perhaps would otherwise have been the case. I will defer to Mr McNamara on that. 

Mr K. McNamara: Biological control is not easy. I am aware of national efforts that Western Australia 
contributed to in search of biological control agents about 20 years ago when teams were sent to South America 
to conduct surveys and research, and unfortunately came back pretty well empty-handed. In recent years the 
Western Australian government has granted funding of $850 000 to the Australian Cane Toad Genome Program 
run by Professor Grant Morahan at the Western Australian Institute for Medical Research, and $300 000 is being 
provided over two years to work being done by Professor Rick Shine at Sydney University on a lungworm 
parasite. Professor Shine has a long-running research presence through his group in the Northern Territory, 
which is being applied to cane toads. There has been commonwealth investment, there has been Queensland 
investment, there has been Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation investment and there 
have been assistance and efforts through the Invasive Animals Cooperative Research Centre. Our contributions, 
therefore, have been real, but they should be looked at in the context of a range of other contributors that are 
investigating biological control possibilities. 

The ACTING CHAIR: Members, I am worried about the time and that we need to keep moving through. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I will put my supplementary question in as a question on notice. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I refer again to the Kimberley region and the election commitments for the �Kimberley 
Conservation Strategy� referred to on page 887. Is this funding tied to the public forums that will be starting in 
the Kimberley? What is happening in that area? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Yes, it is. The government committed $9 million at the election for a Kimberley 
science and conservation strategy. We have said that the Kimberley has enormous unique values not only to 
Western Australia, but also indeed to Australia and the world. The Kimberley has enormous economic and 
tourist potential. There is a great range of cultural and heritage values in the Kimberley. This strategy will, 
therefore, develop an integrated science and conservation strategy for the future. Towards the end of last year I 
asked the department to prepare a scientific document on the Kimberley. In March this year I called for public 
submissions on what people would like done with this strategy because I believe it is really important that we get 
the views of all stakeholders. A couple of weeks ago the member probably heard in the news that we will be 
commencing the next phase of the consultation period, and I am very excited with respect to this particular 
aspect. Public forums will be held in both the Kimberley and in Perth. An independent facilitator, Mr Chris 
Ellison, will chair those forums. Mr Ellison will also be available to meet with those people who may not feel 
comfortable appearing before a public forum. 

[2.30 pm]  
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I understand that meetings have already occurred this week with a couple of conservation groups. The public 
forum meetings�I will check this with Mr Sharp, who was at the earlier meetings�will be held through June 
and July. I hope to attend a couple of those meetings in the Kimberley, the first of which may even be next week. 
It is very exciting. The government is very committed to developing this strategy and to gaining the input of all 
the relevant stakeholders. I will refer now to Mr Sharp for confirmation of the meetings that are being, or are to 
be, held.  

Mr J. Sharp: Yes; three processes are going on simultaneously. Chris Ellison is holding meetings with 
individual stakeholders if they so request. Hearings will commence at a number of venues next week�that is, in 
Kununurra, Wyndham and Halls Creek�all of which have been and will continue to be well publicised; and 
workshops will be held at which ideas can be tested. In addition, the minister earlier in the year called for 
submissions, and we have already received 40 substantial submissions. The meetings with stakeholders 
commenced last week, and five key stakeholders have already been engaged in stakeholder meetings. The 
second round of consultations will start on 20 July in Broome, Derby and Fitzroy Crossing. In between the two 
lots of Kimberley-based forum sessions, a forum will be held in Perth on Tuesday, 7 July, and, if necessary�
Chris Ellison has indicated there may be a need�a second forum will be held in Perth. But that is the current 
program. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I have a quick question. I refer to the landfill levy fees, about which there has 
been considerable debate. We did hear from a minister earlier this morning that the decision to impose a levy in 
another area was in fact imposed by the Treasurer on the minister and the agency. My question is: did the 
Minister for Environment suggest the increase from $14 million to $57.5 million for the landfill levy fees or was 
that decision made by a subcommittee of the cabinet and imposed by the Treasurer or Premier?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I thank the member; I am just trying to find the correct page to refer the member 
to. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I do not know that the minister needs a page number for that question 
specifically. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I refer the member to page 888 of the Budget Statements and the economic audit 
line item. This matter was referred through the economic audit process. Obviously, there are budget processes, 
and this was a government-endorsed decision that is reflected in the budget.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I want to get this clear. Was it imposed by the Treasurer on the minister or did 
the minister have the opportunity to say no, because it is cost-prohibitive and disadvantageous and so on, or did 
she just cop it? It is a fair question? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: It was a government-endorsed decision that is in the budget papers. Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich, I am very committed to increasing recycling in this state. The reality is that an increase in the landfill 
levies will increase the incentive for people to recycle, particularly construction and demolition waste. From an 
environmental perspective, I would like to think that people would agree and look positively upon increasing the 
level of construction and demolition recycling. I am not sure whether the member was here when I mentioned 
this previously, but I will mention it again: more than 65 per cent of construction and demolition waste is 
recycled in New South Wales, but less than 20 per cent is recycled in Western Australia. I have had 
representations from a range of people asking that the levy be increased to create that incentive to recycle. 
Obviously, increasing the levy will increase revenue, and, as has been reflected in the budget papers, it has also 
been identified through the economic audit. However, there are clear advantages in increasing the levy, one of 
which is an improvement in the level of recycling. 

The ACTING CHAIR: Before I give the call to Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, I remind members that I have quite a 
long list of people who want to ask questions. We do not have a huge amount of time this afternoon, and, 
obviously, a lot more members are asking questions than is normally the case. I ask members to keep their 
questions succinct and the minister and her advisers to keep their answers succinct. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I only want to make the point that irrespective of how the minister dresses up 
the levy, the simple fact is that this is an excessive levy, and the minister knows it. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will say that even with a 300 per cent increase, the levy in Western Australia is 
not as high as is the case in a number of other states. It is about $46.70 per tonne in New South Wales, and that 
will increase to more than $50 per tonne. Even with this increase, we are well below the figure in other states.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: I refer to the second dot point under �Significant Issues Impacting the Agency� on page 
889 of the Budget Statements concerning threats to Western Australia�s biodiversity. I wonder whether the 
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minister can advise what activities are being undertaken in respect of feral animals such as wild dogs, cats and, 
of course, the ubiquitous fox.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will ask Mr McNamara to make some more specific comments, but it is fair to 
say that pests, particularly European foxes, cats, goats, donkeys and the like are a significant threat to native 
species in particular. The department has a very successful Western Shield program that was launched back in 
1996-97. I understand the department baits almost 4 million hectares of conservation lands up to four times a 
year. The fox is a particular target species. The department has achieved significant benefits through the 
program, and I will ask Mr McNamara to provide a bit more detail. 

Mr K. McNamara: The department�s current financial year expenditure on the control of introduced animals 
will be around $5.5 million. I expect that level of expenditure to be maintained in the next financial year. A 
significant proportion of that money is spent on the Western Shield program outlined by the minister. We also 
continue to conduct research into how to achieve better outcomes in areas such as cat control in particular and 
wild dogs, as specifically mentioned by the member. The department works with pastoralists and with declared 
animal groups under the Agriculture Protection Board and Biosecurity Council regime administered through the 
agricultural portfolio in joint operations to deal with wild dogs. Wild dogs are a challenge, as many people in the 
pastoral communities and the northern and eastern wheatbelt know. We actively contribute to baiting programs. 
The Minister for Agriculture and Food is also considering barrier fence issues, but that is not something for the 
environment portfolio directly.  

Hon JIM CHOWN: With your permission, Mr Chair, I have a couple more questions. 

The ACTING CHAIR: I will have to give each member an opportunity to ask one question each, and then 
come back to members if we have time.  

[2.40 pm] 

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I refer to the major capital works program at page 889 of budget paper No 3 and the 
funding allocated to parks and visitor services. Can the minister advise what improvements to visitor facilities 
will be made in the Perth hills area?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I thank the member for that question. A number of capital infrastructure works are 
scheduled for the Perth hills area. They include, but are not limited to, $210 000, for example, for Perth hills 
parks, reserves and forests for maintenance of facilities across 274 recreational sites and a road maintenance 
program.  

The ACTING CHAIR: If the minister has a document there, perhaps to speed things up she can table that, and 
we will take it as a tabled document.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I am happy to table that.  

Hon JON FORD: Can the minister tell me the size of the conservation estate. I would like to know also what 
capital infrastructure has been allocated to the management of these assets and how much of the budget is 
allocated to that management.  

Mr K. McNamara: Without getting into the detail of how it is broken up, the conservation estate in Western 
Australia, which includes the existing national parks, nature reserves and conservation parks and lands that have 
been acquired for reservation, but are not yet reserved, in round figures are 25 million hectares, plus about 
1 million hectares of state forest, plus about 1.5 million hectares of marine reserves. The capital budget for 
managing park facilities and roads is in the order of $12 million per annum and, for three major services of the 
department; that is, nature conservation, parks and visitor services and sustainable forest management�I do not 
have the tally readily at hand�together would be in the order of $200 million. A large proportion of that budget 
is spent on managing those lands and waters. But, of course, some of it, particularly in nature conservation, is 
spent outside the conservation reserve system on research, biodiversity conservation outside reserves and so on. 
Almost the entire parks and visitor services budget, a large proportion of the nature conservation budget and all 
of the sustainable forest management budget is spent on those lands.  

Hon JON FORD: How many FTEs are involved? The minister can take that question on notice.  

Mr K. McNamara: I think there is an FTE figure for each service in the budget papers. There are 1 970 FTEs 
across the department.  

[Supplementary Information No D1.] 

Hon ADELE FARINA: As the minister will be aware, the Port Geographe development is in non-compliance 
with the environmental conditions of approval. The former Labor government put in a lot of work to bring that 
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project into compliance, and that work was ongoing. Will the minister advise what action she has taken to 
immediately bring this project into compliance with environmental conditions and approval? When does she 
anticipate that the project will be in compliance?  

Mr A. Sands: A number of actions are being taken to bring that process into compliance. They are mainly 
working with the proponent to meet the conditions regarding the odour and some of the water quality treatments. 
The monitoring of both those categories has been undertaken and we are in close consultation with the proponent 
and the key stakeholders to bring that together.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: When does the minister anticipate that the project will be in compliance with the 
environmental conditions of approval?  

Mr A. Sands: I cannot give a date on that. But we are working with the proponents to bring that into compliance 
as soon as possible.  

The ACTING CHAIR: Can you provide supplementary information on that.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will hand over to Mr McNamara. I understand also that the DPI is involved with 
respect to the studies it is doing.  

Mr K. McNamara: A lot of effort is going into the management of that project and the issues down there. As 
Mr Sands and the minister indicated, apart from the monitoring and the consultation with others and the work of 
the developer itself that is taking place, a very important component is the study by the Department for Planning 
and Infrastructure of the seagrass and water movement as it is affected by the groynes. A fundamental issue is to 
see what those studies reveal in the way the sand and seawrack are accumulating to see if there are design issues 
that need to be addressed with those groynes. From my recollection, that is a two-year study and will not be due 
until next year.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: Do you have an anticipated date for when this project will be compliant? This project is 
very fast approaching handover and it is still not in compliance. There does not seem to be a time line from the 
current government to bring it into compliance. If it is not in compliance by the hand-over date, will the 
government prosecute?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: As Mr Sands and Mr McNamara have outlined, a number of programs are in 
place. Work is being done in consultation with the relevant other departments, particularly Planning and 
Infrastructure, which is obviously the lead agency on this.  

Hon ADELE FARINA: No; these are environmental conditions of approval. The minister�s department is the 
lead agency.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I am aware of that. I am talking about the issue in general. The department is 
taking a range of actions. I am happy to take it on notice and give the member further details on a time line of 
events. 

[Supplementary Information No D2]  

The ACTING CHAIR: We need to keep moving with questions. 

Hon ADELE FARINA: Has the department completed its audit of the water monitoring report for Port 
Geographe 2007-08, which was due on 31 March last year?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We will have to check that. I will take that question on notice.  

[Supplementary Information D3.]  

Hon KEN BASTON: My question relates to works in progress on page 894. I refer to the new Walpole and 
Nornalup inlet marine park. Bearing in mind that recreational fishing and boating can continue in that park, are 
dogs permitted in boats in the park or on boats in transit through the park to the Southern Ocean? How many 
extra staff are involved in the management of the marine park?  

The ACTING CHAIR: That is for constituents travelling from the southern to the northern part of your 
electorate I take it, Hon Ken Baston!  

Hon KEN BASTON: Absolutely�coming down from the Kimberley. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Hon Ken Baston raised an issue about a constituent who has some concerns 
regarding dogs being allowed into the marine park. I sought some advice from Mr Sharp behind me and he can 
provide information about that. As I understand it, a policy allows dogs in the park, but I will defer to Mr Sharp.  
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Mr J. Sharp: The management plan for the Walpole-Nornalup National Park provides that dogs will be 
prohibited. That was a proposal that came from the community consultation process and was an outcome of the 
draft plan that was available for public consultation. However, that recommendation goes on to say that, where 
appropriate, permitted areas may be gazetted to facilitate use. It is really about the impact on shore birds and sea 
birds that are on the shore.  

 As the minister indicated, that will be dealt with as a matter of policy, whereby it is quite clear that the policy 
relating to marine parks is that if people are in transit, dogs that are travelling in a vessel in a marine park or a 
marine management area can be taken in transit on boats. 

[2.50 pm] 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I want to look at the department�s asset investment program, and I note in 
particular the commitment to the tourism road improvement program. Can the minister provide any information 
about the major beneficiaries of the 2008-09 tourism road improvement program? That is obviously the current 
one. For the four years from 2009-10 to 2012-13, the estimated total cost of the tourism road improvement 
program is $12.45 million. What major programs will be addressed or are expected to be addressed in those four 
years? Will the Bremer Bay to Hopetoun road be part of the tourism road improvement program? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will also defer to Mr Sharp on this question. However, under the tourism road 
improvement program, the department is responsible for managing and maintaining about 39 000 kilometres of 
roads and tracks used by the public. I will have to check the 2008-09 figures, but the allocation for 2009-10 is for 
road maintenance primarily in national parks throughout the state. That is made up of just over $2 million from 
the department as well as $1 million from Main Roads. There is also about $5.3 million in the budget for the 
park improvement program. I will defer to Mr Sharp as he may have more details. 

Mr J. Sharp: A large proportion of the allocation of funds for roading is for ongoing maintenance and repair of 
roads. There is no one specific road that will get the majority of those funds. It is dispersed across all roads, from 
the Kimberley to past Esperance. The roading improvements that take place are usually part of a park 
management plan, so there are two components: new roads, such as the element of the upgrading of the roading 
in Purnululu National Park�all national parks have an element of road improvement; and ongoing maintenance, 
which is very expensive across that 39 000 kilometres of roading. As far as the specific road in Fitzgerald River 
National Park is concerned, that budget allocation is not allocated in the Department of Environment and 
Conservation; it is reflected in the roading budget of Main Roads WA as a $20 million item. 

Hon MATT BENSON-LIDHOLM: I am obviously particularly concerned about the fact that we are talking 
about the Fitzgerald biosphere area, where even small tracks and so on may well have issues associated with 
dieback and the like in future years. That will certainly need to be factored into budgets, and I am not sure 
exactly whether it needs to be put into the Department of Environment and Conservation�s budget. I imagine it 
would do, which is why I pursued that line of questioning. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: With respect to that road, that $20 million Mr Sharp referred to is within the Main 
Roads portfolio. I understand it is for the two bookends of that road, if I can put it that way. With respect to the 
notion of the road, the Premier has made it very clear that all the environmental issues will need to be addressed, 
and Mr McNamara may have some further details on that. However, I understand that the $20 million�I should 
not speak for another minister�is for the two bookends of the road. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: My question relates to page 889 of the Budget Statements, and deals with sustainable 
forest management among other things. My first question is: why has the department�s sustainable forest 
management expense component blown out this year from a budgeted figure of $38 956 000 to $44 149 000?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Dr Byrne might be able to assist us with that question. 

Dr J. Byrne: I suggest that question be taken on notice so that we can provide a detailed breakdown of all 
components of the increase; it would come to about half a page or so, off the top of my head. We can definitely 
provide a detailed breakdown and make it available for the member. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I will put the question on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No D4.] 
Hon GIZ WATSON: Can the department specify in detail how the $43 919 000 for sustainable forest 
management will be spent? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We will also take that question on notice and provide the details later. 

[Supplementary Information No D5.] 
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The ACTING CHAIR: For the benefit of new members, Hon Giz Watson is a member of the Standing 
Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, which is why I am allowing her more than one question. In 
fact, she is the chair of the committee, so I am going to make sure I look after her! 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I have further questions on that area, but I will submit them on notice because they require 
detailed information. 

I refer to the line item �Proportion of marine bioregions with marine conservation reserves� on page 890. My 
question is: what is the expectation of additional marine reserve areas being added to the state conservation 
system within the next 12 months and within the next three years? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: As the member would be aware, I recently put in an order for the creation of the 
Walpole and Nornalup Inlets Marine Park, so that is the first. A number of other proposed parks have been 
examined by the Marine Parks and Reserves Authority and I am receiving some briefings on them. Obviously 
these are matters, as the member would appreciate, that require the concurrence of the Minister for Fisheries and 
the Minister for Mines and Petroleum, but we are certainly looking at that. Furthermore, when I made the 
announcement about the public consultation phase of the Kimberley science and conservation strategy, we again 
identified a number of areas, such as Camden Sound, for discussion about either protection or enhanced 
protection. We have identified three or four areas and that really was to provide an opportunity for the relevant 
communities to give feedback about that. I am obviously also in consultation with the Marine Parks and 
Reserves Authority, and I have asked it to specifically look at issues surrounding the Kimberley. I am waiting for 
its advice and views, as well as, obviously, for what stakeholders may say about the Kimberley. As I have said, 
concurrence is ultimately required from other ministers, and there are government processes in relation to that. 
We have created the Walpole and Nornalup Inlets Marine Park, which is very exciting, and we will look at 
creating others in due course, and I am receiving briefings on those at the moment. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Can the minister tell us which parks and reserves they are?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The Dampier Archipelago and the capes. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: And the regional review of the south coast? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I have not yet received that from the department. I understand that it is being 
finalised at the moment and will be provided shortly. 

[3.00 pm] 

The ACTING CHAIR: Members, we are now just about at the conclusion of time allocated for this division and 
we have the Swan River Trust next. Quite a lot of members have indicated that they still want to ask questions. 
Can I get an indication from members whether they would prefer us to run a bit over time on this division and 
shorten the time for the Swan River Trust? I see a number of nods around the chamber. It seems to be the general 
agreement. What I plan to do is continue for a little bit longer, into Swan River Trust time.  

I indicate, too, that Hon Nigel Hallett is the only member I have identified who is still seeking the call who has 
not asked a question. I will give Hon Nigel Hallett the call. Then I intend to give Hon Sally Talbot and 
Hon Robin Chapple the call, who have been identified as the lead speakers for their respective parties. I also 
have on my list Hon Jim Chown, Hon Adele Farina, Hon Alyssa Hayden and Hon Philip Gardiner. Hopefully we 
can fit those questions in in a reasonable amount of time. I give the call to Hon Nigel Hallett.  

Hon NIGEL HALLETT: My question relates to Walpole National Park. It leads on from Hon Ken Baston�s 
question. This may be taken on notice: could the minister table evidence of the community consultation 
workings on the national marine park and also how many staff are involved in the management of that park now 
in comparison to prior to the new park being brought in?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We do not need to take that question on notice. In terms of the marine park, as I 
understand it there has been quite extensive consultation, particularly through the Marine Parks and Reserves 
Authority, as is required with respect to any potential creation of a marine park. As I understand it�
Mr McNamara might confirm this for me�around two staff are required. In terms of the specific consultation, 
obviously that occurred prior to my becoming minister, so Mr McNamara might be able to enlighten the member 
further.  

Mr K. McNamara: The full statutory process of the Conservation Land Management Act was followed. There 
was publication of a notice of intent to create the park and an indicative management plan that went through a 
three-month public comment process followed by the concurrence of the Minister for Fisheries and the then 
Minister for Resources. That is the essential statutory process. In addition, there was a community-based focus 
group that was convened. There was extensive direct discussion with interest groups, with tourist operators and 
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other relevant agencies. As the minister indicated, it was in fact in a previous budget. There were allocations to 
both the Department of Environment and Conservation and to the Department of Fisheries to meet their roles in 
managing their responsibilities in the marine park. It is a fairly small marine park. DEC already has a substantial 
Walpole office. Although I cannot be absolutely precise about it, the number of full-time equivalents directly for 
managing the marine park is about two or three.  

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Given that in other states there is a considerable FTE allocation for management 
under the environmental portfolio of uranium mining and associated activities, especially in the Northern 
Territory, with the supervising scientist having a staff of some 100-odd members, how many FTEs have been 
allocated to that process within the Department of Environment and Conservation?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We do not have uranium mining here at this point in time, but Mr McNamara has 
got some further information.  

Mr K. McNamara: The Department of Mines and Petroleum is leading a process to address the requirements on 
a variety of agencies that will flow from the commencement of uranium mining in Western Australia. There will 
be extra work to be carried out in the Department of Environment and Conservation. There are functions of the 
Radiological Council, the Department of Mines and Petroleum itself and perhaps others. That work is being 
done. The Department of Mines and Petroleum has the lead on it and it is identifying the regulatory measures 
that need to be put in place and the process measures that need to be put in place, and it is in the process of 
identifying the human resources needed across the agencies. Through the Radiological Council, there is expertise 
in the matter. The normal processes of the Environmental Protection Act and the assessment processes of the 
EPA are certainly capable of addressing the environmental impacts.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: My question, in a sense, follows along the same line of questioning about the EPA. 
Can I first clarify a technical point, to which I suspect there is an easy answer. On page 887, under the 
subheading �Delivery of Services�, is the line item services provided to Environmental Protection Authority. 
Why is there no allocation from this year onwards? I think it has been put somewhere else but I am not sure 
where  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: There is a technical answer to this. Mr McNamara will be able to assist.  

Mr K. McNamara: The previous descriptions inherited from the former Department of Environment included a 
specific entry for services to the EPA. With the transition to the combined Department of Environment and 
Conservation and the rationalisation of a number of services, I think we now have seven. The services to the 
EPA are included in service 6, �Environmental Impact Assessment and Policies for the Environmental Protection 
Authority�. The EPA itself is no longer a line entry. The funding available to the EPA is covered in that service, 
which is on page 893.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I refer to section 6 on page 893 of the Budget Statements. We see there a reduction in 
FTEs for the EPA from 131 to 115. How can the minister justify that in light of her statements about 
strengthening the role of the EPA? What does it mean to �strengthen the role of the EPA� if the FTEs are 
reduced?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The estimated actual is 113; 2009-10 indicates 115. As I understand it, that does 
not refer to the EPA only. Mr McNamara has some more details.  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: What does the minister mean when she says that does not only refer to the EPA?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Environmental impact assessment does not only refer specifically to the EPA as 
such.  

Mr K. McNamara: As the minister has indicated, the actual for 2008-09 is 113 and the budget target for next 
year is 115. They are the actual figures. There has been cessation of some finite funding allocations that were 
made by the previous government. There have been a number of areas in the Department of Environment and 
Conservation budget around land supply issues, around major project approvals, around acid sulphate soils 
et cetera. Finite funding was provided and progressively either has ceased or is ceasing in the next year or two. 
In addition, services to the EPA are provided widely across the department. There is an entire branch in the 
nature conservation division, for example�the environmental management branch�that spends most of its time 
assessing mining and other projects from the point of view of our Conservation and Land Management Act and 
Wildlife Conservation Act responsibilities, and feeding that into the EPA. There is a broad range of support and 
service outside of just the environmental impact assessment division.  

The ACTING CHAIR: Can I ask members to speak up a little bit, please.  
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Hon SALLY TALBOT: To clarify a point made by the minister: how many of those 115 will not be working 
for the EPA? 

Mr K. McNamara: To provide the precise answer, we would need to take the question on notice. The 
environmental impact assessment division and the office of the chairman of the EPA would, I suspect, be in the 
order of 35 or so staff.  

[Supplementary Information No D6.] 
Hon SALLY TALBOT: The minister may want to put the next one on notice, too. Can the minister tell me what 
the actual head count from that FTE complement is? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We will take that on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No D7.] 
Hon SALLY TALBOT: Could the minister also perhaps take on notice getting for me a list of the projects that 
have been concluded? The minister just mentioned a couple to do with acid sulphates. Can I have a full list of 
those projects that have been stopped?  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Is that with respect to the finite funding?  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Yes.  

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Yes, we can.  

[Supplementary Information No D8.] 
Hon SALLY TALBOT: I have one more question on the EPA. The minister has talked about allocating funds 
for development of a state-of-the-art environmental data system. I know that was warmly welcomed by the 
environment movement. Has the minister allocated funds to that; and, if so, where are they in the budget?   

[3.10 pm] 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Funds have not been allocated at this stage because, as the member quite rightly 
indicated, I made an announcement in March following the release of the Environmental Protection Authority�s 
report on environmental impact assessment. As part of that response, I have referred the report to the 
environmental stakeholder working group, which is chaired by Dr Bernard Bowen and had its first meeting last 
week. With regard to the environmental data set, I have asked Dr Paul Vogel to chair a working group of 
interested parties from both the conservation and industry sectors, as well as government agencies that would 
have an interest in such a system�Landgate, for example. I have asked Dr Vogel to bring forward a cost-sharing 
model with industry. There is nothing in the budget at this stage, because he is doing the work to determine the 
most appropriate model and to identify where there are opportunities for industry to assist through investment. 
Obviously there will be benefits for industry in such a system. We are looking to establish a shared 
environmental system that can be utilised by government and industry. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: When does the minister expect that system to be operational? When does she expect it 
to be included in the budget? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will have to check. I have asked Dr Vogel to come back to me with the outcomes 
by, I think, October. I will take the question on notice to confirm the date. 

[Supplementary Information No D9.] 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Dr Vogel has already had his first meeting and there is very clear support for 
progress towards this model. Obviously, he will provide me with the best model, which will require consultation 
with industry and other parties that take an interest in this. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: The minister does not have a headline figure. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: We do not at this stage, because it very much depends on what model Dr Vogel 
puts forward and how much industry is willing to contribute. It is obviously an evolving process and it will not 
be an easy task for Dr Vogel to determine the best approach, but he is very committed to finding it. I understand 
there is work being done at commonwealth government level also. I look forward to receiving his report in due 
course. 

Hon PHILIP GARDINER: I refer to page 891, and my question also relates to page 895. Total income for the 
DEC is just under $100 million if the landfill levy is subtracted, and $135.5 million if it is included. My question 
relates to the significant income generation of the department. Nature conservation is earning approximately 
$26 million and sustainable forest management is earning nearly $11 million. Is an increase of that revenue 
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restrained by what the market can afford to pay, or can more revenue be generated by raising entrance fees to 
national parks and so on? I also understand that there is a source of lime that is very important for the 
agricultural sector; I think it is located at Jurien Bay. It is being constrained from having lime sourced from it at 
this stage because of environmental concerns. Will the minister look at balancing whatever the limited 
environmental cost might be, with the major environmental benefit that might result if lime from this source 
were to be put on agricultural land to improve the organic carbon, microflora and microbiology of the soils? It 
could also increase revenue through royalties. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will refer the question to Mr McNamara for some more specific details, but with 
regard to the lime pit, I would have to have more details from the member. I am happy to either take the question 
on notice or talk to the member later to get some more details. Unfortunately I do not have that information, but 
Mr McNamara might be able to provide further information on the other points. 

[Supplementary Information No D10.] 

Mr K. McNamara: The department�s projected total revenue in the budget papers for 2009-10 is approximately 
$135 million. We have park entry fees, camping fees and lease fees in parks. We have extensive grants�such as 
the former Natural Heritage Trust, now Caring for our Country�from the commonwealth government. We have 
recoup work that we do for the Forest Products Commission. We have environmental regulation licence fees, 
which is how we fund our environmental regulation capacity. There are a range of those sorts of things, and in 
total they add up to $135 million. I am aware of the lime pit to which the member refers. In the environmental 
approvals process, at the end of the day, the minister and the government will make a decision that takes account 
of the net benefits of such a proposal; I am of course aware of the agricultural value of lime. Part of the point of 
the question was about the department raising more revenue to do its job. We do not make money through 
royalties or fees on mining in parks; if there is a royalty, it is a royalty to the state. That is quite independent of 
the DEC�s management of its conservation reserves. 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I refer to page 887 and the line item �Election Commitments� under �Major Policy 
Decisions�. I refer specifically to the item �Environmental Monitoring and Compliance Program� for which 
$1 million is allocated. Can the minister advise whether there will be additional staff for the regions; and, if so, 
where? To expedite the time constraints, I also ask if the minister could provide some information on the 
enforcement of environmental compliance. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: That line item is an election commitment of $4 million over four years, with an 
initial allocation, as the member mentioned, of $1 million. Under this initiative, there will be environmental 
investigation leaders at key centres. Two officers will be appointed to service the south west, south coast and the 
Warren region, centred at Manjimup. There will be two additional officers appointed to the Swan region. 

The ACTING CHAIR: Minister, if that is a document, perhaps you could table it so we can speed things up a 
bit. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: This will literally take a couple of minutes. 

There will be one officer in Geraldton and one in the Pilbara. There will also be two additional officers 
appointed to the environmental enforcement unit in Perth. 

The ACTING CHAIR: Does that answer the member�s questions? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: No, only one. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: What was the other question? 

Hon JIM CHOWN: I wanted information on environmental enforcement legislation. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I understand that there are approximately 108 officers authorised as inspectors and 
they are given substantial powers under the Environmental Protection Act to ensure compliance with legislation 
and licence conditions. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: I refer to the Waste Authority. I understand that the minister recently answered a 
question in reference to 28 FTEs. Can I ask what the actual head count is? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will take the question on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No D11.]  

Hon SALLY TALBOT: My substantial question is about note 1 under the heading �Explanation of Significant 
Movements� at the bottom of page 892. As this is somewhat topical, can I ask for an explanation of the deferral, 
particularly of the expenditure on the Brookdale site? 
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Mr A. Sands: The deferral is due to intensive investigations. It has taken a long time to determine the actual 
location of some of the plumes within the area. We have been following those investigations. Some of the results 
have been forthcoming recently, and we are now taking action on those findings. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: Has that expenditure been carried over into the current financial year? 

Mr A. Sands: Yes. 

Hon SALLY TALBOT: When is that money expected to be expended? Will it be expended in the next 12 
months? 

Mr A. Sands: We will be spending money in the next year. I could not tell the member whether we will spend it 
all. I take that on notice. 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: Mr McNamara has just informed me that works will commence this summer. If 
we can find some further details, we will provide them. 

[Supplementary Information No D12.] 
Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: I refer to the Gnangara park development 2009-10 program listed on page 894 in the 
table for the asset investment program. Can the minister advise what this program includes and what funding has 
been allocated for this development? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: The Gnangara park is a concept to integrate substantial crown land on the 
Gnangara mound managed by the Department of Environment and Conservation into a single area management 
plan under the Conservation and Land Management Act. 

The ACTING CHAIR: Again, is this a document that the minister could table to speed things up? 

Hon DONNA FARAGHER: I will just provide some detail. I understand that funding will be split for both 
recreational facilities and rehabilitation works. 

The ACTING CHAIR: That concludes the session on the Department of Environment and Conservation. I 
remind members that if they have further questions that they want to put in writing and provide to the committee 
clerk by the end of today�s session, we will provide them to the department and have them answered as 
supplementary questions. We will now have a break and as quickly as possible bring in the witnesses for the 
Swan River Trust. 

Meeting suspended from 3.22 to 3.27 pm 
 


