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Division 33:  Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority, $12 577 000 - 
Mr J.R. Quigley, Chairman. 
Dr J.M. Edwards, Minister for the Environment. 
Mr M. Webb, Chief Executive Officer. 
Mr R.M. Ibbitson, Manager, Finance. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I refer to the significant issues and trends.  A new building is proposed.  Will operations be 
outsourced?  Will the minister give us an update on that in relation to the tennis operation?  I forget the name of 
the private company; I am sorry. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Royal Kings Park Tennis Club has been at Kings Park for 106 years, I am informed.  
It has a lease with the Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority.  It has tennis courts and other facilities at that site.  
A number of the facilities that the club has are heritage listed.  However, they are in quite a dreadful state of 
disrepair.  The Royal Kings Park Tennis Club has been working with the Next Generation group for some time 
to have a new facility constructed on that site.  The board of the Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority and the 
staff have been working that through with the Royal Kings Park Tennis Club, looking at the design and the 
facilities that are proposed and the footprint.  Over time, the message has gone back that the first proposal was 
not acceptable.  However, around spring last year, I think, the proposal went out for public comment under the 
auspices of the authority.  A number of comments were received.  They have been taken on board by the 
authority, the tennis club and the proponent.  A proposal is now in front of the board.  I understand that 
negotiations have been going on.  The footprint remains roughly the same.  Some nearby parking facilities will 
be greatly enhanced, and the heritage buildings will be restored and helped under this proposal.  I am waiting for 
that to come to me from the board.  I anticipate that it will be with me in the next three or four weeks, and then 
we will publicly announce the change to that facility. 
It is important to point out that the Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority has a relationship with the Royal Kings 
Park Tennis Club, and the club subleases its facilities.  Therefore, we have asked the State Solicitor to make sure 
that everything is in keeping with proper processes and procedures.  However, we have been reassured in that 
respect. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I have a further question.  I assume that any sublease must be approved by government or the 
board. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is right, by both. 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I refer to the fourth dot point of significant issues and trends on page 532, which states - 

Discussions continue for the transition of Araluen Botanic Park to become designated land . . .  
Can the minister could give me an update on that process?  I understand the process that the minister is trying to 
go through.  However, this is in my electorate, so I am inquiring about how the minister is going through the 
process.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  This was a recommendation of the Machinery of Government Taskforce in 2002.  
Currently, the WA Planning Commission has government responsibility for the Araluen Botanic Park.  However, 
when we looked at it in the context of the Machinery of Government Taskforce report, it was obvious that we 
should try to bring the botanic parks under the government umbrella and into one agency.  That is where that 
decision came from.  There is a very good Araluen Botanic Park Foundation, which has a lot of local ownership.  
The foundation has raised some issues about this transfer.  The transfer has not been rushed because we want to 
resolve those issues.  In addition, a study was done that identified that works need to take place in the Araluen 
Botanic Park.  The WA Planning Commission has a pot of money to which it has easy access and which it has 
been spending on the park.  We have been very clear, on behalf of the Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority, that 
any transfer would have to come with a funding allocation to make sure that we continue with those capital 
works and improvements.  Negotiations are going on.  However, for my own part, although it was a 
recommendation of the Machinery of Government Taskforce that I want to see progressed, equally, until we 
have all those parties on board and the agency and I are guaranteed that we have the funding to undertake the 
work that needs to be done, we will not be rushing that process. 
Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  I refer to the second dot point of major initiatives for 2005-06 on page 536, 
which is about the implementation of stages 2 and 3 of the deep sewerage infill program in Kings Park.  Will that 
be the project in its entirety?  It is a great initiative, and I am very pleased about it.  As I have said to the minister 
before, this is great news.  It is a great authority that comes under the minister’s responsibility, and it should be 
commended for its work.   
[11.10 am] 
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Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It is important.  It is one of the more hidden issues with Kings Park and Botanic Garden.  
When people drive into Kings Park, they tend to look at the view of the city.  Over time, we have built up the 
botanic garden and have encouraged people to look at it and learn about our biodiversity.  We have also put in a 
number of facilities, such as the fantastic new Aspects of Kings Park shop, which is a great place to buy presents 
for people.  We have also tried to pay attention to the infrastructure under the ground.  A couple of years ago we 
looked at the reticulation and made improvements.  Now we are looking at the sewerage infill program in Kings 
Park and Botanic Garden.  Obviously, there is reticulated sewerage on the boundaries of the park.  There are 
septic tanks there and the staff have been very good about keeping an eye on them and ensuring that any pump-
outs occur well before there is any problem.  I am informed that the tender for stage 2 has gone out but has not 
been signed.  There had been some issues with availability of people to undertake the work and also some 
geotechnical issues, so there has been a small delay with that aspect.  Stage 3 will happen later in the calendar 
year. 
Mrs J. HUGHES:  I refer to the major initiatives for 2005-06 on page 537 of the Budget Statements.  The first 
dot point refers to the completion of the Plant Conservation Centre, which will provide new research programs 
and so forth.  Can the minister enlighten us on what sort of research opportunities may be presented and whether 
they will interface with the new herbarium that the minister is contemplating?   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The Plant Conservation Centre was identified a few years ago as a needed facility.  The 
facilities at Kings Park were atrocious.  When I walked through it in 2001 and got behind the scenes, I could not 
believe the really cramped and archaic conditions under which people had to work.  In fact, I was amazed at the 
quality of plants that came out of there given the conditions under which people had to work.  New moneys were 
allocated to build the Plant Conservation Centre.  It has now been built, and is being fitted out at the moment, 
and the staff will be working there really soon.   
The Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority has some very good arrangements with universities.  It has recently 
signed a memorandum of understanding with the University of Western Australia.  It has come to an 
arrangement by which some of the staff can have associate professorship arrangements with UWA.  That means 
that the authority will keep scientific staff, because there is an added career path.  It also means that UWA and 
the students will be exposed to a practical research entity, because a lot of the research that is undertaken has a 
practical focus on saving species directly and assisting with rehabilitation after mining work.  There is also the 
good smoke research that emerged last financial year, which has been recognised internationally.  This centre 
will allow that type of research to continue, and we want it to continue at an international and national level.  
That is really important.  All the scientists in the biodiversity areas across government have been talking about 
how they can work together.  They put together a proposal for a major research facility that did not get over the 
bar.  The energy proposal and the marine science proposal beat them to it.  However, I have been informed by 
those players that the level of collaboration is much greater than it used to be.  We will ensure that all these 
people work together on the herbarium project, a very exciting $16 million project under the CALM budget, and 
that we build on and do not duplicate any of those resources.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I refer to the income statement on page 539 of the Budget Statements.  I presume that 
some of the income referred to relates to income that is generated by the shop at Kings Park.  Hopefully that is a 
correct presumption.  When I was at the shop recently, I noticed that a range of items were sourced from outside 
Western Australia.  Given that the park is an icon in our state, and a lot of interstate and international tourists 
specifically visit Kings Park to enjoy the Western Australian environment and to acquire some memorabilia of 
Western Australian origin, what thought has been given to making that facility a centrepiece outlet that is 
dedicated to suppliers of goods generated in Western Australia?   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  That is a very good question.  A huge amount of thought has gone into how the shop is 
used to showcase Western Australian artisans, artists and products.  There is quite a lot of Western Australian 
material in the shop, but, as the member has said, about half of it is sourced from other places.  One of the 
difficulties is trying to cater for all parts of the market.  There is no doubt that what is there now is a huge 
improvement on what was there before.  As the member probably knows, Lynda Dorrington is very heavily 
involved in tapping into local people and having their work available for sale.  We were delighted that, within 
days of its opening, we moved so much local product.  At this stage, the sales from the shop are ahead of the 
budgeted figure.  However, it is not yet making a big profit; that will take some time to build up.  The shop is 
doing better than anticipated.  We have tried to focus particularly on Western Australian products and to provide 
an opportunity for Western Australian people who do not always have the capacity to tap into such a nice place 
to show their work.  We will look at how we further develop that.   
We have been investigating how to capture some of the well-heeled tourists and channel them through the shop.  
We have been looking at opening hours and strategies that fit in with the needs of tourists.  We want to use that 
part of the Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority to help some of our artists and artisans. 
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[11.20 am] 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I draw the attention of the minister to pages 532 and 533 of the Budget Statements.  The 
grand total for the budget estimate for 2005-06 is $12.577 million compared with $15.396 million for 2004-05.  
Where are the savings?  It appears, according to page 533, that it is due to less service, research and adjustments. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  There was a very large program of major capital works, particularly associated with the 
transfer of Bold Park into state government ownership.  When that occurred, there was a five-year program of 
major capital works, which has largely drawn to a close.  The completion of the capital works program makes it 
appear that there is a decline in budget.  It is not a decline in services; it is the completion of the program. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I refer to the receipts listed under the cash flow statement at page 541.  I have inquired in 
previous years about low charges being applied to private operations and caterers running films, concerts and 
other things at Kings Park.  Rent receipts reflect a 2003-04 actual of $324 000, increasing to $1.006 million for 
the 2004-05 budget.  The goods and services tax receipts have changed from approximately $1 million to 
$505 000.  Is that change a reflection of the move to new international accounting standards or is it because the 
private operators at Kings Park are being charged appropriate and reasonable rates and rent? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I am not on top of that detail so I will ask Mr Webb and Mr Ibbitson to comment. 
Mr M. Webb:  I will address the second part of the question.  The rents and rates we charge to leaseholders at 
Kings Park are consistent with other government authorities.  It is based on the turnover rate in comparison with 
the cafes, except for Frasers restaurant, which is not because it is a separate issue. 
Mr R.M. Ibbitson:  The first part of the question was about the change to the new international accounting 
standard, which has recently been introduced.  As they apply to Kings Park, the standards are not reflected in the 
cash flow statement.  There are issues about the treatment of assets in the balance sheet which have been 
amended and are being considered at the moment. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  It shows that there is expected to be a threefold increase in rent receipts.  If it is not an 
accounting change, it must be real money.  Despite that, there is a halving of GST receipts.  It indicates to me 
that outsource rents are tripling. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  It would be best if we undertake to provide that by way of supplementary information.  I 
am referring to page 539 but the figures are the same.  We will give an explanation of why rental income in 
2003-04 is $324 000 and increases to more than $1 million in 2004-05 and the out years. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  It may be a good story based on turnover. 
[Supplementary Information No B10.] 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  In addition to the comments about the cost of services and research, with all due respect, the 
Bold Park transfer and those issues are linked to customer service, cultural heritage and conservation and 
scientific research.  Will the minister clarify how the Bold Park issue will affect the service and research 
functions?  The allocation has definitely gone down from the previous financial year. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I am informed that the capital works component is included in services.  The capital 
works component is taken into account across the different services.  That is why there is a reduction.  The 
funding included in the service appropriation appears at page 538.  It is $689 000.  It is due to the completion of 
the works. 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I am a little confused that the capital works issues are involved with service and research. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Part of it includes the capital works project.  This also includes a service appropriation 
for the Mt Eliza scarp project. 
Mrs J. HUGHES:  The minister mentioned earlier that the government has taken over Bold Park.  Are there any 
plans for future takeovers of other conservation areas or regional bushland areas such as the Koondoola regional 
bushland, which is the second-largest conservation area in the metropolitan region? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  No, apart from Araluen Botanic Park, which we discussed earlier.   
The appropriation was recommended. 
 


