Senate Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Legislation Committee

ADDITIONAL ESTIMATES 2002—2003; February 2003

Answers to questions on notice from Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Question 1

Outcome 1, output 1.1.1 

Topic: Beef exports to Japan

Hansard page 181

Senator O’Brien asked:

On how many occasions has there been written communication between the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, Mr Truss, and his Japanese counterpart about the application of snap–back tariffs on Australian beef exports to Japan?

Answer:
The question about Mr Truss’s communications with his Japanese counterpart should more appropriately be directed to the Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries Australia. We can advise that Mr Vaile and Mr Truss jointly wrote a letter to Japanese Finance Minister, Masajuro Shiokawa, on 28 August about Japan’s imposition of the beef–snapback mechanism. Mr Vaile and Mr Truss also wrote jointly to the Japanese Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, Tadamori Oshima, on 12 December 2002.

Question 2

Outcome 1, output 1.1.1 

Topic: Beef promotions in Japan

Hansard page 182

Senator O’Brien asked:

Was the period when the US had a greater share of the Japanese beef market than Australia coincidental with the US beef industry promotion which predated Australia’s?

Answer:

The United States held a press conference to promote its beef in Japan on 5 October 2001, but did not commence a formal advertising campaign until the day after Australia commenced its campaign on 13 October. The US campaign included full page newspaper advertisements, whilst the Australian campaign used half pages.

In September 2001, the month in which BSE was first detected in Japan, the United States share of the Japanese beef market for chilled and frozen beef was 48.3 per cent compared to Australia’s 46.7 share. In October 2001, the month following its campaign, the US share fell to 47.7 per cent; Australia’s share grew to 47.1 per cent. In November 2001 the US share again fell to 46.5 per cent, while Australia’s also fell slightly to 47.0 per cent share. From December 2001 to April 2002, the United States exceeded Australia as the major supplier of beef to Japan. Although US promotional efforts may have had some impact in this shift, the types of beef products traded and the contracts under which they were traded provides a more detailed explanation of the change.

A significant portion of the type of beef we supply to Japan is known as ‘12 cut full-sets’ which our beef export industry is geared to providing. Japanese wholesalers divide up the full–sets and on-sell them. The US beef industry also provides ’12 cut full-sets’ but it also provides selected meat cuts. In the months following the discovery of BSE in Japan and the subsequent consumer downturn, Japanese suppliers began to source selected cuts rather than full–sets as they were more confident of moving that particular product. At the same time, US contracts for beef were negotiated on a long term basis (average three-month basis), many of which did not conclude until March 2002. Australian contracts were negotiated on a monthly basis thereby enabling importers of Australian product to cut back on imports.

Despite the monthly changes of market share for beef in Japan in calendar year 2001, Australia achieved an overall 48 per cent market share for 2001 compared to the US share of 46.1 per cent. In 2002, Australia retained its position as overall number one beef supplier, although we did decline slightly to 47.4 per cent. The United States grew to 46.5 per cent. 

Question 3

Outcome 1, output 1.1.1 

Topic: Representations about beef exports to Japan

Hansard page 183

Senator O’Brien asked:

With regard to representations by the Minister for Trade and the Australian Ambassador to the Japanese government concerning the snapback provisions for tariffs on Australian beef exports:

(a) what are the dates of the contacts;

(b) what form has the communication taken; and 

(c) with whom?
Answer:
The possibility of Japan’s applying the beef snapback tariff if imports exceed a trigger level first came to prominence in July 2002. Its clear intention to impose the trigger did not become clear until August.

Minister for Trade

The Department’s records indicate that Mr Vaile first raised the issue of the beef-snapback mechanism with his Japanese counterpart, Takeo Hiranuma, Minister for Economy, Trade and Industry in a letter of 28 August, and in a joint letter of the same date with Mr Truss to the Japanese Minister for Finance, Masajuro Shiokawa.
Mr Vaile also discussed the beef-snapback issue in person with Ambassador Hatakenaka on several occasions in late 2002.

On 12 December, Mr Vaile again wrote to Mr Hiranuma and to Mr Takami Eto, an influential MP. He also wrote with Mr Truss to MAFF Minister Oshima. Mr Vaile put forward Australia’s position in person to Mr Oshima, Mr Hiranuma and Japanese Foreign Minister Mrs Kawaguchi at the WTO Mini-Ministerial held in Tokyo from 14–16 February.

Ambassador John McCarthy

Ambassador McCarthy has made and continues to make numerous representations on the beef snapback issue.  Although a large number of these representations are during official calls there have been many occasions where the Ambassador has raised the issue with interlocutors, conveying both Australia’s position and encouraging Japan to alter its position.

Recorded representations include:

Lobbying of politicians/government officials

 Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (MAFF) with Ambassador 22 July 2002

 Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry (METI) with Ambassador 9 October 2002

 Mr Shoichi Nakagawa (ex–MAFF Minister) with Ambassador 11 October 2002

 Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry with Ambassador 23 October 2002

 Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) with Ambassador 23 October 2002

 Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries Minister Oshima with Ambassador 5 November 2002

 Ministry of Foreign Affairs with Ambassador 20 January 2003

 Yoshio Yatsu (ex–MAFF Minister) with Ambassador 24 January 2003

 Shin Sakurai (Liberal Democratic Party—LDP) with Ambassador 30 January 2003

 Takami Eto (LDP agricultural adviser) with Ambassador 31 January 2003

 Toshikatsu Matsuoka (LDP) with Ambassador 4 February 2003

 Muneaki Samejima (Democratic Party of Japan—DPJ) with Ambassador 5 February 2003

 Fumio Kyuma (LDP) with Ambassador 12 February 2003

 Taro Aso (LDP) with Ambassador 13 February 2003

Lobbying in Public meetings

 Beef Forum Sapporo 9 September 2002 

 Beef Forum Sendai 10 September 2002

 Beef Forum Tokyo 10 September 2002

 Beef Forum Nagoya 12 September 2002

 Beef Forum Osaka 12 September 2002

 Beef Forum Fukuoka 13 September 2002

Note: Over 900 people including 140 journalists attended the Beef Forums. Japan–based journalists from Australian media were also extensively briefed.

Despatch of written material

Material prepared and despatched under signature of Ambassador or the Australian Embassy Tokyo, to:

 MAFF, METI, MFA, Ministry of Finance following up from meetings with all embassies 27 September 2002

 Shoichi Nakagawa (ex–MAFF Minister) 29 November 2002

 Mr Tenbo, Tariff Council 12 December 2002

 Professor Nakayama, Tariff Council 12 December 2002

 Mr Yano, Tariff Council 12 December 2002

 Mr Yoichi Funabashi Asahi Shimbun 23 January 2003

___________________

Question 4

Outcome 1, output 1.1.1 

Topic: Diplomatic relations with North Korea?

Hansard page 208

Senator Faulkner asked:

How many countries have diplomatic relations with North Korea?

Answer:
According to official North Korean sources, as at May 2001, 156 countries maintained diplomatic relations with North Korea. Twenty four countries have established embassies in the capital Pyongyang.

Question 5

Outcome 1, output 1.1.2

Topic: Bali bombing

Hansard page 226

Senator Faulkner asked:

When did the department become aware of the announcement by the Australian Federal Police that a second bombing of Bali was planned? Was this before the statements about the second bombing by Mr Keelty, the Commissioner of the AFP?

Answer:

The Department understands that the Australian Federal Police has at no time announced that a second bombing of Bali was planned. Commissioner Keelty stated publicly on 31 January 2003 that the arrest of people believed to be responsible for the 12 October 2002 bombings in Bali, particularly Abdul Aziz (aka Imam Samudra), had meant that a second attack in Indonesia, believed to be planned for later in 2002, had been foiled. The Department was aware of this statement at the time.  The risk of further terrorist attacks in Indonesia in the wake of the Bali bombing has been the subject of several travel advisories.
Question 6

Outcome 1, output 1.1.2 

Topic: Consulates in Indonesia

Hansard page 234

Senator Faulkner asked:

Has any consideration been given to increasing the number of consulates in Indonesia?

Answer:

The Australian Government is represented in Indonesia by the Australian Embassy in Jakarta, the Australian Consulate-General in Bali and an Australian Consulate headed by an Honorary Consul in Medan. Consulates headed by Honorary Consuls were also established in Balikpapan in 1989 and Kupang in 1998. These positions were abandoned in September 1999 during the civil unrest in Indonesia and have since remained vacant, with consular coverage for these districts being provided adequately from the Embassy in Jakarta. At the beginning of each financial year the department reviews its Honorary Consul network and these positions will be reviewed again as part of this process in the new financial year. At this stage the department is satisfied with its representation in Indonesia.

Question 7

Outcome 1, output 1.1.3 

Topic: AUSMIN

Hansard page 213

Senator Faulkner asked:

Can the department confirm the truth or otherwise of the claim in the Melbourne Age of 22 November that Australia’s potential contribution to a war with Iraq was made at to the US at AUSMIN? If it was not true, did the department correct the record?

Answer:

The department has no comment on, and has not responded to, the article that appeared in The Age on 22 November 2002. The United States made no request at AUSMIN for a contribution to coalition forces in any potential conflict in Iraq and no commitment was given by Australia.
Question 8

Outcome 1, output 1.1.4 

Topic: Middle East trade

Hansard page 132

Senator Cook asked:

What countries does the department include in its trade statistics under the heading of Middle East?

Answer:
Bahrain, Cyprus, Egypt, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Oman, Palestinian Territories, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syria, United Arab Emirates, Yemen.

Question 9

Outcome 1, output 1.1.4 

Topic: Wheat trade with Iraq

Hansard page 138

Senator Cook asked:

(1) When Iraq threatened to halve the import of Australian wheat in response to Australia’s association with pressure being applied to Iraq on security grounds, why did the Minister for Trade describe the threat as “alarmist and wide of the mark”? 

(2) In view of the fact that Australian wheat exports to Iraq have subsequently been halved, how does the Minister justify those remarks?

Answer:

(1) In a press release issued 23 July 2002, the Minister for Trade said “Australia’s history as a reliable supporter of quality wheat to Iraq should persuade the Iraqi Government not to disrupt wheat imports from Australia”.

(2) Australia’s wheat exports to Iraq have not been halved. After the resumption of the Oil–for–Food Program under UN Security Council Resolution 1472 of 28 March, the UN Office of the Iraq Program issued a list of contracts prioritised in terms of Iraq’s immediate humanitarian needs. This list included the two AWB Ltd contracts, each for 500,000 metric tonnes of wheat, for which UN approval and funding confirmation had been received. One shipment of 50,000 metric tonnes is due to complete unloading in Kuwait on 18 April, while another has been diverted to Aqaba, Jordan. Arrangements for shipment of the remainder of the wheat under the contracts are currently being discussed between AWB Ltd and the World Food Program.
Question 10

Outcome 1, output 1.1.4

Topic: Human rights in Iraq

Hansard page 249 

Senator Faulkner asked:

Does the department do human rights assessments of the situation in Iraq?

Answer:
We do not have a resident mission in Baghdad. The Embassy in Amman makes regular reporting visits to Baghdad and produces human rights assessments based on these visits. We also rely on credible assessments produced by international human rights NGOs such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch.

Question 11

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5 

Topic: US–Australia Free Trade Agreement

Written question

Senator Cook asked:

(1) How long does the Department expect the negotiations for the proposed free trade agreement between the United States and Australia to proceed?

(2) How is the Department planning to work to such a timetable and what sort of departmental resources are being deployed?

(3) Is the Department planning to increase staffing levels to work on the US–Australia free trade agreement or redirect existing staff from other areas? If redirecting, which areas of the Department will these staff come from?

(4) What plans, if any, does the Department have if negotiations on a free trade agreement with the United States go longer than expected?
(5) How many Departmental staff are working on the negotiations for a free trade agreement with the United States?

(6) How many Departmental staff are working on the negotiations for a free trade agreement with Thailand?

(7) How many Departmental staff worked on the negotiations for the free trade agreement between Singapore and Australia?

(8) How many Departmental staff are working on the Doha Round of the World Trade Organisation multilateral trade negotiations?

(9) In developing and negotiating the free trade agreement between Singapore and Australia, did the Department increase staffing levels to cope with negotiations? If so, by how much?

(10) Were existing staff redeployed to develop and negotiate the free trade agreement between Singapore and Australia?  If so, which areas of the Department were they redeployed from?

(11) Which areas of the Department have responsibility for developing of the proposed free trade agreement with the United States?

(12) What other sections of the Department have input into developing Australia’s position in the US-Australia free trade agreement negotiations?

(13) What other Government departments are having input into developing Australia’s position in the US-Australia free trade agreement negotiations?

Answer:
1. No deadline for the negotiations has been set. Both sides are committed to advancing the negotiations with the aim of seeking to conclude the negotiations in the first half of 2004. Equally, both sides are committed to a strong, comprehensive, liberalised outcome and will take the time required to achieve this objective.

2. The small task force has been established to lead the negotiations. This task force draws on the expertise of the Office of Trade Negotiations (OTN) to support the negotiation.

3. The department does not plan to increase staffing levels to work on the Australia-US FTA; it will instead, draw on staff from other areas of the department including the International Organisations and Legal Division, the Trade Development Division and the Americas and Europe Division. The department has also agreed to the secondment of two staff from other agencies (Dept of Health and Ageing, Dept of Industry, Tourism and Resources) to assist the task force.
4. The department is committed to a successful outcome and no deadline has been set.

5. The task force comprises 11 departmental officers who work fully or primarily on the USFTA. They are supported by other members of the Office of Trade Negotiations on specific negotiating tasks. Additionally, the department has secured the services of two officers from other Commonwealth agencies to work full–time on the project. Staff from other areas of the department, and particularly the International Organisations and Legal Division, the Trade Development Division and the Americas and Europe Division, are consulted and contribute on an ad hoc basis.

6. There are two departmental officers fully engaged in the Australia-Thai Free Trade Agreement with a further four departmental officers working on the FTA while continuing their ongoing duties. Other staff are consulted and contribute on an ad hoc basis.

7. During 2002, eight DFAT staff worked on SAFTA on a regular basis at any one time, with others involved on an occasional basis. Different staff occupied these positions over the 20 months of the negotiations. These officers were supported by officers from the International Organisations and Legal Division and the Trade Development Division.

8. Aside from the members fully engaged in the US FTA task force, all of the 71 staff establishment of OTN is working directly or indirectly on the Doha round.

9. The department did not increase its staffing levels to meet the demands of the Singapore FTA.
10. The Australia-Singapore Task Force was staffed fully from staff resource within the Office of Trade Negotiations which had carriage of the Singapore FTA negotiations.

11. The Office of Trade Negotiations has principal carriage of developing the USFTA.

12. The International Organisations and Legal Division, the Trade Development Division and the Americas and Europe Division.

13. The following government agencies have input into the US FTA negotiations:

 Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry Australia

 Attorney-General’s Department

 Dept of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts 

 Dept of Education, Science and Training

 Dept of Employment and Workplace Relations

 Dept of Environment and Heritage 

 Dept of Finance and Administration

 Dept of Health and Ageing

 Dept of Immigration and Indigenous Affairs

 Dept of Industry Tourism and Resources

 Dept of Transport and Regional Services Treasury

 Dept of the Treasury

Question 12

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic:  Sectoral advisory committees

Hansard page 117

Senator Cook asked:

Which organisations and individuals from organisations would be included in the labour, environment, community and human rights organisations consulted by the government, as mentioned in Recommendation 9 of the treaties committee report Who’s afraid of the WTO? Australia and the World Trade Organisation?

Answer:

WTO Advisory Group

Members of the Advisory Group are drawn from industry, non-governmental organisations, trade unions and academia. The current members from labour, environment, community and human rights organisations are listed below.
· Ms Maureen Barron, Chair, Australian Film Commission 

· Mr Don Henry, Executive Director, Australian Conservation Foundation 

· Mrs Cathy McGowan, Past President, Australian Women in Agriculture 

· Mr Jim Redden, Policy Director, Australian Council for Overseas Aid 

· Ms Fiona Wain, Chief Executive Officer, Environment Business Australia

· Mr Bill Mansfield, Australian Council of Trade Unions, was formerly a member of the Advisory Group but has not yet been replaced

Human rights consultations
A list of non–governmental organisation representatives who participated in the last two DFAT–NGO consulations on human rights is attached (see attachment A, below).
National Environment Consultative Forum
The Department also participates in the National Environment Consultative Forum when trade and environment issues are raised there. A list of NECF member organisations and representatives is attached (see attachment B, below).
ATTACHMENT A

DFAT–NGO consultations on human rights 

4–5 September 2002

NGO participants

Mr Jeff Atkinson
Oxfam–Community Aid Abroad 
Mr Tich Quang Ba
United Vietnamese Buddhist Congregation of Australia-New Zealand

Mr Leeroy Badenock
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission

Ms Margaret Bearlin
Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom

Mr Paul Bourke
Australia–Tibet Council

Mr Cuong Bui
Vietnamese Community in Australia

Ms Ruth Corrigan
Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom

Mr Michael Curtotti
Australian Baha’i Community

Mr Trung Doan
Vietnamese Community in Australia

Ms Felicity Donnelly
Australian Catholic Migration and Refugee Office

Mr Graeme Evans
Australian Council of Social Services

Ms Deb Foskey
International Women’s Development Agency

Mr John Greenwell
Amnesty International

Mr Frank Guivarra
National Aboriginal and Islander Legal Services Secretariat

Ms Ellen Hansen
United Nations High Commission for Refugees

Mr Andrew Havas
Anti–defamation Unit B’nai B’rith

Mr Charlie Hogg
World Conference on Religion and Peace

Professor David Kinley
Castan Centre for Human Rights

Ms Erica Lewis
Young Women’s Christian Association of Australia

Ms Julie Lovell
Australian Lawyers for Human Rights

Mr Ken Luscombe
PLAN International

Mr Alan Matheson
Australian Council of Trade Unions

Mr Adam MacBeth
Castan Centre for Human Rights

Ms Sophie McMurray
Australian Lawyers for Human Rights

Dr Satendra Nandan
PEN International

Ms Caroline Plunkett
Australian Lawyers for Human Rights

Mr David Purnell
United Nations Association of Australia

Ms Patricia Ranald
Public Interest Advocacy Centre

Ms Lara Scott
UNICEF Australia

Ms Tessa Scrine
Australian Baha’i Community

Ms Nancy Shelley
Quaker Service, Australia

Mr Matthew Swainson
Australian Lawyers for Human Rights

Mr David Turbayne
Amnesty International

Mr David Wauchope
Christian Solidarity Australasia

Ms Mary Ziesak
International League for Peace and Freedom

DFAT–NGO consultations on human rights

Canberra, 5–6 March 2003

NGO participants
1   Geoffrey Atkinson
National Aboriginal and Islander Legal Services



Secretariat

2
   Thich Quang Ba
Unified Vietnamese Buddhist Congregation of 



Australia–New Zealand

3
   Peter Bailey
International Commission of Jurists Australian Section

4
   Bill Barker
Human Rights International

5 
  Paul Bourke
Australia Tibet Council

6
   Jenny Brown
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission

7
   Suzette Clark
Australian Catholic Social Justice Council

8
   Richard Cooper
Amnesty International

9
   Ruth Corrigan
Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom

10
  Gabriel Cullen
United Nations High Commission for Refugees

11  
Thich Dao Nguyen
Unified Vietnamese Buddhist Congregation of 



Australia–New Zealand

12
  Trung Doan
Vietnamese Community in Australia

13
  Felicity Donnelly
Australian Catholic Migration and Refugee Office


14  Graeme Evans
Australian Council of Social Services

15  
John Greenwell
Amnesty International


16  Earle Hoffman OAM
Executive Council of Australian Jewry


17  Charlie Hogg
Brahma Kumaris


18  Kerry Hollis
Business and Professional Women Australia


19  Lyall Howard
Rio Tinto


20  Sarah Joseph
Castan Centre for Human Rights Law


21  Bill Kennedy
Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission


22  Amy Kilpatrick
Australian Lawyers for Human Rights


23  David Kinley
Castan Centre for Human Rights Law


24  Josapha Lergessner
World Conference of Religions for Peace


25  Erica Lewis
Young Women’s Christian Association of Australia


26  Adam MacBeth
Castan Centre for Human Rights Law


27  Shanta Martin
Amnesty International


28  Caroline McGregor
Amnesty International


29  Sophie McMurray
Australian Lawyers for Human Rights


30  Luyen Nguyen
Vietnamese Community in Australia


31  Jan Payne
Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission


32  Margaret Piper
Refugee Council of Australia


33  David Purnell
United Nations Association of Australia


34  Patricia Ranald
Public Interest Advocacy Centre


35  Malcolm Reid
Oxfam Community Aid Abroad


36  Margaret Reynolds
Commonwealth Human Rights Initiative


37  Kathy Richards
Australian Council for Overseas Aid


38  Lara Scott
UNICEF Australia


39  Tessa Scrine
Australian Baha’i Community


40  Nancy Shelley
Quaker Service Australia


41  Michael Smith
AUSTCARE


42  David Turbayne
Amnesty International


43  David Wauchope
Christian Solidarity Australasia

ATTACHMENT B

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENT CONSULTATIVE FORUM

Secretariat 

Kate MacMaster 

c/– Australian Conservation Foundation

PO Box 2699 Canberra ACT 2601

Ph: 02 6257 1657; mobile: 0418 996 032; fax: 02 6247 5779

E–mail: k.macmaster@acfonline.org.au
  NECF Member organisations and representatives 

	Ms Pam Eiser

Australian Committee for

International Union of Conservation of Nature

and Natural Resources (ACIUCN)
	Mr Glen Sant

TRAFFIC Oceania—Regional Office

Fax: 02 9212 1794



	Ms Marie Wood

Australian Council of National Trusts
	Mr Cam Walker

Friends of the Earth Australia

	Mr John Connor

Australian Conservation Foundation
	Ms Nicola Beynon

Humane Society International

	Ms Kate Davey

Australian Marine Conservation Society
	Ms Julie McGuiness

Wilderness Society

	Mr Andreas Glaznig

World Wide Fund for Nature Australia
	Mr Shane Rattenbury

Greenpeace Australia Pacific


	Mr Glenn Marshall

Arid Lands Environment Centre
	Ms Adrienne Keane

Clean Up Australia Ltd

	Ms Anne Jensen

Wetland Care Australia
	Ms Patricia Feilman

Executive Officer

Australian Landscape Trust

	Ms Di Tarte

National Coordinator

Marine Coastal Community Network
	Ms Proo Geddes

Earth Sanctuaries

	Ms Mardi Prideaux

Australian Cetacean Campaign Coordinator

Whale & Dolphin Conservation Society
	Mr Jim Downey

Birds Australia



	Mr Craig James

Mr Ray Wills

Ecological Society of Australia

CSIRO Sustainable Ecosystems
	Dr Aila Keto

Australian Rainforest Conservation Society



	Ms Mariann Lloyd-Smith

National Toxics Network
	Mr Stephen Blackley

Surfrider Foundation


	Ms Felicity Wishart

Queensland Conservation Council
	Ms Michelle Grady

Conservation Council of SA

	Ms Rachel Siewert

Conservation Council of WA
	Mr Michael Lynch

Tasmanian Conservation Trust Inc

	Mr Mark Wakeham & Kristen Blair

The Environment Centre NT
	Ms Nicola Davies

CONSERAC

	Mr Mick Fendley

Victorian National Parks Association

10 Parliament Place
	Mr Stephen Ray

Environs Australia

	Dr Jane Gilmour

Earthwatch
	Mr Michael Looker

Trust for Nature (Victoria)


Question 13

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic:  WTO compliance checklist

Hansard page 117

Senator Cook asked:

Could the department make available a copy of the WTO compliance checklist distributed to industry and state governments.

Answer:

A copy of the document Industrial Subsidies and WTO Compliance follows below.

INDUSTRIAL SUBSIDIES AND WTO COMPLIANCE

Definition of Subsidy

.
A subsidy, as defined by the WTO Subsidies Agreement, contains 3 elements:
–
a financial contribution;

–
by a government or any public body within the territory of a WTO Member;

–
which confers a benefit (or advantage).

.
There are three categories of subsidies:
–
prohibited;

–
actionable; and 

–
non–actionable.

.
Prohibited subsidies are those that are contingent, in law or in fact, on export performance—actual or anticipated (export subsidies); or contingent on the use of domestic over imported goods (local content or import substitution subsidies).

.
Generally available or non–actionable subsidies are those which are not specific to an industry or firm, i.e. they are generally available, for example the 125% R&D tax concession.

.
Actionable subsidies—subsidies, other than those prohibited or generally available, which cause ‘adverse effects’ to the interests of another WTO Member. Redress can be sought through a WTO Panel or taken unilaterally through countervailing action.

WTO trade remedies and action
.
Countervailing action is a commonly used remedy in world trade.

.
There have been a number of WTO dispute cases brought by Members over alleged prohibited subsidies. A WTO Member does not have to have a direct commercial interest to pursue WTO dispute action—it might do so simply to test the interpretation of the rules.

.
Much of the jurisprudence that has developed has focussed on whether a subsidy is ‘contingent in fact’. Essentially, there are three conditions which must be met for a WTO panel to conclude that a subsidy has been contingent in fact on export performance; the facts must demonstrate that (i) the granting of the subsidy is (ii) tied to (iii) actual or anticipated exportation or export earnings.

.
For investment incentives, WTO consistency depends on the nature of the incentive and all the ‘facts’ surrounding its granting. The fact that a subsidy is granted to an exporting company or plant does not automatically make it prohibited. However, export propensity is one of several factors considered when determining whether or not a subsidy is prohibited. Others include:

–
expected level of production

–
scope for selling domestically

–
contestability in the domestic market

–
nearness to the export market of the project

–
criteria emphasised in documentation and statements by both government and the company.

.
Any WTO panel determination on an ‘in fact’ prohibited export subsidy is subjective. It weighs up all the facts surrounding the granting of the subsidy in the particular case. It would also look at circumstances which suggested a ‘contrivance’ was involved to escape the rules.

· Subsidies need not have an explicit link to export performance to be prohibited. Incentives linked to production targets may be prohibited if those targets are based on expected export levels, for example.

.
A subsidy which is only available with a requirement that a recipient use domestically-produced inputs would be prohibited.  

Penalties/remedies
.
A subsidy which has been found to be prohibited must be withdrawn immediately.

.
If not, the complaining WTO Member can take retaliatory action. This normally takes the form of retaliatory tariffs against exports of the offending country. The level depends on the specifics of the case and the type of assistance measure.

.
As a general principle, retaliation is not assessed retrospectively or punitively. It should be ‘equivalent’ and not ‘disproportionate’ to the level of damage. WTO arbitrators determine these concepts of ‘equivalence’ and ‘proportionality’: there are few precedents on subsidy cases. For example, a result of successful US actions against EU import policies on bananas and hormones, the US is levying 100% penalty duties on $308 million of EU export trade on an annual basis.

Examples of possible prohibited export subsidies 
· Provision of direct subsidies to a firm or an industry contingent upon export performance or local content provisions

· Concessionary internal transport and freight charges on export shipments, provided or mandated by governments, on terms more favourable than for domestic shipments

· Provision of goods or services for use in the production of exported goods on terms more favourable than those for the production of goods for domestic consumption

· Export–related exemption, remission or deferral of direct taxes and social welfare charges

· Export–related exemption or remission of indirect taxes in excess of those levied on the production and distribution of like product sold for domestic consumption

· Export credits extended at rates below the government’s cost of funds

Agricultural subsidies

· Special rules apply to agricultural products covered by the WTO Agreement on Agriculture. Otherwise prohibited subsidies are allowed within limits and in certain circumstances but subject to reduction commitments. Agriculture and Food Branch within the Department of Foreign Affairs & Trade should be consulted where any proposed agricultural programmes are being developed.

Contact details:

WTO Trade Law Branch
Department of Foreign Affairs & Trade

Tel:  (02) 6261 2777
Fax:  (02) 6273 1527

Agriculture and Food Branch
Department of Foreign Affairs & Trade

Tel:  (02) 6261 2688
Fax:  (02) 6261 1858

Question 14

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: Thai–Australia Free Trade Agreement

Hansard page 118

Senator Cook asked:

Given the figures available, which show that the greater benefit to the Australian economy would be from the Thai Free Trade Agreement, why is the government fast–tracking the US agreement ahead of the Thai agreement.

Answer:
The Government is not fast–tracking the US agreement ahead of the Thai agreement, the Thai agreement is ahead of the US agreement and is progressing very well.
Question 15

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: Consultants’ reports

Hansard page 119

Senator Cook asked:

(1) With reference to the answer to Question on Notice number 5 from the Budget supplementary estimates hearing on 21–22 November 2002, which listed all trade-related consultants’ reports, have all these reports been published and are they publicly available or are some confidential to the department?

(2) What is the total bill the department paid for these consultancies? 

(3) Have any new consultancies been let since this list was current? If so, 

(a) what are they;

(b) with whom;

(c) how was the tender selected; and 

(d) what is the value of the tender?

Answer:  See following attachment.
Attachment A

List of Consultants engaged to undertake research or provide information services on trade–related matters for financial years 2000–01, 2001–02 and 2002–03.

	Consultant
	Nature of consultancy
	Report status

	Dr Bibek Debroy
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 3)


	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly. 

	Dr Jaime Crispi and 

Dr Sebastian Vergara
	Paper on Trade and Investment Opportunities in Chile-for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America


	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly. 

	Dr Jaime Crispi and 

Dr Sebastian Vergara
	Paper on Chile’s Economic Performance for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America.
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly. 

	Monash Asia Institute
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 4)
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly.

	The International Panel Pty Ltd
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 7)
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Economic Development Associates
	Paper on Trade and Investment Opportunities in Mexico for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.



	Economic Development Associates
	Paper on Mexico’s economic performance for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Economic Development Associates
	Paper on Mexico’s Business Environment for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Deepak Talwar & Associates
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 1)
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Mr S K N Nair
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 5c)
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Professor Pablo Sanguinetti
	Paper on Trade and Investment Opportunities in Argentina for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Global Macson t/a Geonomik Pty Ltd
	Paper on Trade and Investment Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.



	Mr Kanhaiya Singh & Dr Kaliappa Kalirajan
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 5a)
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Dr Edmund Amann
	Paper on Brazil’s Economic Performance for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Dr Kalirajan & Dr Chadha
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 2)
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly.

	IERAL of Fundacion Mediterranea


	Paper on Argentina’s Economic Performance for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Professor Sergio Berensztein
	Paper on Argentina’s Business Environment for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Professor Renato Flores Jr
	Paper on Regional Integration in Latin America for EAU report on Business Opportunities in Latin America
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “Investing in Latin American Growth: Unlocking Opportunities in Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile”. 

The report is available publicly.

	Dr Shand & Dr Bhide
	Paper on trade and investment opportunities in India (Module 6)
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “India: New Economy Old Economy”. 

The report is available publicly. 

	Centre of Policy Studies Monash University
	Results and analysis of modelling China’s accession to WTO focusing on FDI impacts, changes in import demand and the implications this has for Australian business opportunities
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “China Embraces the World Market”.
The report is available publicly.

	APEC Study Centre and Economics Department University of Auckland
	Econometric modelling on Asian regional and

sub-regional free trade agreements in Asia and their impact on Australia
	Report not available publicly - only appropriate for in-house consumption

	Trade Data International Pty Ltd
	Analysis of Australia–China trade patterns to identify short–term export opportunities in a range of merchandise categories
	Information in the paper was used as basic research for EAU report “China Embraces the World Market”.
The report is available publicly.

	Frank Advice (International) Pty Ltd
	Drafting and publication of a guide to ‘Doing Business in Mexico’ for Australian business
	Report published and publicly available

	The Apec Study Centre—Monash University
	A study on the implications of a free trade agreement between Australia and The United States
	Report published and publicly available.

	Centre for International Economics
	A report providing a quantitative analysis of the impact of a free trade arrangement between Australia and the United States of America
	Report published and publicly available.

	Agribusiness Consultant
	Asian Agrifood project—Subsistence to Supermarket II (India & Sri Lanka Food Companies)
	Consultants work being incorporated in SSII Report Series. Series numbers 1, 2 & 4 published. Series numbers 3, 5 & 6 still to be published. (Agrifood Globalisation and Asia)

	Clear Thinking Limited
	Asian Agrifood project—Subsistence to Supermarket II (China & Hong Kong Food Companies)
	Consultants work being incorporated in SSII Report Series. Series numbers 1, 2 & 4 published.  Series numbers 3, 5 & 6 still to be published. (Agrifood Globalisation and Asia)

	Centre for Food and Agri–Business, University of Asia and the Pacific
	Asian Agrifood project—Subsistence to Supermarket II (Philippines Food Companies)


	Consultants work being incorporated in SSII Report Series. Series numbers 1, 2 & 4 published. Series numbers 3, 5 & 6 still to be published. (Agrifood Globalisation and Asia) 

	Asian School of Economics and Management ANU
	Asian Agrifood project—Subsistence to Supermarket II (Modelling)
	Consultants work being incorporated in SSII Report Series. Series numbers 1, 2 & 4 published. Series numbers 3, 5 & 6 still to be published. (Agrifood Globalisation and Asia)

	RBC Inc
	Consultancy No 1 (Asian Agrifood Project) Subsistence to Supermarket 2 Module 1AA—Japan
	Consultants work being incorporated in SSII Report Series.  Series numbers 1, 2 & 4 published. Series numbers 3, 5 & 6 still to be published. (Agrifood Globalisation and Asia)

	Access Economics
	Economic study into the costs and benefits of a bilateral Free Trade Agreement with Singapore
	Report published and publicly available.

	Euro Asian Business Consultancy Ltd (now KABC)
	Consultancy No1 (Asian AgriFood Companies) for DFAT Asian AgriFood Project Subsistence to Supermarket II, Module 1C: ROK and DPRK
	Consultants work being incorporated in SSII Report Series. Series numbers 1, 2 & 4 published. Series numbers 3, 5 & 6 still to be published. (Agrifood Globalisation and Asia)

	Andersen Corporate Finance 
	Business advisor to DFAT on the EFIC Alliance tender process (2000–2001). Managed tender bid process, reviewed bids and made recommendations to DFAT on tender process outcome.
	Consultant reporting not available publicly—appropriate only for in–house use.

	Asian Research Centre, Murdoch University
	Report on Indian Ocean Rim foreign direct investment


	Report available publicly on the internet.

	Australian Agency for International Development (AusAID) provided funding for consultancy with the Center for International Economics (CIE)
	Report on benefits of open trade and investment among APEC member countries
	Report available publicly in hardcopy and on the internet.

	Australian Agency for International Development (AusAID) provided funding.
	Develop e-commerce and paperless trading seminars for small–to–medium enterprises (SMEs)
	No report.

	DBM Consultants Pty Ltd
	Review and report of export credit and finance services and survey of Australian exporters and export credit requirements of EFIC clients
	Summary of key findings of the survey highlighted in public report posted on DFAT website.

	Ernst and Young
	Probity Advice—EFIC Alliance (2000–2001)
	Report not available publicly - appropriate only for in-house use.

	International Financial Consulting
	Research, report and advice on export credit and finance services and Australian exporters requirements (2000–2001)
	Summary of key findings of research incorporated in public report posted on DFAT internet.

	International Financial Consulting
	Specialist export credit insurance advice-EFIC Alliance (2000–2001)
	No report.

	Kym Anderson and Associates
	Report on agricultural trade liberalisation in the Indian Ocean Rim
	Report published and available publicly in hard copy and on the internet.

	Praxa Ltd
	Statistical analysis and retrieval system (STARS) redevelopment
	No report.

	Tillinghast–Towers Perrin
	Research, report and advice on Australian developments in export credit and financial services
	Report available on DFAT’s internet.

	Australian National University, Australia-Japan Research Centre
	Report on APEC tariffs
	Report published and available publicly in hard copy and on the internet.

	Centre for International Economics
	Research on globalisation and inequality/poverty
	Report published and available publicly in hard copy and on the internet.

	Australian National University
	Report-Operations of Indian Ocean Rim Association for Regional Cooperation Secretariat (IOR–ARC)
	Report confidential to the department.

	Centre for International Economics
	Report and advice-Australia/Thailand Free Trade Agreement economic modelling
	The modelling results were reported in the Australia-Thailand Free Trade Agreement Joint Scoping Study, publicly released in May 2002 and available on the DFAT website.

The original report was intended for use in the Scoping Study, rather than as a separate publication.

	Australian Bureau of Agricultural & Resource Economics (ABARE)
	Current issues brief on preferential access arrangements.
	Report is available on ABARE’s website.

	Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
	Preparation for a Study on Strengthening the Australia-European Relationship
	Part B of the Report focusing on the ‘Business Dimension’ is posted on the DFAT & Austrade websites. Part A focusing on ‘Institutional & Political Dimensions’ offers recommendations for government departments. 

	International Financial Consulting
	Specialist export credit insurance advice for EFIC (2002-2003)—report prepared for DFAT.
	The report is appropriate only for in–house use.

	ACA Research
	Small-scale qualitative research study on community attitudes towards trade and advice on suggested approaches
	The report is confidential to department and appropriate only for in-house consumption

	Australian National University, Asia Pacific School of Economic Management (APSEM)
	Preparation of research report on tariff barriers to trade in Indian Ocean Rim Association for Regional Cooperation (IORARC) member countries
	Report yet to be released but it will be available publicly.

	Allens Arthur Robinson
	Preparation of an awareness report on strengthening economic legal infrastructure efforts in the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) region.
	Report published and available publicly in hard copy and on the internet.

	Australia-Japan Research Centre—Network Economics Consulting Group
	Research into addressing means of strengthening Australia–Japan Economic Relations
	Report published and available publicly in hard copy and on the internet.

	Deusbury’s Strategic Connections and Maxwell and Druce International
	Study of Korean Economy
	Report published and available publicly in hard copy.


Attachment B

New Consultancies

	Consultant
	Nature of Consultancy
	Selection process
	Cost of consultancy



	Ernst & Young Corporate Finance Pty Ltd
	Review of the credit insurance alliance between EFIC, the Commonwealth and Gerling NCM.
	Direct engagement
	$30,000

(excl GST)

	Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics
	Provision of a grant towards the cost of a study into the impact of a free trade agreement with the United States
	Direct
	$30,000

(excl GST)

	Bergner, Bockorny, Castagnetti, Hawkins and Brain (Washington-based))
	To assist in representations to the US Congress and the US agricultural sector in preparation for the commencement of FTA negotiations with the United States.
	Open tender
	$US80,000

	Mayer, Brown, Rowe and Maw (Washington–based)
	To assist in representations to the US Congress and the US agricultural sector in preparation for the commencement of FTA negotiations with the United States.
	Open tender
	$US175,000


Question 16

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: US Free Trade Agreement

Hansard page 122

Senator Cook asked:

Will the government tell the parliament what are the negotiation objectives for the Free Trade Agreement with the United States?

Answer:  Yes.
Question 17

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5 

Topic: Singapore Free Trade Agreement

Hansard page 125

Senator Cook asked:

Did the government give any consideration to briefing the Joint Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade on what legislative change it would seek from the parliament before it concluded the Free Trade Agreement with Singapore, which will require legislative change by the parliament?

Answer:  No.

Question 18

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: Benefits of a Free Trade Agreement (FTA) with the United States

Hansard page 130

Senator Cook asked:

Where in the Centre for International Economics analysis of an FTA with the US is it shown that $4 billion is the estimated benefit from both countries removing barriers to trade?

Answer:
The CIE report states in its Executive Summary and in Chapter 3 that its modelling predicts that, within 10 years of the entry into force of an FTA, “GDP and real consumption in Australia could be 0.4 per cent higher than would otherwise have been the case in the absence of the formation of the free trade area. In absolute terms, real GDP could be nearly US$2 billion higher” (p. 37). In some subsequent public statements, the Government expressed the latter figure in Australian dollar terms as $4 billion on the basis of the then prevailing exchange rate. Although the $A has appreciated since then, it should be noted that if the modelling were repeated today other data parameters would also change, using updated figures. While that might produce a different figure, it is unlikely that it would be of a different order of magnitude. The purpose of such a modelling is to provide an indicative estimate of the gains or losses from such an agreement and their order of magnitude.

The CIE undertook a subsequent study of the impact of the US tariff rate quota (TRQ) on beef for the Australian meat industry, which found that maintenance the TRQ could cost the industry several hundred million Australian dollars annually in the future. The CIE modelling study did not factor in the beef TRQ as a barrier in its earlier report for DFAT, because the TRQ had yet to be filled. Factoring in the TRQ using the assumptions in the later study would in all probability produced an even larger result for the impact of an FTA on Australia’s GDP.

Question 19

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: Competitive trade liberalisation

Hansard page 141

Senator Cook asked:

Can the department provide examples of where bilateral and regional trade liberalisation complement and stimulate multilateral liberalisation, as stated by the Minister for Trade in his speech to release the department’s White Paper?

Answer:

Bilateral and regional trade liberalisation plays an important role in setting the pace for multilateral liberalisation and strengthening bilateral partnerships, which then enhance cooperation at the multilateral level. Examples of this include:

· The Closer Economic Relations (CER) Agreement with New Zealand, which has been recognised by the WTO as ‘the world's most comprehensive, effective and multilaterally compatible free-trade agreement.’ CER was groundbreaking in its comprehensiveness, especially in relation to services trade and competition policy, and has influenced levels of ambition related to other bilateral, regional and multilateral liberalisation initiatives.

· The Singapore–Australia Free Trade Agreement (SAFTA) which goes beyond WTO commitments in areas such as telecommunications regulation, competition policy, government procurement, the movement of business people, investment and the provision of intellectual property rights. The level of liberalisation achieved in SAFTA will influence the expectations of both Australia and Singapore in the Doha Round. SAFTA will serve as an example to the WTO membership of the ambitious levels of liberalisation that can be achieved, particularly in the area of services.

· Implementation of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) which began in 1994 involved the removal of most barriers to trade and investment among the United States, Canada, and Mexico. Under NAFTA, all non-tariff barriers to agricultural trade between the United States and Mexico were eliminated. In addition, many tariffs were eliminated immediately, with others being phased out over periods of 5 to 15 years. The development of this Agreement, concurrent with the Uruguay Round Negotiations (1986–1993), played an important role in terms of building consensus among GATT signatories for the tariffication of barriers to trade in agriculture, and the undertaking of commitments to reduce tariffs in that sector.

· Similarly, the Kennedy Round of multilateral trade negotiations (1964–67) ran concurrently with the then 6 Member European Union’s (EU) efforts to establish a customs union, thereby eliminating customs duties and quotas in intra–Community trade. This process influenced the level of ambition GATT signatories aimed for, and ultimately achieved, during the Kennedy Round.

Question 20

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: Trade balance statistics in the White Paper

Hansard page 143

Senator Cook asked:

Why does the table on page 148 of the White Paper not include the figures for 2002, as does the table on page 146, given that both are sourced from Australian Bureau of Statistics cat.5302?

Answer:
The table on page 146 is incorrectly labelled. It should read “ABS cat. 5386”—the publication number for the International Trade in Goods and Services (ITGS). Cat. 5302 is the Balance of Payments publication, which is calculated differently. By convention, the trade balance is always given on a Balance of Payments basis, whereas for calculating export growth any internally consistent series can be used. Accordingly, the table on page 146 could be calculated using calendar year 2002 data, but the table on page 148 cannot be completed for 2002 until the December quarter Balance of Payments statistics are released on 3 March.

Question 21

Outcome 1, output 1.5

Topic: GATS negotiations

Hansard page 145

Senator Cook asked:

Can the department provide a list of the names of organisations that have been consulted on the GATS negotiations?

Answer:
The consultative process for the GATS negotiations is very extensive in nature and has been underway for several years, involving contacts not only by Commonwealth departments but also by state and territory governments. The following list may not be fully exhaustive but gives a clear indication of the extensive nature of the consultations undertaken to date:

AaE—Domestic

AaE—International

ACF

ACT Chief Minister’s Department

Acute Care, Housing R & D

Adelaide Airport

Adelaide Community Health Care Health Corporate

Aero–Care Pty Ltd

AFTINET

Aged Care Housing Group 

Aid Watch

APHEDA—Union Aid Abroad

Association of Consulting Engineers of Australia

Attorney General’s Department, International Legal Services Advisory Council

AusAID 

AusFILM International

Austrade

Australia Council

Australia Post

Australian Bankers Association

Australian Communications Industry Forum

Australian Constructors Association 
Australian Council for Overseas Aid

Australian Council of Social Service

Australian Council of Trade Unions

Australian Electrical and Electronic Manufacturers Association

Australian Fair Trade and Investment Network

Australian Federation of International Forwarders

Australian Federation of Travel Agents

Australian Film Commission (AFC)

Australian Financial Market Association 

Australian Gas Association 

Australian Health Industry Inc 

Australian Horticultural Exporters Association Inc

Australian Hotels 

Australian Information Industry Association

Australian Institute of Landscape Architects 

Australian Institute of Management Consultants 

Australian Institute of Petroleum

Australian Local Government Association

Australian Medical Association 
Australian Mining Consultants

Australian National Line

Australian Nursing Federation

Australian Petroleum Exploration Association

Australian Private Hospitals Association

Australian Services Roundtable
Australian Shipowners Association

Australian Stock Exchange

Australian Telecommunications Users’ Group (ATUG)

Australian Tourism Export Council

Australian Water Association

Australian Writers’ Guild

Barton Group

BHP Transport Australia

BHP–Billiton 

Brisbane Airport

BT Financial Group

Cairns Airport

Centre for Design at RMIT

Certified Practising Accountants Australia (CPA)

Climate Action Network

Collex Pty Ltd

Commercial Television Australia 

Communications & Planning

Community Aid Abroad

Coolangatta Airport

CPSU

Dane Simpson and Associates

Darwin Airport

Department of Health and Ageing

Department of Infrastructure (Victoria)

Department of Infrastructure, Energy and Resources (TAS)

Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet

DHL

DITR

DoCITA 

Doctor’s Reform Society

DoTARS

Economic Reform Australia

Electricity Supply Association of Australia 

Environment Australia

Environment Business 

Environmental Industries DSRD 

Fair Trade Alliance

Film Finance Corporation

Freehills

Friends of the Earth

Gate Gourmet Services Pty Ltd 

Greenpeace

Gribbles Pathology

Guiding Organisation Australia 

Hobart Airport

Humane Society International

I.D.Tours 

IAG Insurance Australia Group

IBM Australia

Industry Services Executive

Institute of Chartered Accountants of Australia

Institution of Engineers of Australia

Insurance Council of Australia

International Banks and Securities Institute of Australia 

International Legal Services Advisory Council

International Women’s Development Agency

Internet Industry Association

Investments & Financial Services Association

Jardines

Joint Standing Committee on Treaties

Law Council of Australia

Macquarie Bank

Mayne Health

Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance

Medicins sans Frontieres

Melbourne Airport

Menzies Cargo Services 

Minerals Industry Consultants Association

Music Council of Australia

National Academies Forum

National Office of Overseas Skills Recognition

National Tertiary Education Union

Newcastle Airport

NOIE

NSW Department of State and Regional Development

NT Department of Business, Industry and Resource Development

NT Department of the Chief Minister

NT Department of Transport

Nursing Agency of Australia

P&O Ports

Pacific Power International

Perth Airport

Powerlink Queensland

Printing Industries Association of Australia

Public Interest Advocacy Centre

Qantas, Airways Ltd

QBE

QLD Department of the Premier and Cabinet

QLD Transport

Rail, Tram and Bus Union

Real Estate Institute of Australia

Research Officer Finance Sector Union of Australia

Rio Tinto

Robinson’s Anna Bay Sand Pty Ltd

Royal Australian Institute of Architects

RTZ

SA Department for Business, Manufacturing and Trade 

SA Department of Health

SA Department of Premier and Cabinet

Screen Producers Association of Australia

Shipping Australia Ltd

SMEC

South Pacific Ground Handling Services Pty Ltd

Standing Committee of Attorney General’s (in each State and Territory)

Strategic Planning 

Sustainable Energy Industry Association

Sydney Airport

Sydney Futures Exchange 

Sydney Futures Exchange 

Sydney Water

Symphony Australia

TAS Department of Economic Development

TAS Department of Premier and Cabinet

TAS Dept of Infrastructure

Telstra

Tenix Ship Building

The Australian Pipeline Industry Association

The Royal Australian Institute of Architects

Thompson Clarke

Toll Holdings Limited 

Tourism Task Force

Transport NSW

Transport SA

Transport WA

Treasury 

UnitingCare 

University of Sydney

VIC Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development

Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Australian Electrical and Electronic Manufacturers’ Association Ltd

Victorian Greens

Virgin Cargo 

Virginblue 

VISY 

WA Department of Industry and Technology

WA Department of Premier and Cabinet

Westpac

Women and the Environment Network 

World Travel and Tourism

World Vision Australia
Question 22

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5 

Topic: GATS and State governments

Hansard page 147

Senator Cook asked:

Will the federal government say to the states that, if the states disagree with a deal the Commonwealth wants to make in GATS, the states’ opinion in their area of services will be held as superior to that of the Commonwealth and the states will have a veto?

Answer:  No.
Question 23

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: US FTA—access to submissions

Hansard page 150

Senator Cook asked:

Will the government, on a confidential basis, give access to the over 200 submissions received from industry and other interested groups concerning the US Free Trade Agreement to:

(a) the state governments;

(b) the Joint Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade; and

(c) the Senate Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Committee.

Answer:
Yes, at a time of the government’s choosing, and on a confidential basis.
Question 24

Outcome 1, output 1.1.6

Topic: GM regulations

Hansard page 131

Senator Cook asked:

(1) Has the department had any discussions with Australia’s trading partners—principally Japan, China, the EU, Pakistan, India and Bangladesh—about their expectations regarding Australia’s GM regulations?

(2) Have there been discussions with the countries to which Australia potentially sells GM canola about their domestic regulations?

Answer:
(1) Yes, the department has had discussions with a number of Australia’s trading partners both in capitals, and in the case of Japan, China and the European Union we have also hosted delegations visiting Australia specifically to learn about Australia’s GM regulatory system.
(2) Yes, the department has held discussions with a number of other countries about their domestic regulations, including key countries to which Australia will potentially sell GM canola, should it be approved for commercialisation.
Question 25

Outcome 1, output 1.1.6

Topic: Subsidised US wheat sales to Egypt

Hansard page 137

Senator Cook asked:

(1) Did Australia formally protest to the US about unfair trade practices in selling subsidised wheat to Egypt, an Australian market?

(2) If so, 

(a) what was the nature of that protest or communication with the US;

(b) at what level was it made and delivered;

(c) what response was obtained;

(d) was the Prime Minister aware of this before he departed for Washington on 8 February. If so, was it raised in conversation with President Bush?

Answer:
In late 2001 the US Administration increased disbursement of aid funding to Egypt under their Development Support Program. These funds were used to purchase US wheat, rather than competitively priced Australian wheat, in Egyptian public wheat tenders.

At the time, our embassy in Washington made representations at senior level to the US Administration highlighting our concerns that changes to US aid disbursements would undermine fair market competition in the Egyptian wheat market. Our embassy in Cairo also raised our concerns with the Egyptian government and the US Embassy in Cairo.

Question 2(d) should be referred to the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet.
Question 26

Outcome 1, output 1.1.6 

Topic: Rural exports

Hansard page 138

Senator Cook asked:

Isn’t it the case that rural exports were lower on a monthly basis from the beginning of 2002, before the drought started to have an impact?

Answer:
In January 2002, rural exports were 10.9 per cent higher than in January 2001, and in February 2002, rural exports were 3.2 per cent higher than in February 2001. From March 2002, rural exports were lower on a monthly basis compared to the corresponding months for the previous year.
Question 27

Outcome 1, output 1.1.6

Topic: Exports to East Asia

Hansard page 138

Senator Cook asked:

(1) Which are the weak economies causing a downturn in Australia’s merchandise exports to the East Asian region?

(2) In the 12 months to September 2002, how did Australia’s non–rural exports to East Asia perform?

Answer:

(1)
The economies of Hong Kong, Taiwan, Japan, Malaysia and Singapore all grew in 2002 at rates significantly lower than their long term average (1993–2002), based on the most recent International Monetary Fund estimates. Australian merchandise exports to these countries fell in aggregate by 8.6 per cent in 2002 (compared with 2001) and accounted for 59.4 per cent of Australia’s merchandise exports to East Asia in 2002.

(2)
In the twelve months to September 2002, non-rural exports to East Asia fell in the first three quarters but rose in the September quarter. Overall, non–rural exports to East Asia fell 4.4 per cent in the twelve months to September 2002 (compared with the twelve months to September 2001).

Question 28

Outcome 1, output 1.1.7 

Topic: Cable from Jakarta about SIEV–X

Hansard page 197

Senator Collins asked:

(1) Which agencies in the Jakarta embassy were involved in the preparation of the DFAT cable sent at 10.49 on 23 October 2001 concerning the sinking of SIEV–X?
(2) Was the preparation of the cable coordinated by the Ambassador?

Answer:
(1) DFAT, AFP and Defence representatives at the Embassy in Jakarta were involved in the preparation of the cable concerning the sinking of SIEV–X.

(2) The cable was prepared in the Embassy under the direction of the Ambassador. 

Question 29

Outcome 1, output 1.1.7 

Topic: SIEV–X

Hansard pages 198-200

Senator Collins asked:

(1) When did information about the SIEV–X prior to its departure first become known to Australian agencies?

(2) When and how did Australian agencies first become aware of radio communications from the SIEV–X?

(3) Was incorrect information previously provided to the Senate Select Committee of Inquiry into a Certain Maritime Incident, with regard to radio communications from the SIEV–X?

(4) How do Australian agencies know that SIEV–X radio communications were with Abu Quassey?

(5) Were there any other radio communications from SIEV–X, including as the boat was sinking?

(6) If Australian agencies were aware that the crew of the first boat contacted their Chinese owner for instructions, why can’t the agencies be aware of the coordinates the crew did that from?

(7) Were there any other communications from either the vessel itself or the two vessels that rescued survivors?

(8) What priority did the department give to the 23 October 2001 cable from the embassy in Jakarta?

(9) What priority was attached to the cable by the embassy in Jakarta and what priority was attached to it in Canberra?

(10) What action did the department take upon receipt of this cable? Was the action officer in DFAT the person who informed the Australian Federal Police officer who in turn informed Ms Halton, an officer then at Prime Minister and Cabinet?
Answer:
(1) DFAT staff at the Embassy in Jakarta first became aware in August 2001 of plans by Abu Quassey to send a suspected illegal entry vessel to Australia, although much of this information was unclear and proved to be incorrect. DFAT staff at the Embassy did not have specific details of the actual vessel which subsequently became known as SIEV–X, its eventual departure point or time of departure prior to its departure.

(2)  DFAT staff at the Embassy in Jakarta first became aware of radio communications from SIEV–X during an Embassy interview with one of the SIEV–X survivors which commenced on 22 October and concluded in the early hours of the morning of 23 October.

(3)  No. The issue of radio communications from SIEV X was not raised with DFAT when it appeared before the Senate Select Committee on a Certain Maritime Incident on 1 May 2002.

In response to a question taken on notice from Senator Cook on whether the contents of a letter from Senator Hill to Mr Crean of 26 March 2002 matched DFAT’s understanding of events, the Department replied “DFAT does not have access to sources of information on Defence and Coastwatch operational issues other than the Department of Defence and Coastwatch.” This was, and remains, correct.

(4)  DFAT staff at the Embassy in Jakarta understood that SIEV–X radio communications were with Abu Quassey as a result of an Embassy interview with a SIEV–X survivor.

(5)  DFAT staff at the Embassy in Jakarta were not aware of any other radio communications from SIEV–X, including as the boat was sinking.

(6)  DFAT staff at the Embassy in Jakarta were not aware of the coordinates from where the crew of the first fishing boat contacted their owner for instructions because that information was not obtained during the Embassy interview with the SIEV–X survivor. 

(7)  DFAT staff at the Embassy in Jakarta were not aware of any other communications from either the vessel itself or the two vessels that rescued survivors.

(8)  People smuggling issues were a high priority for the Government and the cable was treated accordingly.

(9)  The cable was given a “Priority First” designation on despatch by the Embassy.

(10)  The cable arrived in Canberra during business hours (approximately 2 pm on 23 October) and was distributed in the usual way. As it had been designated a “Priority First” cable by the Jakarta Embassy, the relevant senior DFAT officer was advised by telephone of the cable’s receipt by the Communications Centre. The department has no record and no recollection of notifying the AFP of receipt of the cable.

The cable was released electronically to addressees who had electronic access to the cable system at 2.21 pm on 23 October. Other addressees received hard copies later, in most cases probably the next day.
Question 30

Outcome 1, output 1.1.7 

Topic: Abu Quassey

Hansard page 205

Senator Collins asked:

Could the department prepare a chronology of the dialogue that has occurred with the Indonesians in relation to extraditing Abu Quassey to Australia, including meetings which the department may not have attended but of which it is aware?

Answer:

The Department, our Ambassador to Indonesia and DFAT officers at the Australian Embassy in Jakarta have assisted Senator Ellison and the Attorney General’s Department in their dealings with the Indonesian Government on this issue. Most recently, this has included representations by the Ambassador-designate in January 2003 at Ministerial level and providing support to a delegation of senior legal and law enforcement officials, led by the Attorney–General’s Department, which visited Jakarta in February 2003.
The Department is unable to make public the details of sensitive government–to–government communications and notes that the Attorney General’s Department has primary carriage of extradition issues. 

Question 31

Outcome 1, output 1.1.7

Topic: Inquiry into a Certain Maritime Incident

Hansard page 246–247

Senator Collins asked:

Why was the detail of the cable from Jakarta embassy on 23 October 2001 not provided in the department’s answer to question on notice number 11 of 19 June which was asked during the Senate Select Committee of Inquiry into a Certain Maritime Incident? Did Dr Raby, who dealt with the question from the chair at that time, see that cable?

Answer: 

Question on notice number 11 of 19 June asked during the Senate Select Committee of Inquiry into a Certain Maritime Incident was “Do the contents of Senator Hill’s letter to Mr Crean (tabled in the Committee on 1 May) match DFAT’s understanding of events?” The Department’s response was “DFAT does not have access to sources of information on Defence and Coastwatch operational issues other than the Department of Defence and Coastwatch.”

Senator Hill’s letter refuted unsubstantiated claims that Royal Australian Navy ships witnessed a sinking vessel on 19 October 2001 and did not provide assistance. Information in the cable from the Jakarta Embassy of 23 October 2001 did not address this issue and therefore was not relevant in responding to the question on notice. 

Dr Raby was a recipient of the cable. 

Question 32

Outcome 1, output 1.1.8

Topic: Status of Forces Agreements 

Hansard page 237

Senator Faulkner asked:

Can the department provide the texts of Status of Forces Agreements with countries in the Middle East. Were the agreements finalised prior to AUSMIN 2000?

Answer:
The Status of Forces Agreements (SOFA) under which Australian forces have been pre–deployed to the Middle East are, at the request of the countries concerned, and for operational security reasons, confidential. The department is therefore not able to provide the contents of any such arrangements which may exist with countries in the region.

All SOFAs under which Australian forces have been pre–deployed to the Middle East were concluded after AUSMIN 2000.
Question 33

Outcome 1, output 1.1.8

Topic: Iraq Task Force

Hansard page 240

Senator Faulkner asked:

What is the current membership of the Iraq Task Force?

Answer:
The Taskforce comprises officers representing, and attending as required: 

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Department of Defence (SIP, SOD and DIO)

Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet 

Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs

Attorney–General’s Department

Department of Health and Ageing

Australian Security Intelligence Organisation

AusAID

Protective Security Coordination Centre

Office of National Assessments

Australian Secret Intelligence Service

Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service

Emergency Management Australia.

Question 34

Outcome 1, output 1.2 

Topic: Administrative circular N514/03

Hansard page 171

Senator Faulkner asked:

What is the minister’s view of the provision in paragraph 5 of the department’s Administrative Circular N514/03 of 5 February 2003, which states that “with immediate effect, all written material prepared on Iraq is to be kept completely outside documents covering other subjects and safeguarded with its own classification and appropriately limited distribution”?

Answer:
Mr Downer supports the Secretary’s efforts to ensure that all written material prepared in the department and at posts is classified appropriately and distributed no more widely than is strictly needed for operational requirements. The department takes its security responsibilities very seriously.
Question 35

Outcome 1, output 1.2

Topic: Information technology

Hansard page 191

Senator Collins asked:

Who left the computer in Mr Downer’s office logged on, necessitating Mr Downer ringing the department about difficulties logging in on 6 January 2003?

Answer:
The computer in question is used by Mr Downer. Departmental computers, including those in ministers’ offices, are programmed to invoke automatically a password protected screensaver after a short period of inactivity. Mr Downer’s computer was in this password protected screensaver mode and was left switched on, which caused the difficulties logging in on 6 January.
Question 36

Outcome 2, output 2.1 

Topic: Biometrics in passports

Written question

Senator Sherry asked:

(1) Can the Department provide a response to comments that facial recognition technology is far more expensive than other forms of biometric identification?

(2) Is it correct that facial recognition technology requires a high level of human interaction, making it impractical for airports to use?

(3) Did the Government consider or address these criticisms before committing to this technology?

Answer: 

(1) The research the department has done in this area has shown that facial recognition technology is, in fact, much cheaper than other forms of biometric identification. The reason is that it will be possible to capture a facial biometric from the photograph already submitted with the passport application and thereby avoid the very significant costs associated with the capture of other biometrics such as fingerprints and iris scans. (Iris capture, for example, would involve putting sophisticated cameras costing about $4,000 each into almost 2000 outlets where passport applications are accepted.)

(2) It is not correct to say that facial recognition technology requires a higher level of human interaction. Iris and fingerprints are more intrusive in terms of the methods required for capture and border processing. Facial recognition technology will speed up passenger processing and free up staff at the primary line who will, in turn, be able to give greater attention to passengers who have not been processed by the new technology.

(3) These issues were carefully considered before the decision was made to proceed with research and development work on facial recognition.

Question 37

All outcomes, all outputs 

Topic: Information technology contracts

Written question

Senator Lundy asked:

Can the department provide the following information for each contract entered into which has not been fully performed or which has been entered into during the previous 12 months (financial year 2001–2002) that are all or in part information and communications technology related with a consideration to the value of $20, 000 or more, including the following details for each contract:

(a) a unique identifier for the contract (eg contract number)

(b) the contractor name and ABN or ACN;

(c) the domicile (country) of the parent company;

(d) the subject matter of the contract, including whether the contract is substantially hardware, software, services or a mixture, with estimated percentages.

(e) the starting date of the contract;

(f) the term (duration) of the contract, expressed as an ending date;

(g) the amount of the consideration (AU$);

(h) the amount applicable to the current budget year (AU$);

(i) whether or not there is an industry development requirement; if so: provide details of the Industry Development requirements (in scope and out of scope). full list of sub–contracts valued at over $5,000, including the all the information described in (a) to (h).

Answer: See attached table.
Attachment: Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade IT contracts

[This ‘Excel’ document is also available from the Committee’s website: www.aph.gov.au/senate_fadt]
Question 38

All outcomes, all outputs 

Topic: Human resources—maternity leave

Written question

Senator Stott Despoja asked:

(1) Do the divisions and/or other organisational units in DFAT have their own internal budgets?

(2) Does this include staffing budgets?

(3) If yes, how are the costs of maternity leave handled in the Department?

(4) Is it;

(a) a central cost, or

(b) does each division and/or organisational unit cover their own maternity leave costs in their own budgets?

(5) If maternity leave is a devolved cost can you please identify all of the divisions and/or organisational units which are required to handle maternity leave?

(6) If maternity leave is a devolved cost, can you provide analysis (actual, FTE and percent) of staffing numbers per division and/or organisational unit by:

(a) gender, and

(b) provide number (actual, FTE and percent) of women under 45 per organisational unit. 

Answer:

(1) Yes.

(2) Funds for staff are allocated to divisions/other organisational units from the Department’s central budget.

(3) All divisions and organisational units are responsible for the first 12 weeks of all leave including Maternity Leave. After 12 weeks costs are centrally managed.

(4) (a) after a 12 week period

(b) for the first 12 weeks.

(5) All divisions and organisational units.

(6)
(a)  DFAT—Staff numbers per division/organisational unit by gender (as at 14 February 2003):

	DIVISION/

ORGANISATIONAL UNIT
	MALE
	FEMALE

	
	Actual
	FTE
	%
	Actual
	FTE
	%

	Americas & Europe Division (AED)
	20
	20.0
	50%
	20
	19.5
	50%

	Australian Safeguards & Non–proliferation Office (ASNO)
	11
	11.0
	79%
	3
	3.0
	21%

	Corporate Management Division (CMD)
	54
	53.9
	44%
	69
	66.7
	56%

	Diplomatic Security, Information Management & Services Division (DID)
	126
	126.0
	75%
	42
	40.5
	25%

	Economic Analytical Unit (EAU)
	3
	3.0
	43%
	4
	4.0
	57%

	Executive, Planning & Evaluation Branch (EXB)
	11
	11.0
	38%
	18
	17.7
	62%

	International Organisations & Legal Division (ILD)
	45
	44.4
	64%
	25
	24.1
	36%

	International Security Division (ISD)
	27
	27.0
	66%
	14
	13.5
	34%

	North Asia Division (NAD)
	18
	18.0
	52%
	17
	16.5
	48%

	Office of Trade Negotiations (OTN)
	41
	41.0
	59%
	29
	28.0
	41%

	Public Diplomacy, Consular & Passports Division (PCD)
	38
	37.0
	51%
	36
	34.2
	49%

	Passports Branch
	63
	62.8
	28%
	165
	150.6
	72%

	South Pacific, Africa & Middle East Division (PMD)
	32
	32.0
	67%
	16
	14.8
	33%

	Protocol Branch (PRB)
	4
	4.0
	36%
	7
	6.8
	64%

	South East Asia Division (SED)
	16
	15.4
	41%
	23
	22.5
	59%

	Trade Development Division (TDD)
	38
	38.0
	58%
	28
	26.9
	42%

	State Offices
	15
	15
	34%
	29
	27.2
	66%

	Overseas Posts
	315
	315
	60%
	208
	208
	40%


(6)
(b)  DFAT—Number of women under 45 years per division/organisational unit (as at 14 February 2003):

	DIVISION/ORGANISATIONAL UNIT
	ACTUAL
	Full time equivalent (FTE)
	%

	Americas & Europe Division (AED)
	11
	9.8
	27%

	Australian Safeguards & Non-proliferation Office (ASNO)
	2
	2
	14%

	Corporate Management Division (CMD)
	47
	44.7
	38%

	Diplomatic Security, Information Management & Services Division (DID)
	25
	23.2
	15%

	Economic Analytical Unit (EAU)
	3
	3
	43%

	Executive, Planning & Evaluation Branch (EXB)
	18
	17.7
	64%

	International Organisations & Legal Division (ILD)
	22
	22.1
	31%

	International Security Division (ISD)
	13
	12.5
	32%

	North Asia Division (NAD)
	13
	12.7
	37%

	Office of Trade Negotiations (OTN)
	19
	18.1
	27%

	Public Diplomacy, Consular & Passports Division (PCD)
	19
	17.6
	25%

	Passports Branch
	158
	144.3
	69%

	South Pacific, Africa & Middle East Division (PMD)
	8
	7.1
	17%

	Protocol Branch (PRB)
	3
	2.8
	27%

	South East Asia Division (SED)
	18
	18
	46%

	Trade Development Division (TDD)
	15
	14.1
	23%

	State Offices
	14
	13.6
	32%

	Overseas Posts
	148
	148
	28%


Question 39

All outcomes, all outputs 

Topic: Representation in Jakarta

Hansard pages 233–235 

Senator Faulkner asked:

(1) What were the levels of staffing of all agencies in the Jakarta Embassy on 11 October 2002?
(2) What has been the pattern of staffing levels over the last four years?

(3) How many Australia–based staff speak Bahasa Indonesia?

(4) How many Australia–based staff speak other Indonesian languages?

Answer:

(1) Jakarta Staffing Levels on 11 October 2002 (all agencies):

	
	As at
11 October 2002

	Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade (DFAT)
	32 (plus one language trainee)

	Australian Federal Police (AFP)
	2

	AusAID
	7

	Austrade
	4

	Department of Defence
	11

	Department of Education, Science and Training (DEST)
	1

	Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs (DIMIA)
	8

	Department of Industry, Tourism and Resources (DITR)
	-

	National Library of Australia (NLA)
	1

	Treasury
	1

	TOTAL
	67


(2)  Jakarta—DFAT and attached agencies A–based staffing levels 1999–2003:

	
	30 June 1999
	30 June 2000
	30 June 2001
	30 June 2002
	14 February 2003

	Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade (DFAT)
	32
	32
	32
	32
	29*

	Australian Federal Police (AFP)
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2

	AusAID
	7
	8
	7
	7
	8

	Austrade
	5
	4
	4
	4
	3

	Department of Defence
	9
	9
	11
	11
	11

	Department of Education, Science and Training (DEST), formerly DEETYA
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs (DIMIA)
	6
	7
	7
	7
	7

	Department of Industry, Tourism and Resources (DITR), formerly DIST
	1
	-
	1
	-
	-

	Overseas Property Group (OPG)—outsourced wef 1 April 2000
	1
	-
	-
	-
	-

	National Library of Australia (NLA)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Treasury
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	TOTAL
	65
	65
	67
	66
	63


* Three security guard positions were outsourced to Australian Protective Services.

(3) A total of 15 DFAT Australia–based officers currently at the Jakarta Embassy (as at 14 February) speak Bahasa Indonesia. The Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade does not hold records on the language proficiency of A–based officers from other agencies attached to the Australian Embassy in Jakarta.

(4) Two DFAT Australia–based officers currently at the Jakarta Embassy speak other Indonesian languages (one Sudanese and the other Javanese). The Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade does not hold records on the language proficiency of A–based officers from other agencies attached to the Australian Embassy in Jakarta.

Question 40

All outcomes, all outputs 

Topic: Staff at posts in South East Asia

Hansard page 235

Senator Faulkner asked:

What has been the pattern of Australia–based staffing levels at missions across South East Asia over the last four years?

Answer:

DFAT Australia–based staffing levels at South East Asian Missions: 1999–2003

	
	30 June 1999
	30 June 2000
	30 June 2001
	30 June 2002
	14 Feb 2003

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bali
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2

	Brunei
	3
	5*
	3
	3
	3

	Bangkok
	20
	19
	19
	19
	18

	Dili
	3
	7
	7
	7
	7

	Hanoi
	10
	10
	10
	9
	9

	Jakarta
	32
	32
	32
	32
	29**

	Kuala Lumpur
	19
	19
	19
	19
	19

	Manila
	12
	12
	12
	12
	12

	Phnom Penh
	7
	7
	7
	7
	7

	Rangoon
	7
	7
	7
	7
	7

	Singapore
	9
	9
	9
	9
	9

	Vientiane
	6
	5
	5
	5
	5

	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	130
	134
	132
	131
	127


*   The post’s A–based establishment was temporarily increased by two positions during Brunei’s chairmanship of APEC in 2000.

** Three security guard positions were outsourced to Australian Protective Services.

Question 41

All outcomes, all outputs 

Topic: Appointment of Ambassador to Ireland and the Holy See

Hansard page 259

Senator Faulkner asked:

(1) What was the process undertaken for the appointment of former Senator Herron as Ambassador to Ireland and the Holy See?

(2) Was the position advertised?

(3) Were there other applications for the position?

Answer:
(1) Following advice from Mr Downer of the decision to appoint Dr Herron, the department undertook the normal steps of seeking Executive Council approval and agrément.
(2) No

(3) Not to our knowledge.

Question 42

All outcomes, all outputs 

Topic: Diplomatic appointments

Hansard page 260

Senator Faulkner asked:

Could the department provide a list of former politicians who have been given diplomatic postings over the last ten years?

Answer: See attached table.
Answer:
EX–SERVING MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT 

APPOINTED AS HOM/HOPS SINCE 1993

	Name of Officer
	Post

	The Hon M C Tate AO
	The Hague

	The Hon N Blewitt
	London

	The Hon K W Sibraa
	Harare

	Mr J M Spender QC
	Paris

	Mr M E Baume
	New York CG

	The Hon A S Peacock AC
	Washington

	Mr D M Connolly
	Pretoria

	The Hon R G Halverson OBE
	Dublin

	Mr A C Rocher
	Los Angeles

	The Hon J Olsen*
	Los Angeles

	The Hon Dr J Herron*
	Dublin


* Current employees
53

