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BUSINESSOF THE SENATE

Notice of M otion

*1 Senator Brown: To move—That the provisions of the following bills be referred
to the Economics Legidation Committee for inquiry and report by 20 March 2003:

(8 Medica Indemnity (Prudential Supervision and Product Standards) Bill
2002; and

(b) Medical Indemnity (Prudential Supervison and Product Standards)
(Conseguential Amendments) Bill 2002.

Order of the Day

1 Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport Legislation Committee

Report to be presented on the Transport Safety Investigation Bill 2002. (Referred
pursuant to Selection of Bills Committee report.)

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Ordersof the Day

1 Workplace Relations Amendment (Fair Dismissal) Bill 2002 [No. 2]—
(Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator lan Campbell)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (23 October 2002).
2 National Health Amendment (Pharmaceutical Benefits—Budget M easur es)

Bill 2002 [No. 2]—(Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator lan
Campbell)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (5 December 2002).

3 Broadcasting L egislation Amendment Bill (No. 3) 2002 [2003]—(Senate hill)—
(Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator lan Campbell)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (11 December 2002).

4 Environment and Heritage L egislation Amendment Bill (No. 1) 2002
Australian Heritage Council Bill 2002

Australian Heritage Council (Consequential and Transitional Provisions) Bill
2002—(Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator lan Campbell)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (15 November 2002).
5 Copyright Amendment (Parallel Importation) Bill 2002—(Minister for
Revenue and Assistant Treasurer, Senator Coonan)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (adjourned, Senator Buckland, 10 December
2002).
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6 Migration Legidation Amendment (Migration Advice Industry) Bill 2002—
(Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator lan Campbell)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (14 November 2002).

7 National Gallery Amendment Bill 2002 [2003]—(Senate bill)—(Parliamentary
Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator lan Campbell)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (25 Septermber 2002).

8 Commonwealth Volunteers Protection Bill 2002—(Parliamentary Secretary to
the Treasurer, Senator lan Campbell)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (5 December 2002).

9 Australian Capital Territory Legidation Amendment Bill 2002—(Minigter for
the Artsand Sport, Senator Kemp)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (19 Septermber 2002).

10 Transport Safety Investigation Bill 2002

Transport Safety Investigation (Consequential Amendments) Bill 2002—
(Special Miniger of Sate, Senator Abetz)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (adjourned, Senator Ludwig, 15 October
2002).

11 Broadcasting Services Amendment (Media Ownership) Bill 2002—(Minister
for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation, Senator lan Macdonald)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (adjourned, Senator Mackay, 23 October
2002).

12 Crimes Legidation Enhancement Bill 2002 [2003]—(Senate hill)—
(Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator 1an Campbell)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (5 December 2002).

13 Financial Sector Legidation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2002—(Minister for
Health and Ageing, Senator Patterson)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (2 December 2002).

14 Superannuation Legidation (Commonwealth Employment) Repeal and

Amendment Bill 2002—(Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, Senator lan
Campbell)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (adjourned, Senator Ludwig, 19 June 2002).
15 Superannuation (Government Co-contribution for Low Income Earners) Bill

2002

Superannuation L egislation Amendment Bill 2002

Adjourned debate on the motion of Minister for the Arts and Sport (Senator
Kemp)—That these bills be now read a second time.

And on the amendment moved by Senator Sherry in respect of the Superannuation
Legidation Amendment Bill 2002—At the end of the motion, add “but the Senate
is of the opinion that the bill should be withdrawn and redrafted to:

(8 ensure that the proposed surcharge tax reduction to high-income earners,
the splitting of superannuation contributions and the closure of the public
sector funds do not proceed; and
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(b) provide for afairer contributions tax cut that will boost retirement incomes
for al superannuation fund membersto assist in preparing the nation for the
ageing population”.

And on the amendment moved by Senator Cherry in respect of the Superannuation
(Government Co-contribution for Low Income Earners) Bill 2002—At the end of
the motion, add “but the Senate notes that analysis provided to the Select
Committee on Superannuation shows that extending the co-contribution to
workers on average earnings would have a significant positive effect on nationa
savings, and that this could be funded by better targeting of the Government’s
superannuation measures’—(adjourned, Special Minister of Sate (Senator Abetz),
18 November 2002).

Family and Community Services Legidation Amendment (Further
Simplification of International Payments) Bill 2002—(Minister for Fisheries,
Forestry and Conservation, Senator lan Macdonal d)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (adjourned, Senator Mackay, 13 March
2002).
Budget statement and documents 2002-03

Adjourned debate on the motion of the Minister for Finance and Administration
(Senator Minchin)—That the Senate take note of the statement and documents
(adjourned, Special Miniger of Sate (Senator Abetz), 16 May 2002).

ORDERS OF THE DAY RELATING TO COMMITTEE REPORTS

AND GOVERNMENT RE’SPONSESAND
AUDITOR-GENERAL’'S REPORTS

Orders of the Day relating to Committee Reports and Government
Responses

*1

*2

*3

Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport L egislation Committee—Report—
The Australian meat industry consultative structure and quota allocation—
Second report: Existing government advisory structures in the Australian
meat

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Ferris—That the Senate take note of
thereport (Senator Ferris, in continuation, 12 December 2002).

Super annuation—Select Committee—Report—Super annuation and
standards of living in retirement: The adequacy of the tax arrangements for
superannuation and related policy

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Ferris—That the Senate take note of
thereport (Senator Ferris, in continuation, 12 December 2002).

Corporations and Financial Services—Joint Statutory Committee—Report—
Review of the Managed | nvestments Act 1998

Adjourned debate on the motion of the char of the committee
(Senator Chapman)—That the Senate take note of the report (Senator Chapman, in
continuation, 12 December 2002).



*4

*5

No. 60—4 February 2003 5

Native Title and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait |slander Land Fund—Joint
Statutory Committee—Report—Examination of annual reports for 2000-01
in fulfilment of the committee's duties pursuant to s.206(c) of the Native Title
Act 1993

Adjourned debate on the motion of the char of the committee
(Senator Johnston)—That the Senate take note of the report (adjourned,
Senator Harris, 12 December 2002).

Finance and Public Administration References Committee—Report—
Departmental and agency contracts. Report on the first year of operation of
the Senate order for the production of lists of departmental and agency
contracts

Adjourned debate on the motion of the chair of the committee (Senator
Forshaw)—That the Senate take note of the report (Senator Forshaw, in
continuation, 12 December 2002).

Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade—Joint Standing Committee—Report—
Scrutiny of the World Trade Organisation

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Nettle—That the Senate take note of
the statement (Senator Nettle, in continuation, 9 December 2002).

Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
References Committee—Report—The value of water: Inquiry into
Australia’s urban water management

Adjourned debate on the motion of the chair of the committee (Senator Allison)—

That the Senate take note of the report (Senator Allison, in continuation,
5 December 2002).

Ordersof the Day relating to Auditor-General’ sreports

1

*4

Auditor-General—Audit report no. 20 of 2002-03—Performance audit—
Employment entitlements support schemes. Department of Employment and
Workplace Relations

Consideration (10 December 2002).

Australian National Audit Office—Independent Auditor (KPMG)—Report
on results of a performance audit of contract management arrangements
within the ANAO, December 2002

Consideration (10 December 2002).
Auditor-General—Audit report no. 21 of 2002-03—Performance audit—

Performance information in the Australian Health Care Agreements:
Department of Health and Ageing

Consideration (11 December 2002).
Auditor-Gener al—Audit report no. 22 of 2002-03—Business support process

audit—Payment of accounts and goods and services tax administration by
small Commonwealth or ganisations

Consideration (12 December 2002).



No. 60—4 February 2003

GENERAL BUSINESS

Notices of Motion

Notice given 14 February 2002

17 Senator Tierney: To move—That the Senate—

@
(b)

(©

(d)

(€

notes the serious problem of overcrowding in New South Wales public
schools, especially when compared with other states across the country;

acknowledges the shameful results of a New South Wales Teachers
Federation survey showing 20 per cent of al classes in each of the first
3 years of primary school being over the Carr Government’s own limit, and
32 per cent of al kindergarten classes exceeding suggested class sizes
during 2001,

condemns the Carr Government for putting New South Wales children’s
education a risk by increasing class numbers and not reducing them as
other states are now doing;

congratulates the Howard Government for increasing funding to New South
Wales government schools by 5.2 per cent in 2001, as opposed to Premier
Carr’spaltry 2.6 per cent; and

recognises the low priority given to education by the Carr Government, as
evidenced by the fact that the amount spent on education as a percentage of
total state budget has dropped from 25.5 per cent to 22 per cent in the
7 years since Labor came to power in New South Wales.

Notice given 11 March 2002

23 Senator McGaur an: To move—That the Senate—

@

notes that:

(i) it is the 100th anniversary of the execution of Harry ‘Breaker’
Morant and Peter Handcock, killed by firing squad during the Boer
War for following the orders, take no prisoners,

(if) the court case held for Morant and Handcock was a sham, set up by
Lord Kitchener, the giver of the orders Morant and Handcock
followed,

(iii) the injustice to Breaker and Handcock has plagued Austraia’s
conscience since their execution on 27 February 1902,

(iv) in 1902 the then Federal Parliamentarian and later first Governor-
General of Australia, Issac Issacs, raised the matter of the execution
in Parliament stating that this issue was agitating the minds of the
people of this country in an amost unprecedented degree, and
guestioned the validity of the decision,

(v) thereason we need to go back 100 years to now right thiswrong, is
because Bresker Morant is one of the fathers of our ANZAC
tradition; a friend of Banjo Patterson and an inspiration for much of
his poetry and described as a man of great courage who would never
betray a mate; and a man of whom many of the young ANZACs in
World War | had heard and on whom they modelled themselves,
and
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(vi) Lord Kitchener was the Commander-in-Chief of the British Military
who made the decison to commit troops to Gallipoli and is
responsible for that disastrous campaign;

(b) calls on the Government to petition directly the British Government for a
review of the case, with the aim to quash the harsh sentence of death for
Harry ‘Breaker’ Morant and Peter Handcock; and

(c) take action to include the names of these two Australians on the Roll of
Honour at the Australian War Memorial.

30 Senator Brown: To move—That the Senate—

(8 notes that the Ministerial Code in the United Kingdom includes a system
which deals with acceptance of appointments for ministers after leaving
office; and

(b) calls on the Government to:

(i) implement an advisory committee on business appointments, from
which a minister would be required to seek advice before accepting
business appointments within 5 years from the date from which he
or she ceased to be aminister, and

(if) ban any minigter from taking an appointment that is directly related
to his of her portfolio for 5 years from the date of resignation.

Notice given 16 May 2002

78 Senator Tierney: To move—That the Senate—
(8 notesthat south-eastern Audraiaisthe most fire proneregion in the world;

(b) commends the support provided by the Howard Government to New South
Wales in January 2002, in particular, the provision of aeria fire fighting
equi pment;

(c) expressesits concern that the state government is whitewashing the causes
of the bushfire catastrophe of Christmas 2001 by just blaming pyromaniacs
during the current bushfiresinquiry;

(d) callson the New South Wales Government to give serious consideration to
the evidence of State Forests of NSW, which believes that inadeguate back-
burning was the primary cause of the devastating fires;

(e) reects cals from the Nature Conservation Council to restrict hazard
reduction;

(f) cdls on the Car Government to allow non-government committee
members to recelve witnesses' submissions without having to first request
them,

(g) encourages the inquiry to reach a conclusion based on evidence and not
party politics resulting from pressure from extreme green groups; and

(h) hopes that the lessons learned from the bushfire inquiry will be shared to
other state governments so all Australians can avoid such an unnecessary
disaster.

Notice given 26 June 2002

108 Senator Sherry: To move—That there be laid on the table, on the next day of
sitting, the advice by the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority to the
Assistant Treasurer under section 230A of the Superannuation Industry
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Act 1993, in relation to applications for financia assistance for

superannuation funds where Commercial Nominees of Australia was trustee.

112 Senator Ridgeway: To move—That the Senate—
(8 notesthat:

(i)

(i)
(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(i)

the week beginning 24 June 2002 is Drug Action Week, aimed at
generating community awareness about drug and alcohol abuse and
the solutions being used to tackle these i ssues,

each day of Drug Action Week highlights a different theme and the
theme on 27 June 2002 is Indigenous issues,

the misuse of alcohol and other drugs has long been linked to the
deep levels of emotional and physical harm suffered by Indigenous
communities snce the colonisation of Australia,

alcohol and tobacco consumption rates continue to remain high in
the Indigenous population, against declining rates in the general
population, and the increasing use of heroin in urban, regional and
rural Indigenous communitiesisalso of particular concern,
substance misuse is probably the biggest challenge facing
Indigenous communities today, asit affects almost everybody either
directly or indirectly and is now the cause as well as the symptom of
much grief and loss experienced by Indigenous communities, and
the demand for the services of existing Indigenous-controlled drug
and alcohal rehabilitation centres far exceeds the current level of

supply;

(b) acknowledges the essentia role of Indigenous community-controlled health
services in providing long-term, culturally-appropriate solutions for
substance abuse; and

(c) calsonthe Government to:

(i)

(i)

120 Senator Ray:
(& notes:

(i)

(i)

(iii)

fund the national substance misuse strategy, developed by the
National Aborigina Community Controlled Health Organisation,
which is designed to build the necessary capacity within the
Indigenous health sector so communities can address their hedth
and well-being needs in a holistic and culturally-appropriate
manner, and

improve coordination between Commonwealth, state, territory and
local governments on these issues and ensure this facilitates greater
Indigenous control over the development and implementation of all
health programs.

Notice given 19 August 2002
To move—That the Senate—

the claims in the Age newspaper of 15 August 2002 that the
McGauran family is financially supporting the Democratic Labour
Party of Augraia (DLP) in its attempt to retain registration under
the provisions of the Electora Act,

that two of the three Victorian Nationa Party representatives in the
Federal Parliament are from the McGauran family and have, on
occasions, relied on DLP preferences,

the comments of the DLP Secretary, Mr John Mulholland, when he
said, ‘It would be in Senator Julian McGauran's interests for the
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DLP to survive this deregistration moved by the Electora
Commission’, and
(iv) the immense amount of money made by the McGauran family from
its poker machine interests in Altona, some of which is apparently
going to fund the DLP s lega expenses; and
(b) callson Senator McGauran and the Minister for Science (Mr McGauran), to
explain their knowledge of their family’ s involvement in funding the DLP's
legal hills.

Notice given 22 August 2002

139 Senator Mackay: To move—That the Senate—

(8) congratulates the Australian Capital Territory Legidative Assembly:
(i) on becoming the first state or territory legidature to remove
abortion from the criminal code, and
(if) for repealing the appalling law which required women seeking
abortionstofirst look at pictures of foetuses;
(b) notes that this landmark legidlation should serve to encourage all remaining
states and territoriesto enact similar legidative changes; and
() notes that the Australian Capita Territory legidation recognises that

abortion isa decision for women and is not something that should carry the
threat of ajail term.

Notice given 16 September 2002

156 Senator Allison: To move—That the Senate—
(8 notesthat:
(i) the Deaflympic Gameswill be held in Melbournein 2005; and
(i) Deaf Sports Recreation Victoria has set up a Games Organising
Committee to begin planning and organising this international event

which will see the participation of 4 000 deaf athletes and officials
from over 90 countries; and

(b) urges the Prime Minigter (Mr Howard) to respond to the correspondence
from Deaf Sports Recreation Victoria and to offer support for the
Deaflympic Games.

Notice given 19 September 2002

175 Senator Tierney: To move—That the Senate—

(8 deplores comments made in the New South Wales Parliament on Tuesday,
17 September 2002, by the State Minister for Education and Training
(Mr Watkins), which misrepresented the future direction of universities in
Australiaand, in particular, therole of rural and regional universities;

(b) notesthat the Minister for Education, Science and Training (Dr Nelson) has
put on therecord that regional universities will not be disadvantaged by the
current reform process;

(c) further notes that the Federal Minister told all state education ministers,
including Mr Watkins, in July 2002 that Australia would not be returning to
second tier, teaching-only, higher education institutions; and

(d) congratulates the Federal Minister for his comprehensive and inclusive
review of higher education in Australia
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Notice given 24 September 2002

184 Senator Stott Despoja: To move—That the Senate—
(& notes:

(b)

(i) the commitment of the Government and Mr John Loy, Chief
Executive Officer (CEO) of Austraian Radiation Protection and
Nuclear Safety Agency (ARPANSA), to a demonstrated store for
radi oactive waste by 2005,

(if) the commitment of the Government and Mr Loy to a second spent
fuel reprocessing pathway for spent fuel from the Lucas Heights
reactor,

(iii) the commitment in the Lucas Heights environmental impact
statement (EIS), EIS supplementary report and EIS assessment
report to aradioactive waste store by 2005,

(iv) the ARPANSA sdite licence assessment regarding a potential
operating licence at Lucas Heightsthat, ‘A license to operate would
not be issued by ARPANSA without there being clear and definite
means available for the ultimate disposal of radioactive waste and
spend nuclear fue’,

(v) that the recent comments by Mr Loy on the Australian Broadcasting
Corporation’s PM program indicating that the ‘new’ deadline for a
store is now 2025 and that provison for second country
reprocessing is no longer required are in direct contradiction to
previous commitments, and

(vi) that it recently passed a second reading amendment that:

(A) noted the view of the CEO of ARPANSA that arrangements
for taking the spent fuel and turning it into a reasonable
waste form need to be absolutely clear before the new
reactor at Lucas Heights commences operation, and there
needs to be clear progress on siting a store for the waste that
returnsto Australia, and

(B) expressed its opinion that until all matters relating to safety,
storage and transportation of nuclear materials associated
with the new reactor at Lucas Heights are resolved, no
operating licence related to the new reactor at Lucas Heights
should beissued by ARPANSA; and

calls on the CEO of ARPANSA to:

(i) reaffirm commitments made to the Australian people as part of the
EIS process, and

(if) act in conformity with the Senate' s second reading amendment.

Notice given 17 October 2002

215 Senator Tierney: To move—That the Senate—
(8 recognisesthat the Federal Coalition Government has increased investment

(b)

in education each year, with $2.4 billion being provided for public schools
in 2002-03, an increase of 5.7 per cent over the past year and a 52 per cent
increase since 1996;

expresses alam that New South Wales state government spending on
education currently lags $318 million a year below the Australian nationa
average;
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notes that New South Wales primary schools have the worst student-to-
teacher ratios in Australia and some of the largest class sizesin the country;

further notes that the Vinson report into public education demonstrates the
under resourcing of the public education system in New South Wales by the
Carr Government; and

congratulates New South Wales Opposition Leader, John Brogden, who
vowed on 24 September 2002 to spend more on public schools and backed
the need to reduce class sizes.

Notice given 24 October 2002

227 Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett): To move—That there
be laid on the table, no later than 4 pm on 19 November 2002:

@

(b)

(©
(d)
(€

(f)

all documents relating to the acquisition of the north-east margin search and
rescue (SAR) data, including but not limited to the authorisation for
acquisition, and any related internal correspondence;

briefing documents or briefing notes relating to the Great Barrier Reef
Marine Park Authority interest in SAR data, as referenced in Dr Trevor
Powell’s letter to the authority, dated 18 September 2002;

covering letter accompanying the Shell/Woodside Consortium proposal,
May 2000;

all materials distributed at the Bali 2000 conference attended by Geoscience
Augtraliag;

outputs leading to the outcome listed in the 2001-02 workplan under section
2, Geoscience for Oceans and Coasts, subsections 2.9, Petroleum and
Regional Geology and 2.11 Eastern Region, as ‘A geological overview of
the east coast basins in order that decisions can be made regarding
petroleum exploration opportunities and acreage release; and

all documents and materias relating to the outcome and outputs described
above, including preliminary discussions for the outcome and outputs,
discussions, memorandums, budget materials, notes of phone conservations
and e-mails.

Notice given 12 November 2002

245 Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett): To move—That there
be laid on the table, no later than 2 pm on Thursday, 5 December 2002, dl
documents associated with the formation, funding and membership of the
Foundation for a Sustainable Minerals Industry, including but not limited to:
reports, correspondence, e-mail, records of conservation, memos, margin notes and
minutes of mesetings.

Notice given 13 November 2002

258 Senator O’Brien: To move—That the Senate—
(8 notes, with grave concern, the crisis enveloping rural and regiond

(b)

Augtralig;
condemns the Howard Government for its neglect of rural and regional
Australians, in particular, its failureto:

(i) adequately respond to the growing drought,

(if) providetimely and appropriate assistance to the sugar industry, and
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(iil) support essential services including hedth, banking, employment
and telecommunications; and

(c) calson the Howard Government to reverseits neglect of rural and regiond
communities.

Notice given 9 December 2002

300 Senator Tierney: To move—That the Senate—

(8) expresses concern about the extreme bushfire danger facing the citizens of
New South Wales;

(b) praises the unstinting and brave work of the voluntary bushfire fighters in
combating the fires and protecting and saving property and lives;

(c) congratulates the Australian Government for its high tech support for the
firefighting effort with the provision of air crane fire bombing technol ogy;

(d) recognises that the current extreme fire conditions have been exacerbated
by a build-up of forest fuel resulting from the Carr Australian Labor Party
Government’ s anti-back-burning policies over the past 7 years;

() condemns the Carr Government for ignoring the recommendations of the
state parliamentary inquiry into the 2001-02 New South Wales fires
brought down 6 months ago; and

(f) calson the Carr Government in New South Wales to recognise that south-
eastern Audtralia is the most fire-prone region in the world and to develop
more appropriate policies to protect life, property and the environment.

Notice given 11 December 2002

327 Senator Stott Despoja: To move—That the Senate—
(& notes:

(i) the recent $US3 million fine imposed by the United States
Department of Agriculture on ProdiGene, a hiotechnology
company, for contamination of soybeans meant for human
consumption with genetically-engineered corn containing a vaccine,

(i) that 500 000 bushels of food crop must now be destroyed,

(iif) that research into such pharma-foods (genetically-engineered crops
containing vaccines, medicines and drugs) is occurring in Australia,
and

(iv) that pharma-foods, because they contain drugs, may create serious
hedth and safety issues in Australia, including by misuse and
contamination; and

(b) urges the Government to prevent the commercial release of pharma-foods
in Australia until al issues relating to health, safety, environment and
contamination are fully resolved.

329 Senator Forshaw: To move—T hat the Senate—

(8 congratulates David Gulpilil, AM for winning the Best Actor award at the
recent Australian Film Inditute (AFI) awards for his performance in the
movie, The Tracker;

(b) recognises David Gulpilil’s outstanding contribution to the Australian film
industry for more than 30 years;

(c) congratulates al other winners of AFl awards, especialy Maria
Theodorakis who won the Best Actress award; and
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(d) recognises the important ongoing support provided by the Australian Film
Finance Corporation to our film industry.

330 Senator Forshaw: To move—T hat the Senate—

(& notes the failure of the Prime Minister (Mr Howard) and the Miniger for
Communications, Information Technology and the Arts (Senator Alston) to
extend proper recognition and congratul ations to the achievement of David
Gulpilil and other winners of the Augtralian Film Industry (AFIl) awards;

(b) calls on the Prime Minister to extend similar public recognition and

congratulations to the AFl and the winners of AFl awards as he has
extended in the past to our sporting heroes.

Ordersof the Day relating to Government Documents

1 Land and Water Resources Research and Development Corporation (Land
and Water Australia) and Land and Water Australia Selection Committee—
Reportsfor 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator O’ Brien—T hat the Senate take note of
the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).

2 Rural Industries Resarch and Development Corporation and Rural
Industries Research and Development Corporation Selection Committee—
Reportsfor 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Marshadl—That the Senate take note
of the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).

3 Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission—Report—Visits to
immigration detention facilities by the Human Rights Commissioner 2001,
August 2002

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

4 Sugar Research and Development Corporation and Sugar Research and
Development Cor poration Selection Committee—Reportsfor 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Marshadl—That the Senate take note
of the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).

5 Australian Electoral Commission—Report for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Marshadl—That the Senate take note
of the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).

6 Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency—Report for
2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Marshal—That the Senate take note
of the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).

7 Australian Strategic Policy Institute—Report for the period 22 August 2001
to 30 June 2002
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Marshadl—That the Senate take note
of the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).

8 Australian Greenhouse Office—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Marshadl—That the Senate take note
of the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).
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9 Centrelink—Report for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Marshall—That the Senate take note
of the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).

10 Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission—Report for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

11 Administrative Appeals Tribunal—Report for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

12 Cotton Research and Development Corporation and Cotton Research and
Development Cor poration Selection Committee—Reports for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

13 Australian Nuclear Science and Technology Organisation (ANSTO)—Report
for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Forshaw—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Forshaw, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

14 Department of Family and Community Services—Report for 2001-02—
Volume 1
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

15 Department of Family and Community Services—Report for 2001-02—
Volume 2
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

16 Social Security Appeals Tribunal—Report for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

17 Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority—Report for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

18 Australian Security I ntelligence Or ganisation—Report for 2001-02
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

19 Department of the Environment and Heritage—Report for 2001-02, including
the report of the Supervising Scientist and reports on the operation of the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, the Hazardous
Waste (Regulation of Exports and Imports (Act) 1989, the Protection of Movable
Cultural Heritage Act 1986 and the Ozone Protection Act 1989

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).
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20 Equal Opportunity for Women in the Workplace Agency—Report for 1 June
2001 to 31 May 2002

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

21 Employment Advocate—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

22 Veterans Review Board—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

23 Audtralian Heritage Commission—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

24 Sydney Harbour Federation Trust—Report for the period 20 September 2001
to 30 June 2002

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

25 Refugee Review Tribunal—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

26 Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—
Report for 2001-02, including reports pursuant to the Immigration
(Education) Act 1971 and the Australian Citizenship Act 1948

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

27 Aboriginal and Torres Strait Iander Commission—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

28 Commonwealth Ombudsman—Report for 2001-02, including a report of the
Defence Force Ombudsman and a report pursuant to the Complaints
(Australian Federal Police) Act 1981

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

29 Housing Assistance Act 1996—Report for 1999-2000 on the operation of the
1996 Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

30 Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission—Report of an inquiry
into a complaint by six asylum seekers concerning their transfer from
immigration detention centres to state prisons and their detention in those
prisons (HRC report no. 21)

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Nettle—That the Senate take note of
the document (adjourned, Senator Bartlett, 5 December 2002).
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Wet Tropics Management Authority—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Gene Technology Regulator—Quarterly report for the period 1 January to
30 March 2002

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Gene Technology Regulator—Quarterly report for the period 1 April to
30 June 2002

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Multilateral treaty—Text of the proposed treaty action together with the
national interest analysis and the current status liss—Amendments, done at
Bonn, Germany on 24 September 2002, to Appendices | and Il of the
Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals, done
at Bonn on 23 June 1979

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Multilateral treaty—Text of the proposed treaty action together with the
national interest analysis and the regulation impact statement—Joint
Convention on the Safety of Spent Fuel Management and on the Safety of
Radioactive Waste M anagement, done at Vienna on 5 September 1997

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Multilateral treaty—Text of the proposed treaty action together with the
national interest analysis—International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources
for Food and Agriculture (Rome, 3 November 2001)

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Multilateral treaty—Text of the proposed treaty action together with the
national interest analyss—Amendment, done at Cambridge, United Kingdom
on 14 October 2002, to the Schedule to the International Convention for the
Regulation of Whaling, done at Washington on 2 December 1946

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Bankstown Airport Limited—Report for 2001-02

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Bankstown Airport Limited—Statement of cor porate intent 2002

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Bartlett—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Bartlett, in continuation, 5 December 2002).

Tiwi Land Council—Report for 2001-02

Consideration (10 December 2002).
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41 Australian Broadcasting Corporation—Equity and diversity program—
Report for 1 September 2001 to 31 August 2002

Consideration (10 December 2002).

42 gcr)gguctivity Commission—Report no. 22—Radiocommunications, 1 July
Consideration (10 December 2002).

43 Productivity =~ Commission—Report  no.  22—Radiocommunications—
Gover nment response
Consideration (10 December 2002).

44 Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission—Report of an inquiry

into a complaint by Mr XY concerning his continued detention despite having
completed hiscriminal sentence (HRC report no. 22)

Consideration (10 December 2002).
45 Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission—Report of an inquiry
into a complaint by Mr Hassan Ghomwari concerning his immigration

detention and the adequacy of the medical treatment he received while
retained (HRC report no. 23)

Consideration (10 December 2002).
46 Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission—Report of an inquiry
into complaints by five asylum seekers concerning their detention in the

separation and management block at the Port Hedland Immigration
Reception and Processing Centre (HRC report no. 24)

Consideration (10 December 2002).

47 Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission—Report of an inquiry
into a complaint by Mr Mohammed Badraie on behalf of his son Shayan
regarding acts or practices of the Commonwealth of Australia (the

Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs)
(HRC report no. 25)

Consideration (10 December 2002).

48 Administrative Review Council—Report—Council of Australasian Tribunals,
October 2002
Consideration (10 December 2002).

49 Audio-Visual Copyright Society Ltd (Screenrights)—Report for 2001-02
Consideration (10 December 2002).

50 Copyright Agency Limited—Report for 2001-02
Consideration (10 December 2002).

51 Augralian Trade Commission (Austrade)—Export Market Development
Grants—List of grant recipientsfor 2001-02
Consideration (10 December 2002).

52 Coal Mining Industry (Long Service Leave Funding) Corporation—Report
for 2001-02
Consideration (10 December 2002).
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Remuneration Tribunal—Report for 2001-02
Consideration (10 December 2002).

National Road Transport Commission—Report for 2001-02—Erratum
Consideration (10 December 2002).
Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts—

Report—Review of the operation of schedule 6 of the Broadcasting Services
Act 1992 (Datacasting ser vices), December 2002

Consideration (10 December 2002).

Telecommunications Act 1997—Funding of consumer representation grants
and research in relation to telecommunications—Report for 2001-02
Consideration (10 December 2002).

Official Establishments Trust—Report for 2001-02

Consideration (11 December 2002).

Private Health Insurance Administration Council—Report for 2001-02 on the
oper ations of the register ed health benefits or ganisations

Consideration (11 December 2002).

Anglo-Australian Teescope Board—Anglo-Australian Observatory—Report
for 2001-02

Consideration (11 December 2002).

Australian Communications Authority—T elecommunications per for mance—
Report for 2001-02

Consideration (11 December 2002).

Snowy M ountains Council—Report for 2001-02
Consideration (11 December 2002).

Snowy Mountains Hydr o-electric Authority—Report for 2001-02
Consideration (11 December 2002).

International Labour Organisation (ILO)—Australia’s submission report on
ILO Instruments adopted in 2001

Consideration (11 December 2002).

United Nations—Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or

Degrading Treatment or Punishment—Committee against Torture—
Complaint No. 138/1999—Decision

Consideration (11 December 2002).
United Nations—Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil

and Pdlitical Rights—Human Rights Committee—Communication
No. 880/1999—Australian Gover nment’s comments

Consideration (11 December 2002).

United Nations—I nter national Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Racial Discrimination—Communication No. 26/2002—Outline

Consideration (11 December 2002).
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67 United Nations—Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment—Communication No. 211/2002—
Outline

Consideration (11 December 2002).

68 United Nations—Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil
and Poalitical Rights—Communication No. 1053/2002—Outline
Consideration (11 December 2002).

69 United Nations—Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil

and Pdlitical Rights—Human Rights Committee—Communication
No. 1065/2002—Decision

Consideration (11 December 2002).
70 United Nations—Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil

and Pdlitical Rights—Human Rights Committee—Communication
No. 1087/2002—Decision

Consideration (11 December 2002).
*71 Department of Finance and Administration—Parliamentarians travel paid

by the Department of Finance and Administration—January to June 2003,
December 2002

Consideration (12 December 2002).
*72 Department of Finance and Administration—Former parliamentarians

travel paid by the Department of Finance and Administration—January to
June 2002, December 2002

Consideration (12 December 2002).
*73 Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet—Expenditure on travel by

former Governors-General paid by the department between 1 January 2002
and 30 June 2002

Consideration (12 December 2002).

*74 Department of Defence—Special purpose flights—Schedule for the period
1 January to 30 June 2002
Consideration (12 December 2002).

*75 Productivity Commission—Report no. 25—Review of automotive assistance,
30 August 2002
Consideration (12 December 2002).

Ordersof the Day

1 ABC Amendment (Online and Multichannelling Services) Bill 2001 [2002]—
(Senate hill)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (3 April 2001)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

2 Air Navigation Amendment (Extension of Curfew and Limitation of Aircraft
M ovements) Bill 1995 [2002]—(Senate hill)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (27 March 1995)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).
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Anti-Genocide Bill 1999 [2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senator Greig)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (5 April 2001)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Australian Broadcasting Corporation Amendment Bill 1999 [2002]—(Senate
bill)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (25 March 1999)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Electoral Amendment (Palitical Honesty) Bill 2000 [2002]

Charter of Political Honesty Bill 2000 [2002]—(Senate bills)—(Senator
Murray)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (10 October 2000)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Constitution Alteration (Appropriations for the Ordinary Annual Services of
the Government) 2001 [2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senators Murray and
Sott Despoja)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (26 June 2001)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Congtitution Alteration (Electors Initiative, Fixed Term Parliaments and
Qualification of Members) 2000 [2002]—(Senate hill)—(Senator Murray)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (4 April 2000)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Corporate Code of Conduct Bill 2000 [2002]—(Senate hill)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (6 September 2000)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Freedom of Information Amendment (Open Government) Bill 2000 [2002]—
(Senate bill)—(Senator Murray)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (5 September 2000)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Parliamentary Approval of TreatiesBill 1995 [2002]—(Senate hill)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (31 May 1995)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Reconciliation Bill 2001 [2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senator Ridgeway)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (5 April 2001)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

State Elections (One Vote, One Value) Bill 2001 [2002]—(Senate bill)—
(Senator Murray)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (7 August 2001)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 13 February 2002).

Public liability insurance premiums

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Conroy—That the Senate—

(8) expresses its concern about the significant increase in public liability
insurance premiums and the effect it is having on the viability of many
small businesses and community and sporting organisations;

(b) condemnsthe Government for its inaction; and
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(c) urgesthe Minister to propose a solution to this pressing issue, as quickly as
possible, not just look at the problem (Senator Ferguson, in continuation,
14 February 2002).

15 Ministers of State (Post-Retirement Employment Restrictions) Bill 2002—
(Senate bill)—(Senator Sott Despoja)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Stott Despoja, in continuation,
13 March 2002).

16 Lucas Heights reactor—Order for production of documents—Statement by
Minister
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Carr—That the Senate take note of the
statement (Senator Carr, in continuation, 19 March 2002).

17 Great Barrier Reef Marine Park (Boundary Extension) Amendment Bill
2002—(Senate bill)—(Leader of the Australian Democrats, Senator Bartlett)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Calvert, in continuation, 16 May
2002).

18 Genetic Privacy and Non-discrimination Bill 1998 [2002]—(Senate bill)—
(Senator Sott Despoja)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (5 October 2000)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 14 May 2002).

19 Patents Amendment Bill 1996 [2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senator Sott Despoja)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (27 June 1996)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 14 May 2002).

20 Republic (Consultation of the People) Bill 2001 [2002]—(Senate bill)—
(Senator Sott Despoja)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (26 September 2001)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 14 May 2002).

21 Audralian Broadcasting Corporation (Scrutiny of Board Appointments)
Amendment Bill 2002—(Senate bill)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (15 May 2002).

22 Workplace Relations Amendment (Paid M ater nity L eave) Bill 2002—(Senate
bill)—(Senator Sott Despoja)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Stott Despoja, in continuation,
16 May 2002).

23 Constitution Alteration (Right to Stand for Parliament—Qualification of
Members and Candidates) 1998 (No. 2) [2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senator
Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (3 December 1998)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 16 May 2002).

24 Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry (Forest Practices) Bill 2002—(Senate
bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Brown, in continuation, 20 June
2002).

25 Family Law Amendment (Joint Residency) Bill 2002—(Senate bill)—(Senator
Harris)
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Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Harris, in continuation, 20 June

2002).

26 ASEAN Inter-Parliamentary Organisation (AlPO)—Report of the Australian
parliamentary delegation to the 22nd AIPO General Assembly, Thailand, 2 to
5 September 2001; Vidts and briefings, Bangkok, 6 to 8 September 2001; and
Bi-lateral visit to Singapor e, 9 to 13 September 2001

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Calvert—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Calvert, in continuation, 27 June 2002).

27 Family and Community Services—Family tax benefits
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Ludwig—That the Senate—

@

(b)

(©

(d)

condemns the Howard Government’ s decision to strip, without warning, the
tax returns of Australian families who have been overpaid family payments
as callous and unfair to parents trying to survive under increasing financial
pressures;

notes that this is not consistent with the statement of the Minister for
Family and Community Services (Senator Vanstone) in July 2001 in which
she assured families that, ‘ The Government has also decided that it would
be easier for any family who ill had an excess payment to have it
recovered by adjusting their future payments, rather than taking it from
their tax refund. This is because people may have earmarked their refund
for use for specific things';

considers that the Government’s 2-year-old family payments system is
deeply flawed, given that it delivered average debts of $850 to 650 000
Australian families in the 2001-02 financial year and continues to punish
families who play by therules; and

condemns the Howard Government and its contemptible attack on
Australian families (Senator Tierney, in continuation, 22 August 2002).

28 Health—M edicar e—Bulk billing
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Evans—That the Senate—

@

(b)

(©
(d)

notes that:

(i) since the dection of the Howard Government, the rate of bulk
billing by general practitioners (GPs) has dropped from
80.6 per cent to 74.5 per cent, and that the average patient cost to
see a GP who does not bulk bill has gone up 41.8 per cent to nearly
$12, and

(if) in every year from the commencement of Medicare in 1984 through
to 1996, bulk billing rates for GPs increased, but that, in every year
since the eection of the Howard Government, bulk billing rates
have decreased;

recognises that the unavailability of bulk billing hurts those Australians
who are least able to afford the rising costs of health care and those who are
at greatest risk of preventable illness and disease;

condemns the Howard Government’s failure to take responsibility for
declining rates of bulk billing; and

calls on the Minister for Health and Ageing (Senator Patterson) to release
publicly the June 2002 quarter bulk billing figures so that the true extent of
the problem is made known (Senator Moore, in continuation, 29 August
2002).
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29 Audralian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety (Licence Charges)
Amendment Bill 2002—Document

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Ludwig—That the Senate take note of
the document (Senator Ludwig, in continuation, 16 September 2002).

30 Kyoto Protocol (Ratification) Bill 2002—(Senate bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Brown, in continuation,
19 September 2002).

31 Communications—Regional telecommunication services—Inquiry
Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Mackay—That the Senate—

(8 condemnsthe Howard Government for establishing an inquiry into regional
telecommunications services, the Estens inquiry, which is chared by a
member of the National Party and friend of the Deputy Prime Minister, and
has a former National Party MP as one of its members;

(b) condemns the Government’s decisions that the inquiry will hold no public
hearings and mugt report within little more then 2 months of its
commencement; and

(c) cdls on the Government to address al issues associated with Telstra's
performance, including rising prices, deteriorating service standards and
inadequate broadband provision (Senator Tierney in continuation,
19 September 2002).

32 Trade Practices Amendment (Public Liability Insurance) Bill 2002 [No. 2]—
(Senate bill)—(Senator Conroy)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Conroy, in continuation,
23 September 2002).

33 Corporations Amendment (Improving Corporate Governance) Bill 2002
[No. 2]—(Senate bill)—(Senator Conroy)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Conroy, in continuation,
23 September 2002).

34 Trade Practices Amendment (Credit Card Reform) Bill 2002 [No. 2]—(Senate
bill)—(Senator Conroy)
Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Conroy, in continuation,
23 September 2002).

35 Superannuation

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Sherry—That the Senate notes the
Howard Government’ sthird term failures on superannuation, including:

(8 thefailureto providefor a contributions tax cut for al Australians who pay
it, rather than atax cut only to those earning more than $90 500 a year;

(b) the failure to adequately compensate victims of superannuation theft or
fraud;

(c) thefailure to accurately assess the administrative burden on small business
of the Government's third attempt a superannuation choice and
deregulation;

(d) the failure to support strong consumer protections for superannuation fund
members through capping ongoing fees and banning entry and exit fees;

(e) the failure to provide consumers with a meaningful, comprehensive and
comprehensible regime for fee disclosure; and
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(f) the failure to cover unpaid superannuation contributions in the case of
corporate collapse as part of a workers entitlements scheme (Senator
Ferguson, in continuation, 26 September 2002).

Plastic Bag (Minimisation of Usage) Education Fund Bill 2002 [No. 2]—
(Senate bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Brown, in continuation, 21 October
2002).

Plastic Bag Levy (Assessment and Collection) Bill 2002 [No. 2]—(Senate
bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Brown, in continuation, 21 October
2002).

Parliament House security—Statement by President

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Ray—That the Senate take note of the
statement (Senator Ray, in continuation, 11 November 2002).

Convention on Climate Change (Implementation) Bill 1999 [2002]—(Senate
bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (2 September 1999)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 12 November 2002).

Customs Amendment (Anti-Radioactive Waste Storage Dump) Bill 1999
[2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (20 October 1999)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 12 November 2002).

Human Rights (Mandatory Sentencing for Property Offences) Bill 2000
[2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (6 September 2000)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 12 November 2002).

Environment Protection and Biodiver sity Conservation Amendment (Invasive
Species) Bill 2002—(Senate bill)—(Leader of the Australian Democrats, Senator
Bartlett)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Bartlett, in continuation,
19 November 2002).

Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry (Bali Bombings) Bill 2002—(Senate
bill)—(Senator Brown)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Brown, in continuation, 4 December
2002).

Health—Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme—Order for Production of
Documents—Statement by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer
(Senator lan Campbell)

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Nettle—That the Senate take note of
the statement (Senator Nettle, in continuation, 4 December 2002).

Trade—Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme—Order for Production of
Documents—Statement by the Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer
(Senator lan Campbell)

Adjourned debate on the motion of Senator Nettle—That the Senate take note of
the statement (Senator Nettle, in continuation, 4 December 2002).
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*46 Public Interest Disclosure (Protection of Whistleblowers) Bill 2002—(Senate

bill)—

(Senator Murray)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (Senator Murray, in continuation,
11 December 2002).

*47 Uranium Mining in or near Australian World Heritage Properties
(Prohibition) Bill 1998 [2002]—(Senate bill)—(Senator Allison)

Second reading—Adjourned debate (28 May 1998)—(restored pursuant to
resolution of 11 December 2002).

BUSINESS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION

Next day of sitting (5 February 2003)

General Business—Notices of Motion

Notice given 4 December 2002

290 Senator Harris; To move—

D

2

3
(4)

()

(6)

(")

The disposition of the documents seized under warrant by Queensland
Police in the office of Senator Harris on 27 November 2001 shall be
determined in accordance with thisresolution.

The Senate appoints Mr Stephen Skehill, SC, or, if Mr Skehill is not
available, another independent person nominated by a subsequent
resolution, to examine the documents.

The Queendand Police shal provide to the person appointed under
paragraph (2) the documents described in paragraph (1).

The person appointed under paragraph (2) shall examine the documents and
determine whether any of the documents are not covered by the warrant or
are immune from seizure under warrant by virtue of parliamentary
privilege, having regard to the Parliamentary Privileges Act 1987, relevant
court judgments relating to the interpretation and application of the Act,
relevant sections of Privileges Committee reports dealing with protection of
documents of senators and such other matters as that person consders
relevant.

The person appointed under paragraph (2) shall divide the documents into
two categories, those not covered by the warrant or immune from seizure
and those not immune from seizure, and seal them into two packages
identified accordingly. Those documents that are not covered by the
warrant or areimmune from seizure are to be returned to Senator Harris and
those not immune from seizure are to be forwarded to the Queendand
Palice.

Before sealing the package of documents not immune from seizure the
person appointed under paragraph (2) shall cause such documents to be
copied and the copies of the documents shall be forwarded to Senator
Harris at the same time as the originals are forwarded to the Queendand
Palice.

For the purposes of paragraph (5), where documents areincluded with other
documents in electronic form on a disk or tape, the documents shall be
printed out, only printed copies of such documents shall be placed in the
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package of documents not immune from seizure, and the disks or tapes
shall be placed in the package of documents not covered by the warrant or
immune from seizure.

(8) The person appointed under paragraph (2), on completion of this task, shall
provide the President of the Senate with a brief statement that the task has
been completed and the President shall table that statement in the Senate.

(9) The person appointed under paragraph (2) shal be paid such fee as is
approved by the President after consultation with senators.

Notice given 12 December 2002

*333 Senator Brown: To move—That the Senate—
(8 approves a question time each day encompassing a minimum of
14 questions, or more if the hour permits;
(b) allocates questions as follows:
Number of senators

Opposition 28 28
Government 15 35
Australian Democrats 7 7
Crossbench 6 6

(c) notesthat thisinvolves aloading for non-government senators; and

(d) notes that the Australian Democrats and crossbench groups will work out
an order of senators asking questions, based on these two groups having the
sixth, eighth and twelfth questions each day and the fourteenth question on
Wednesday.

On 6 February 2003
Business of the Senate—Notice of Motion

Notice given 2 December 2002

1 Senator Nettle: To move—
(1) Tha the following matters be referred to the Community Affairs
References Committee for inquiry and report by 18 September 2003:

(8 the financial sustainability of the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme
(PBS), including the assumptions of forward estimates of the cost of
the PBS to the Commonwealth Government;

(b) the social and economic implications of increasing the co-payment
for PBS-listed medicines, including the long-term implications for
the health of Austrdians;

() whether the cost of the PBS to the Commonwealth Government
provides value for money to the Australian community in terms of
health outcomes;

(d) alternative means of funding the PBS, including:

(i) abolishing the Private Health Insurance Incentive Scheme
and using the budget savingsto fund the PBS,
(i) alessregressive direct payment system taking into account
ability to pay, and
(iif) abalishing the co-payment and replacing it with an increase
in the Medicare levy;
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() waysto map the prescribing habits of doctors and possible strategies
to improve the qudlity of prescribing;

(f) the transparency of the PBS listing process, including the cost-
benefit analysis that is conducted for drugs proposed for listing;

(9) whether the Commonwealth Government is making the best use of
price-volume agreements to obtain the best value for money;

(h) theextent of leakage and meansto diminateit;

(i) whether voluntary controls on industry marketing practices are
adequate or should be replaced with legidative controls;

() pharmaceutical industry practices that undermine the PBS and
possi bl e measures to eliminate or constrain these practices;

(k) cost shifting of pharmaceutical expenses from the states to the
Commonwealth and ways to improve co-operation between the
jusridictions; and

() implications of any agreements that seek to link trade restriction
practices to the operation of the PBS.

(2) Tha in conducting this inquiry, the committee is to invite public
submissions and to conduct public hearingsin all capital cities.

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Employment, Workplace Relations and Education References Committee
Report to be presented on small business employment.

Committee Reports and Government Responses and Auditor-General’s
Reports—Notice of Motion

Notice given 26 June 2002

1 Chair of the Standing Committee of Senators Interests (Senator Denman):
To move—That the following amendments to the resolutions relating to senators
interests and declaration of gifts to the Senate and the Parliament be agreed to:

Resolution 1—Registration of senators’ interests
Paragraph (1), omit—

“Within 14 dtting days after the adoption of this resolution by the Senate and
28 days of making and subscribing an oath or affirmation of allegiance as a
senator”,

substitute—
“Within:
() 28 days after thefirst meeting of the Senate after 1 July first occurring after
agenera election; and

(b) 28 days after the first meeting of the Senate after a simultaneous dissolution
of the Senate and the House of Representatives; and

(c) 28 days after making and subscribing an oath or affirmation of allegiance as
a senator for a Territory or appointed or chosen to fill a vacancy in the
Senate”.

Resolution 3—Registrable interests
Paragraph (i), omit “$5,000”, substitute “$10,000".
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Paragraphs (k), (I) and (m), omit “$500" wherever occurring, substitute “$1,000”;
omit “$200" wherever occurring, substitute “$500".

Resolution 4—Register and Registrar of Senators' Interests

Paragraph (3), omit “the commencement of each Parliament”, substitute “receipt
of statement of registrable interests in accordance with resolution 1(1)”.

[Consequentia on amendment to paragraph 1(1)]

Resolution 5—Declar ation of interest in debate and other proceedings

To be omitted.

Resolution relating to declaration of giftsto the Senate and the Parliament
Paragraph (1)(a), omit “practical”, substitute “practicable’.

“S&t_)%%?ragraph (ba), omit “$500”, substitute “$1,000”; omit “$200" substitute

Sub-paragraph (d), line 2, omit “isto”, substitute “may”.

After sub-paragraph (h), insert—

“(i)

)

(k)

When a senator who is using or displaying a gift ceases to be a senator, the
senator may retain the gift:
(i) if its value does not exceed the stated valuation limits of $1,000 for
a gift recelved from an official government source, or $500 from a
private person or non-government body; or
(i) if the senator eects to pay the difference between the stated
valuation limit and the value of the gift, as obtained from an
accredited valuer selected from the ligt issued by the Committee for
Taxation Incentives for the Arts. The Department of the Senate will
be responsible for any costs incurred in obtaining the valuation.
If the senator does not retain the gift in accordance with paragraph (i), the
senator must return the gift to theregistrar, who shall:
(i) dispose of it in accordance with instructions from the Committee of
Senators' Interests, as set out in paragraph 1(d) of thisresolution; or
(if) arrange its donaion to a nominated non-profit organisation or
charity, at the discretion of the senator who has returned the gift and
the Committee of Senators’ Interests.
Any senator subject to paragraph (j) must formally acknowledge
relinquishment of the senator’s claim to ownership of any surrendered
gifts.”.

On 21 February 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts

Refer ences Committee
Report to be presented on the Augtralian tel ecommuni cations network.

By March 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day
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1 Legal and Congtitutional References Committee
Report to be presented on progress towards national reconciliation.

On 3 March 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Economics L egidation Committee

Report to be presented on the provisions of the Corporations Amendment
(Repayment of Directors' Bonuses) Bill 2002. (Referred pursuant to Selection of
Bills Committee report.)

On 4 March 2003
Business of the Senate—Notices of Motion

Notice given 21 March 2002

1 Senator Murray: To move—

(1) Tha the following matters be referred to the Community Affairs
References Committee for inquiry and report by the second sitting day of
2003:

(8 in relation to any government or non-government ingitutions, and
fostering practices, established or licensed under relevant legidation
to provide care and/or education for children:

(i) whether any unsafe, improper or unlawful care or treatment
of children occurred in these ingtitutions or places,

(i) whether any serious breach of any relevant datutory
obligation occurred at any time when children were in care
or under protection, and

(iii) an estimate of the scale of any unsafe, improper or unlawful
care or treatment of children in such ingitutions or places;

(b) the extent and impact of the long-term socia and economic
consequences of child abuse and neglect on individuas, families
and Audtralian society as a whole, and the adequacy of existing
remedies and support mechanisms;

(¢) the nature and cause of major changes to professional practices
employed in the administration and delivery of care compared with
past practice;

(d) whether thereisaneed for aformal acknowledgement by Australian
governments of the human anguish arising from any abuse and
neglect suffered by children whilein care;

(e) in cases where unsafe, improper or unlawful care or treatment of
children has occurred, what measures of reparation are required;

(f) whether statutory or administrative limitations or barriers adversely
affect those who wish to pursue claims againgt perpetrators of abuse
previoudly involved in the care of children; and

(g) theneed for public, social and legal policy to be reviewed to ensure
an effective and responsive framework to deal with child abuse
mattersin relation to:

(i) any systemic factors contributing to the occurrences of
abuse and/or neglect,
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(i) any failure to detect or prevent these occurrences in
government and non-government ingtitutions and fostering
practices, and

(iif) any necessary changes required in current policies, practices
and reporting mechanisms.

(2) In undertaking this reference, the committee is to direct its inquiries

primarily to those affected children who were not covered by the 2001
report Lost Innocents: Righting the Record, inquiring into child migrants,
and the 1997 report, Bringing them Home, inquiring into Aboriginal
children.

Notice given 27 June 2002

2 Senator Murray: To move—Tha the following matters be referred to the
Economics References Committee for inquiry and report by 29 May 2003, and
that, in its recommendations, the committee take into account a preference to
maintain overall budget neutrality within the alcohol taxation sector:

D)

2

3

(4)

()

The efficiency, equity and complexity of the existing structure (and rel evant
history) of Commonwealth, state and territory alcohol taxation (excluding
goods and services tax) and related rebates, subsidies and grants being
applied to each category of acohol product, including:

(& beer (low-, mid- and full-strength beer, in packaged and draught
form);

(b) ready to drink acohol products (below 10% alcohol by volume
(abv)) currently taxed as ‘other excisable beverages under the
Excise Tariff Act 1921);

() wine, wine products and cider (currently subject to the wine
equalisation tax (WET));

(d) spirits (including brandy) and ‘ other excisable beverages exceeding
10% abv’; and

(e) any other alcohol products.

Identification of the amount of Commonwealth taxation revenue collected
in the 2001-02 financial year (and forecast to be collected over the next
10 years) on each category of alcohol product, including:

(8 the quantity of customs duty, excise duty and WET collected,;

(b) the amounts of rebates, subsidies and grants paid; and

(¢) the amounts of drawback of customs and excise duty paid on
re-exports and exports.

The effectiveness of the existing alcohol administration arrangements
relating to taxation collection, including whether or not the collection
should be administered by a single administration agency.

For the purpose of implementing acohol taxation policy, the extent to
which there is substitution between the various categories of acohalic
beverages, including (but not restricted to) issues such as whether
substitution between alcoholic beverages is the same for each category of
alcoholic beverage.

The impact of the existing alcohol taxation arrangements for:
(8 the economy, employment, the environment and industry;
(b) beverage pricing and cost structures;
(c) the patterns of consumption, including the abuse, of the various
categories of alcohol product;
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(d) the health and welfare of regional, rural and remote communities
(including the funding of alcohal rehabilitation and education); and

(e) theflexibility and sustainability of government revenue.

(6) An examination of selected international acohol taxation regimes (and
recent overseas tax reviews) in order to identify the best options for a cohol
taxation policy, legidation and administration in Australia

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
Refer ences Committee

Report to be presented on environmental performance a the Ranger, Jabiluka,
Beverley and Honeymoon uranium operations.

General Business—Notice of Motion

Notice given 20 March 2002

53 Senator Greig: To move—That the following bill be introduced: A Bill for an
Act to prohibit certain conduct involving the vilification and incitement to hatred
of people on the ground of sexuality, and for related purposes. Sexuality
Anti-Vilification Bill 2003.

Notice of motion altered on 30 January 2003 pursuant to standing order 77.

On 6 March 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Employment, Workplace Relations and Education References Committee

Report to be presented on the refusal of the Government to respond to the order of
the Senate of 21 August 2002 for the production of documents relating to financial
information concerning higher education institutions.

On 18 March 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Employment, Workplace Relations and Education Legidation Committee

Report to be presented on the provisions of the Workplace Relations Amendment
(Termination of Employment) Bill 2002. (Referred pursuant to Selection of Bills
Committee report.)

On 19 March 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

*1 Legidation Committees
Reports to be presented in respect of the 2002-03 additiona estimates.

On thetenth sitting day of 2003 (20 M arch 2003)
Business of the Senate—Order of the Day
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1 Legidation Committees
Reports to be presented on annual reports tabled by 31 October 2002.

On 20 March 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Legal and Congtitutional Legidation Committee

Report to be presented on statutory powers and functions of the Australian Law
Reform Commission.

On 27 March 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Finance and Public Administration References Committee

Report to be presented on recruitment and training in the Australian Public
Service.

By thelast sitting day in March 2003 (27 M arch 2003)

Business of the Senate—Orders of the Day

1 Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
Refer ences Committee

Report to be presented on therole of libraries as providers of public information in
the online environment.

2 Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade References Committee
Report to be presented on materie acquisition and management in Defence.

On 14 May 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade References Committee

Report to be presented on an examination of the Government’s foreign and trade
policy strategy.

On 19 June 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day
*1 Legidation Committees

Reports to be presented in respect of the 2003-04 Budget estimates.
By thelast sitting day in June 2003 (26 June 2003)

Business of the Senate—Orders of the Day

1 Community Affairs References Committee
Report to be presented on poverty in Australia.
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2 Employment, Workplace Relations and Education Refer ences Committee
Report to be presented on labour market skills requirements.

3 Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade References Committee

Report to be presented on Audraia’'s relationship with Papua New Guinea and
other Pacific idand countries.

4 Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport Legislation Committee

Report to be presented on the administration of the Civil Aviation Safety
Authority.

5 Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport Legislation Committee
Report to be presented on the import risk assessment on New Zealand apples.

6 Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport Legislation Committee

Report to be presented on the administration of AusSAR in relation to the search
for the Margaret J.

*7 Superannuation—Select Committee
Report to be presented on planning for retirement.

By thelast sitting day in August 2003 (21 August 2003)

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport References Committee
Report to be presented on forestry plantations.

On 27 November 2003

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

*1 Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade References Committee

Report to be presented on issues involved in the negotiation of the Generd
Agreement on Trade in Services in the Doha Devel opment Round.

By thelast sitting day in 2003 (4 December 2003)

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

1 Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport References Committee
Report to be presented on rura water resource usage.

By thelast sitting day in June 2004

Business of the Senate—Order of the Day

*1 Economics References Committee

Report to be presented on the structure and distributive effects of the Australian
taxation system.
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BILLSREFERRED TO COMMITTEES

Billscurrently referredt

Transport Safety I nvestigation Bill 2002+

Referred to the Rural and Regional Affairs and Transport Legidation Committee (referred
16 October 2002; reporting date varied 12 November, 18 November, 3 December,
5 December, 10 December and 11 December 2002; reporting date: 4 February 2003).

Provisions of bills currently referredt

Cor porations Amendment (Repayment of Directors Bonuses) Bill 2002t

Referred to the Economics Legislation Committee (referred 11 December 2002; reporting
date: 3 March 2003).

Wor kplace Relations Amendment (Ter mination of Employment) Bill 2002+

Referred to the Employment, Workplace Relations and Education Legidation Committee
(referred 11 December 2002; reporting date: 18 March 2003).

tFurther information about the progress of these bills may be found in the Department of
the Senate’ s Billsto Committees Update.

FPursuant to adoption of report of Sdection of Bills Committee.

BILLS DISCHARGED OR NEGATIVED

Government Bills

Family and Community Services Legidation Amendment (Australians Working
Together and other 2001 Budget M easur es) Bill 2002

Redundant order relating to the bill discharged from Notice Paper, 12 December 2002.

Family and Community Services Legidation Amendment (Disability Reform) Bill
(No. 2) 2002

Second reading negatived, 19 November 2002.

Migration Legidation Amendment (Further Border Protection M easur es) Bill 2002
Second reading negatived, 9 December 2002.

National Health Amendment (Phar maceutical Benefits—Budget M easur es) Bill 2002
Second reading negatived, 20 June 2002.

Trade Practices Amendment (Small Business Protection) Bill 2002
Third reading negatived, 19 August 2002.

Wor kplace Relations Amendment (Secret Ballots for Protected Action) Bill 2002
Third reading negatived, 25 September 2002.

Private Senator’s Bill
Public Interest Disclosure Bill 2001 [2002]
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Discharged from Notice Paper, 11 December 2002.

QUESTIONSON NOTICE
Questions remaining unanswered

Question Nos, as shown, from 55 to 1054 remain unanswered for 30 or more days (see
standing order 74(5)).

Notice given 12 February 2002

55 Senator Allison: To ask the Minigter for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) Is it the case that the Medbourne office of the Ausralian Prudentia
Regulation Authority (APRA) failed to notify trustees of pre-existing
pool ed superannuation trusts (PSTs) that, under new regulations, they were
required to notify APRA in writing that they wished their trusts to continue
to be treated as PSTs by 31 October 2000.

(2) Is it the case that trusts that have failed to so notify APRA will become
non-complying superannuation funds, attracting a tax rate of 48.5 per cent
on fund earnings instead of the concessional 15 per cent.

(3) How long has APRA been aware of the failureto notify outlined in (1).

(4) How long has the Minister or the department been aware of the failure to
notify.

(5) Has APRA or the Government taken any action to resolve this matter.

(6) What action will the Government and APRA be taking to resolve this
matter.

Notice given 18 February 2002

108 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Prime Minister—With
reference to whistleblower Alwyn Johnson, and the Minigter's commitment, on
12 August 2000, to undertake an inquiry to look at compensation for Mr Johnson,
even if the Tasmanian Government refused to take part:
(1) Why hasno inquiry been ingtituted.
(2) (a) When will theinquiry begin; and (b) who will arbitrate.

Notice given 15 March 2002

196 Senator Allison: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—Did Mr Ron Walker attend the recent Commonwealth Heads of
Government Meeting; if so, in what capacity.

Notice given 8 April 2002

222 Senator Faulkner: To ask the Special Minister of State—With reference to travel
undertaken to Melbourne between 1 October 2001 and 18 November 2001, by all
staff employed under the Members of Parliament (Saff) Act 1984, in each instance
can the following detail s be provided:

(1) Thename of each staff member, and the name of the member or senator for
whom that staff member worked.
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The dates for which travel allowance (TA) was claimed, including whether
the claim was for consecutive nights.

Therate of TA paid and the total amount of TA paid to each staff member
relating to that period.

The dates of airline flights taken to and from Melbourne by that staff
member during that period.

Whether the staff member claimed for commercial or non-commercial
accommodation, and the name of hotels stayed at by the staff member (if
known).

The cost of any Cabcharge and/or other hire car charges, including Comcar.

The name and position of the person who certified the TA claim form
and/or acquittal submitted to the Department of Finance and
Administration.

Notice given 18 April 2002

Senator O’Brien: To ask the Ministers listed below (Question Nos 247-273)—

D)
2
3

What programs and/or grants administered by the department provide
assistance to people living in the federal electorate of Kennedy.

What was the level of funding provided through these programs and/or
grantsfor the 2000-01 and 2001-02 financia years.

Where specific projects were funded: (a) what was the location of each
project; (b) what was the nature of each project; and (c) what was the level
of funding for each project.

271 Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer

Notice given 19 June 2002

388 Senator Harris: To ask the Minister representing the Treasurer—

)

@

Can the Treasurer confirm whether minutes were kept by the Australian
Taxation Office Part IVA Panel of the meeting in which a recommendation
was made against the first cooperative investment project considered by the
panel in late 1997; if so, can a copy of those minutes be provided.

How do the loans in the cooperative investment projects differ from those
in Lau's case.

Notice given 26 June 2002

405 Senator Sherry: To ask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

D

2

3
(4)

(8 How many applications for assistance under section 229 of the
Superannuation Industry Supervison Act 1993 (the SIS Act) have been
received by the Assistant Treasurer or her predecessor in relation to
Commercial Nominees of Augtralia Limited (CNAL); and (b) when were
these applications made.

When did the Assistant Treasurer make a formal request (or requests) for
advice from the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA), under
section 230A of the SIS Act, in relation to these applications.

How many funds did this request (or these requests) apply to.

In this request (or these requests), did the Minister specify, under section
230A(1), any particular matters that APRA was (or is) to provide advice
about or a particular time by which APRA was (or is) to provide the advice.
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When did APRA provide advice to the Assistant Treasurer pursuant to this
request (or these requests).

What was APRA’ s advice under section 231(2) pursuant to this request (or
these requests).

In relation to the 181 funds for which the Assistant Treasurer has made a
section 231 determination, as announced on 14 June 2002: (a) what is the
total eligible loss; (b) what is the average digible loss; and (c) does this
eligible loss include rectification and/or administration costs charged by
Oak Breeze as replacement trustee.

In relation to the 181 funds for which the Assistant Treasurer has made a
section 231 determination, as announced on 14 June 2002, what is the total
assistance that will be paid under section 231.

In the period from 14 June 2002 to the provision of answers to these
guestions, will the Assistant Treasurer make any further determinations
under section 231; if so: (8) to how many funds do these determinations
relate; (b) what is the total digible loss; () what is the average eligible
loss; (d) does this eigible loss include rectification and/or administration
costs charged by the replacement trustee Oak Breeze; and (€) what is the
total assistance that will be paid under section 231.

(8 How many applications for assistance in relation to CNAL has the
Assistant Treasurer received without making determinations under section
231; (b) when does the Minider expect to made determinations under
section 231 in relation to these funds; and (c) what is the estimated total
eligible loss for these funds.

Has the Assistant Treasurer determined not to provide assistance under
section 231 to any funds for which CNAL was trustee.

Of the funds for which CNAL was trustee but the replacement trustee is yet
to make an application, how many additional applications does the
Assistant Treasurer expect to receive, and, of these, what does she expect
thetota eligiblelosswill be.

What is the total amount of assistance under Part 23 that the Assistant
Treasurer expects will be paid.

(8 On how many occasions does the Assistant Treasurer expect to impose a
levy under the Superannuation (Financial Assistance Funding) Levy Act
1993; (b) what will be the total amount of each of these levies; (c) what will
be the applicable rate or rates for this levy or levies under section 8 of this
Act; and (d) will this rate be different for different classes of fund.

When does the Assistant Treasurer intend to impose thislevy or levies.

What steps did APRA take to ensure that rectification costs and
adminigtration fees charged by Oak Breeze, the replacement trustee of the
475 small funds for which CNAL was trustee, were kept to a minimum; in
particular, what commitmentsin relation to costs did APRA seek from Oak
Breeze before it was appointed as the replacement trustee.

Does APRA beieve Oak Breeze is satisfying its disclosure obligations
under the SIS Act and/or the Corporations Act to members of the small
funds; in particular: (a) what are (or were) the start and finish dates for Oak
Breeze's most recent reporting period and has Oak Breeze provided (or
does it intend to provide) statements and annual reports to fund members
within 6 months of the conclusion of that period; (b) did Oak Breeze
provide details of how fees would be charged to fund members upon its
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appointment as trusee; (c) has Oak Breeze established a complaints
procedure; (d) has Oak Breeze provided relevant and timely information to
fund members when they have requested it to do so; and (e) if APRA is not
satisfied that Oak Breeze has met its obligations, what enforcement action
hasit taken in relation to any or al of these issues.

With reference to the answer to a question placed on notice during
additional  estimates, in which APRA said that it chose
PricewaterhouseCoopers (PWC) (the parent of Oak Breeze) as the
replacement trustee of the three larger CNAL funds after seeking
expressions of interest from PWC as well as KPMG, Ferrier Hodgson and
Sims Lockwood: (a) were expressions of interest sought from these same
parties before APRA appointed Oak Breeze as replacement trustee of the
small funds; and (b) did any of these parties, other than PWC, express an
interest in the appointment; if so, were their costs, or likey costs, any
different to those of Oak Breeze.

What opportunity, if any, was there for other parties to express an interest
in being appointed as replacement trustee of the small funds.

Given that, in the answer referred to above, APRA said that it ‘adhered to
its policy for the appointment of replacement trustees’ in appointing Oak
Breeze: (a) in light of the significant fees charged by Oak Breeze and the
difficulties it initially experienced in its administration functions, has
APRA seen fit to revise its policy for the appointment of replacement
trustees; and (b) has APRA, for example, consdered the possibility of
establishing a pool of appropriately resourced entities that would be ready
to be appointed as replacement trustees, at minimal cost, in future cases.

In its report into CNAL the Select Committee on Superannuation and
Financial Services, noted with concern that neither APRA nor the
Australian Securities and Investment Commission (ASIC) had regulatory
control over the so-called Enhanced Cash Management Trust (ECMT), the
vehicle responsible for the losses incurred by CNAL funds and neither
APRA nor ASIC were able to quantify the number of investment vehicles,
like ECMT, that fall outside the current regulatory framework. In response
to a question on this matter that was placed on notice during additional
estimates, APRA dtated that it ‘does regulate these trusts and has ‘no
records asto either their number or prevalence': (a) does APRA believeitis
a cause for concern that investment vehicles, like ECMT, that receive
superannuation monies, are not regulated by either itself or by ASIC;
(b) does APRA agree that it is important for a prudential regulator to
understand the extent of problems or loopholes in the regulator regime in
order that it might recommend legidative changes to address any such
deficiencies; and (c) should APRA therefore be concerned that APRA does
not know how many investment vehicles like ECMT fall outside its
regulatory jurisdiction.

(& In light of the example of the TED Engineering superannuation fund
raised during budget estimates, what regulatory sanctions are at APRA’s
disposal for dealing with non-arms length transactions and other breaches
of trust that occurred before the commencement of the SIS Act; (b) if
another case were to emerge in which a fund had suffered a loss as a result
of a non-arms’ length transaction or other breach of trust that occurred
before the commencement of the SIS Act, how would APRA respond; and
(c) how would this response differ if the trustee had breached the relevant
provisions of the SIS Act following its commencement in 1994.
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If APRA were presented with similar circumstances, and found it was
unable to take effective remedia action under commonwealth legislation,
would it take action against the trustee in the appropriate common law
jurisdiction.

(8) What proportion of regulated superannuation funds does APRA bdieve
arein breach of the equal representation rules contained in the SIS Act; and
(b) what drategies does APRA have in place to ensure that the egua
representation rules are adhered to.

With reference to the draft report of 4 March 2002 of the Superannuation
Working Group, which noted concerns about the grandfathering provisions
that alow the in-house investment cap of 5 per cent (in section 82 and 83 of
the SIS Act) to be exceeded: (a) can APRA provide an average proportion
for in-house assets in superannuation funds; (b) can APRA provide any
details of recent enforcement actions in respect of breaches of the in-house
assets rule; (c) what is the maximum proportion of in-house assets that
funds have held while still complying with the SIS Act; (d) does APRA
believe that the grandfathering provisions in sections 71A to 71E need
reform; and (€) does APRA believe that the 5 per cent cap in sections 82
and 83 istoo high.

Given that the working group does not deal with investments in derivatives
by superannuation funds in its draft report: (a) should this be interpreted as
a sign that APRA is unconcerned about derivatives trading by super funds;
(b) what proportion of superannuation funds are involved in derivatives
trading; (c) what is the average ‘derivative charge ratio’, that funds are
required to calculate and report to members if it exceeds 5 per cent, for
superannuation funds; and (d) can APRA provide details of any recent
problems it has encountered, and any enforcement action it has undertaken,
in respect of derivatives.

Notice given 2 July 2002

411 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—With reference to all forms of
end product report by the Defence Signas Directorate (DSD reports) which
summarise raw intelligence product:

D

2
3

(4)
()

(6)

(")

Which ministers received any of the DSD reports that were found by the
Inspector-Genera to be in breach of the Rules on Sigint and Australian
Persons.

On what precise dates did this occur.

Which minister’s offices, that is personal staff members or departmental
liaison officers, received the DSD reports that were in breach of the Rules
on Sigint and Australian Persons.

On what precise dates did this occur.

Did any departments receive any of the DSD reports that were in breach of
the Rules on Sigint and Australian Persons; if so, which ones and on what
dates.

For both (1) and (3), were all four DSD reports that the Inspector-General
found breached the rules received by any minister or minister’s office; if
not, how many of the four reports were received by each of the ministers
and/or minister’s office.

Of those reports that were made in breach of the rules and were received by
aminiger and/or minister’s office, did they include either of the two reports
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containing intelligence information on communications by an Australian
lawyer with aforeign client.

(Inthis question, the phrase ‘ DSD reports' refersto dl forms of end product by the
DSD which summarise raw intelligence product. Such reports are variousy
refered to in the summary of the Inspector-Genera for Security and Intelligence's
MV Tampa investigation as ‘reports summarising the results of collection activity’,
“end product reports’ and ‘ Stuation updates'.)

Notice given 10 July 2002

Senator O’Brien: To ask the Ministers listed below (Question Nos 423-449)—

D
2
3

What programs and/or grants administered by the department provide
assistance to people living in the federal electorate of Wide Bay.

What was the level of funding provided through these programs and/or
grantsfor the 1999-2000, 2000-01 and 2001-02 financial years.

Where specific projects were funded: (a) what was the location of each
project; (b) what was the nature of each project; and (c) what was the level
of funding for each project.

428 Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
440 Minister for the Arts and Sport

Notice given 11 July 2002

450 Senator Harris: To ask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—
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Isit afact that loans to investors in the Active Cattle project were found by
the Federal Court never to have been made.

Isthe Australian Taxation Office (ATO) now a shareholder in Active Cattle
on the basis that tax has nevertheless been levied on the loan amounts as
income in the hands of the project manager, and could not be paid.

Isthe ATO 4till the largest creditor of the Australian Tea Tree Oil Research
Inditute, even though the Federal Court found in the Phai See case that the
Australian Research and Devel opment Board had wrongly decided that the
institute did not qualify as a research ingtitute, and hence it was actually
entitled to tax exempt atus.

451 Senator Harris: To ask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—
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Is it the case that it was possible up until 30 June 2002 to invest in an
exigting infrastructure bond, relinquished by another investor, through the
Commonwealth Bank of Australia (CBA) or Westpac.

Did that investment, by offering a large loan, potentidly allow an upfront
tax deduction such that the cash amount contributed was exceeded by the
tax refund and hence would confer atax benefit.

Was that 1oan non-recourse, and for aterm of as little as one year.

Did the loan which could be taken out actudly include an amount to be
paid tax free to theinvestor asinterest on the loan at the end of 12 months.

Is it the case that the Economics References Committee inquiry into
mass-marketed tax effective schemes was told by Firg Assistant
Commissioner, Mr Peter Smith, that some of these infrastructure
borrowings could fall under Part IVA of the Income Tax Assessment Act.
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(6) Has any action been taken by the Austrdian Taxation Office to investigate
whether Part IVA applies to the infrastructure bonds offered in 2002 to
investors by the CBA and Westpac.

Notice given 18 July 2002

462 Senator Knowles: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the Air Transport Safety Bureau Report
200103696 which cites two instances of cabin air contamination of the same
aircraft, VH-NJA, on consecutive days and in both instances, the crew donned
oxygen masks after being affected by contaminated air, and the cabin crew and
passengers were affected by contaminated air:

(1) Why was the plane not immediately turned around when fumes were first
detected.

(2) How are crew members who are wearing oxygen masks capable of
identifying the source of the contamination.

(3) Isit not considered an emergency situation in which the aircraft should be
landed as soon as possible; if not, what would happen if all crew members
were serioudly affected at the same time and unable to continue their duties.

(4) (8 How many flights were there between the two reported incidents;
(b) why are the two incidents on the same report form; and (c) are they not
two separate incidents.

(5) Given the documented illness of crew and passengers on the first flight:
(a) why was there found to be no sign of oil contamination when initially
inspected by the ground engineers; and (b) what was different between the
engineering check after the firgt flight found ‘no signs of oil contamination
or oil leaks,” and the next inspection, which ‘revealed oil contamination in
the number 3 engine'.

(6) Given that, on 6 September 1999, the Australian Transport Safety Bureau
issued recommendation R19990052 to the Civil Aviation Safety Authority
(CASA) that stated in part, ‘ These deficiencies should be examined by the
regulatory authority as part of its responsibilities for initia certification and
continued airworthiness of the BAe 146 aircraft’: Why then has CASA
responded (more than 6 months later) that ‘ CASA is satisfied that the BAe
146 aircraft in service in Australia are safe for public transport’.

Notice given 22 July 2002
Senator Faulkner: To ask the Ministerslisted below (Question Nos 464-481)—

(1) How many mobile phones has the department, or any agency within the
portfolio, provided to the following: (a) a minister (please include the name
of the minister or ministers); (b) staff of a miniser employed under the
Members of Parliament (Staff) (MoP(S) Act); (c) a departmental liaison
officer in a minister’s office; (d) a parliamentary secretary (please include
the name of the parliamentary secretary or secretaries); (e) the staff of a
parliamentary secretary employed under the MoP(S) Act; and (f) a
departmental liaison officer in the office of a parliamentary secretary.

(2) What was the total cost of the provision of mobile phones to the above-
named persons during the 2000-01 and 2001-02 financia years.

464 Minister representing the Prime Minister
465 Minister representing the Minister for Transport and Regiona Services
466 Minister representing the Treasurer
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467 Minister representing the Minister for Trade

468 Minister for Defence

469 Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts

470 Minister representing the Minister for Foreign Affairs

471 Minister representing the Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations

472 Minister representing the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and
Indigenous Affairs

473 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage

474 Minister representing the Attorney-General

475 Minister for Finance and Administration

476 Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
477 Minister for Family and Community Services

478 Minister representing the Minister for Education, Science and Training
479 Minister for Health and Ageing

480 Minister representing the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources
481 Minister representing the Minister for Veterans' Affairs

Notice given 29 July 2002

495 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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What was the tota number of cattle that died during the July 2002 voyage
of MV Becrux.

When did the Minister or his office first become aware of livestock deaths
aboard the MV Becrux.

What was the number of cattle deaths advised to the Minister or his office
in that advice.

(8) Who provided that information to the Minister or his office; and (b) how
was the information communicated.

When did the Minister or his office become aware that the number of cattle
that had perished on the July voyage of the MV Becrux was considerably
higher than theinitia reports of losses.

What was the number of cattle deaths advised to the Minister or his office
in that advice.

(8) Who provided that information to the Minister or his office; and (b) how
was the information communicated.

When did the Minister first become aware that the number of cattle that had
perished on the July voyage of the MV Becrux was in the order of 900.
What was the exact number of cattle deaths advised to the Minister or his
office in that advice.

(8) Who provided that information to the Minister or his office; and (b) how
was the information communicated.

Has the Minister called for an investigation into these livestock deaths
aboard the MV Becrux, to be conducted by the Australian Maritime Safety
Authority, the Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service and Livecorp.

When isthe investigation dueto report to the Minister.
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(13) When will the report be made available to: (a) the Royal Society for the

Prevention of Cruelty to Animds; and (b) the public.

Notice given 6 August 2002

515 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—
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Did the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) 2001-02 to 2003-04
Corporate Plan commit the authority to implementing a performance
management system and undertaking a CASA-wide survey; if so: (a) when
did the CASA Board endorse the plan; (b) when was it provided to the
Minister; and (c) when did the Minister endorse the plan.

(& Has the design work for the development of the performance
management system and the CASA-wide staff survey commenced; (b) was
the work the subject of a tender process; (c) what was the cost of the
development of the management system and the survey; and (d) who was
the successful tenderer.

(8) When did that work commence, in line with the terms of the corporate
plan and the board decision; and (b) if the work has not been completed,
when will it be compl eted.

If the work on the management system and the survey has been completed:
(8) when was that work completed; (b) when was it considered by CASA
management; and (c) when wasit considered by the board.

If the design and implementation of the management system and survey has
not been carried out in accordance with the board-endorsed corporate plan:
(a) why hasthe work not been carried out; (b) who made the decision not to
proceed with the development of the management plan and survey; and
(c) when was the board advised of the decision not to proceed with the
work.

Did the board endorse the decision not to proceed with the management
system and survey; if so: (a) when did the board take that decision; and
(b) what was the basis for the board’s decision not to proceed with the
work.

516 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—
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Did the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) 2000-01 to 2002-03
Corporate Plan commit CASA to undertaking a workplace culture survey
by March 2001.

(8) When was the corporate plan endorsed by the CASA Board; (b) when
was the plan provided to the Minister; and (¢) when was the plan endorsed
by the Minister.

(8 Who undertook the design work for the survey; (b) was the work the
subject of a tender process; (c) what was the cost of the design of the
survey; and (d) who was the successful tenderer.

(8) When did that work commence, in line with the terms of the corporate
plan and the board decision; and (b) when was the design of the survey
completed.

(8) When was the survey scheduled to commence and when did it actually
commence; (b) was the actua survey the subject of a tender process;
(c) what was the cost of the survey; and (d) who was the successful
tenderer.
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(6) () When was the survey completed; (b) when was it considered by CASA
management; and (c) when wasit considered by the board.

(7) If the design and implementation of the survey was not carried out in
accordance with the board-endorsed corporate plan: (a) why was the work
not carried out; (b) who made the decision not to proceed with the survey;
and (c) when was the board advised of the decision not to proceed with the
survey.

(8) Did the board endorse the decision not to proceed with the survey; if so:
(a) when did the board take that decision; and (b) what was the basis for the
board’ s decision not to proceed with the work.

517 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—

(1) Did the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) 1999 Corporate Plan
commit CASA to the design and implementation of a staff attitude and
work culture survey; if so: (a) when did the CASA Board endorse that
commitment; (b) when was the corporate plan provided to the Minister; and
(c) when did the Minister endorse the plan.

(2) (8 Who undertook the design work for the survey; (b) was the work the
subject of a tender process; (c) what was the cost of the design of the
survey; and (d) who was the successful tenderer.

(3) (a) When did that work commence, in line with the terms of the corporate
plan and the board decision; and (b) when was the design of the survey
completed.

(4) (a) When was the survey scheduled to commence and when did it actually
commence; (b) was the actua survey the subject of a tender process;
(c) what was the cost of the survey; and (d) who was the successful
tenderer.

(5) (a8 When was the survey completed; (b) when was it considered by CASA
management; and (c) when wasit considered by the board.

(6) If the design and implementation of the above survey was not carried out in
accordance with the board-endorsed corporate plan: (a) why was the work
not carried out; (b) who made the decision not to proceed with the survey;
and (c) when was the board advised of the decision not to proceed with the
survey.

(7) Did the board endorse the decision not to proceed with the survey; if so:
(a) when did the board take that decision; and (b) what was the basis for the
board’ s decision not to proceed with the work.

Notice given 15 August 2002

Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minigers lisged below (Question Nos 535-536)—What
action, if any, has the Minister or the department taken to protect or increase
Australian wheat salesto Irag in the 2002-03 financial year.

536 Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
542 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) How many Australian primary producers currently hold deposits under the
Farm Management Deposit (FMD) scheme.

(2) What isthetota value of FMD holdings.
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Producers belonging to which indudtries are the biggest users of the FMD
scheme,

(8) What percentage of total deposits are held by producers from the grain
industry; and (b) what isthe value of these deposits.

(8) What percentage of total deposits are held by producers from the
horticultural industry; and (b) what is the value of these deposits.

(8) What percentage of total deposits are held by producers from the
livestock industry; and (b) what isthe value of these deposits.

What number of primary producers currently hold FMDs per state and
territory.

What was the value of FMD holdings per state and territory for the quarters
ending: (a) June 2001; (b) September 2001; (c) December 2001; (d) March
2002; and (€) June 2002.

What was the value of FMD withdrawals per state and territory for the
quarters ending: (a) June 2001; (b) September 2001; (c) December 2001;
(d) March 2002; and (€) June 2002.

Since the inception of the FMD scheme, what is the value of holdings
withdrawn within 12 months of deposit.

What isthe smallest FMD held by an individual producer.
What isthe largest FMD held by an individual producer.

Notice given 20 August 2002

569 Senator Ludwig: To ask the Minigter representing the Treasurer—With reference
to Part X Bankruptcy Agreements lodged in each of the 2000-01 and 2001-02
financia years:
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How many barristers and lawyers applied for, and were successful in
obtaining, Part X agreementsin each Austraian state and territory.

How much tax revenue to the Australian Taxation Office was forgone
through part payments resulting from Part X agreements filed by barristers
and lawyersin each Australian state and territory.

What was the total amount of tax revenue lost to the Australian Taxation
Office through part payments resulting from Part X agreements in each
Australian state and territory.

How many Part X creditors'’ meetings did officers of the department attend
in each Australian state and territory.

Notice given 9 September 2002

624 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—With reference to the Air 5077
Project:
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To date, what is the price growth that has occurred in relation to this project
as aresult of the annud indexation of prices.

To date, what is the total increase in cost related to foreign exchange
movements.

To date, what isthe total value of price variation payments made under this
contract (if possible indicate separately the value of foreign exchange
related variations and price growth variations).

What currency was specified in the contract.
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If the contract isin a currency other than the Australian dallar: (a) what was
the original value of the contract in that currency when the contract was
signed; and (b) what was the exchange rate for the relevant currency on the
date the contract was signed.

If the contract isin Australian dollars: (a) what provisions doesit include in
relation to foreign currency movements; and (b) is the value of the contract
tied to a particular foreign currency; if so, which currency.

Notice given 13 September 2002

628 Senator McLucas. To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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How many applications for exceptiona circumstances (EC) declarations
have been lodged since 1996.

How many applications have resulted in EC declarations.

With respect to EC declarations, can the following information be provided:
(a) the source of the applications (state government or peak body); (b) the
geographic regions or industries concerned; (c) the dates on which the
applications were lodged; and (d) the dates on which the declarations were
made.

Were any EC declarations made concerning geographic regions contained
wholly or partly within the el ectorates of Gwydir or Wide Bay.

With respect to unsuccessful applications, can the following information be
provided: (a) the source of the applications (state government or peak
body); (b) the geographic regions or industries concerned; (c) the dates on
which the applications were lodged; and (d) the dates on which the
decisions to refuse the declarations were made.

Of the unsuccessful applications, were any made concerning geographic
regions contained wholly or partly within the electorates of Gwydir or Wide
Bay.

With respect to all unsuccessful applications, has the Government provided
other special assistance, including ex gratia income support, to the regions
or industriesidentified in the applications.

Was any such special assistance given to geographic regions contained
wholly or partly within the el ectorates of Gwydir or Wide Bay.

Have there been any occasions since 1996 in which the Government has not
accepted the recommendation of the Rurd Adjustment Scheme Advisory
Council (RASAC) or the National Rural Advisory Council (NRAC) in
respect to EC applications; if so, can details of these occasions and the
applications concerned be provided.

Have there been any occasions since 1996 in which EC applications have
not been subject to an independent assessment by the RASAC or NRAC; if
so, can details of these occasions and the applications concerned be
provided.

In the case of each EC declaration: (a) what was the income threshold used;
(b) did al applications meet the income threshold criterion; if not, can
details be provided where applications for an EC declaration were made
despite the income threshold not being met; and (c) for each of these
applications: (i) what was the income level identified in the application, and
(i) what was the applicable income threshold.
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Notice given 17 September 2002

638 Senator Nettle: To ask the Minister representing the Treasurer—

(1) Isthe Motomed, a therapeutic exerciser, subject to the goods and services
tax (GST).

(2) Hasthe Audralian Taxation Office made a ruling that the Motomed is not
GST-exempt.

(3) Does the Treasurer acknowledge that the Motomed is a medically-
prescribed movement therapy product specifically designed to treat
profound physical disabilities and is entirely unsuited for use by able-
bodied persons; if not, why not.

(4) Will the Government take steps to amend taxation legidation to make this
device GST-exempt; if so, will the Government make this amendment
retrospective and provide GST refunds to the people who have already
purchased this appliance.

Notice given 23 September 2002

664 Senator Evans: To ask the Minigter for Defence—With reference to the answer to
guestion on notice no. 2889 (House of Representatives Hansard, 22 June 1998,
p. 5112):
(1) What isthe (a) peacetime establishment; and (b) current staffing strength,
of each unit in the Australian Army.
(2) What isthe (a) peacetime establishment; and (b) current staffing strength,
of each unit in the Royal Australian Air Force.
(3) What isthe (a) peacetime establishment; and (b) current staffing strength,
of each unit in the Royal Australian Navy.

678 Senator Webber: To ask the Minister representing the Treasurer—

(1) When will legidation be introduced that will allow for workers to be paid
their entitlements ahead of banks and other creditors.

(2) Will that legidation apply to any current liquidations.

(3) In the case of Computerised Holdings Pty Ltd, did the liquidator identify
the cause of liquidation as being insolvent trading; if so, why did the
Australian Securities and Investment Commission not prosecute.

(5) What are the criteria being used for making claims againg the liquidator in
the case of Computerised Holdings.

(6) Isitintended that legal advice be sought on any distribution of assets ahead
of the payment of workers' entitlements.

679 Senator Webber: To ask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) What is the anticipated cost of the decision to allow a corporate group to
transfer losses and be taxed as a Single entity.

(2) Is there any truth to the claim by some mining executives that this new
arrangement will allow them to unlock $11 billion in losses and enjoy a tax
holiday for 20 years.

(3) Is it true that, under these new arrangements, businesses will be able to
revalue all assets to ‘market value' without having to pay capital gains tax
on therevaluations.

(4) Isittruethat for depreciation purposes the new ‘market value' can be used
as an expense over the estimated useful life of the asset.
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Notice given 24 September 2002

680 Senator Ludwig: To ask the Minister representing the Attorney-General—With
reference to the Bankruptcy Reform Consultative Forum:
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When were the members of the forum appointed.
Who was in charge of the selection process.

What level of skill does each member of the forum bring to the decision-
making process.

By what criteria were these members selected.
When does the forum meet.
Where does the forum meet.

(8) What amount has been allocated for expenses, travel and meeting fees
for forum members, and (b) how is this broken down.

From which department does the funding originate.

Can minutes of the meetings be provided.

How are consumers adequately represented in this forum.
How does the forum process work.

(8) When does the forum report on any findings; and (b) how can the public
access those findings.

Has the forum released any reports recently; if so: (a) when; and (b) can
copies be provided.

682 Senator Sherry: To ask the Minister representing the Treasurer—For each month
of the past 2 full calendar years, what are the figures for staff absent on stress
leave in the Department of the Treasury.

687 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Treasurer—
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Does the Augtrdian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC)
investigate ingtances of profiteering in relation to grains, fodder and other
livestock animal feeds; if so, how many instances of profiteering in relation
to grains, fodder and other livestock animal feeds have been investigated in
each of the past 10 financia years.

How many prosecutions have been obtained in each of the past 10 financia
years for profiteering from grains, fodder or other foodstuffs used as
livestock feed.

How many convictions have been obtained in each of the past 10 financid
years for profiteering from grains, fodder or other foodstuffs used as
livestock feed.

What are the current penalties for profiteering from grains, fodder or other
foodstuffs used as livestock feed.

Have these penalties changed within the past 10 years; if so, can details of
these changes be provided.

688 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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(8 How many scholarships will be administered by the Australian
Quarantine and Inspection Service for each of the financid years 2002-03
to 2007-08; and (b) for each of these financia years, how many will be
scholarships for veterinary science students.

What criteriawill be used to select studentsto receive these scholarships.
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(3) (8 What is the value of the scholarships available to students under the
proposed scholarship program; and (b) what method of payment options
will be available.

(4) To which academic years, of the veterinary science course, will the
scholarship apply.

(5) (8 What meetings have been held with stakeholders to date in order to
develop this particular scholarship program; (b) when were these meetings
held; and (c) what was discussed at each meeting.

(6) What records exigt of these mestings.
(7) Which stakeholdersremain to be fully consulted.

(8) (a) What meetings have been scheduled with stakeholders not already
consulted in the development of this particular scholarship program; and
(b) when are these meetings scheduled to occur.

(9) What priority has been given to the development of this particular
scholarship program within the department or agency.

(10) How many departmental or agency staff (in FTE, ie. Full Time Equivalent,
terms) are engaged in devel oping this scholarship program.

(11) What isthe seniority of each of the saff developing this program.

Notice given 30 September 2002

706 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—When the Australian Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith,
visited the Mt Muro mining lease area in Indonesia in May 2001, then held by
Australian company, Aurora Gold:

(1) Did Mr Smith meet with any local community representatives other than
Indonesian Government officials; if so, who; if not, why not.

(2) Was Mr Smith aware before his visit of the controversy throughout the
1990s amongst the local community over the impact of the Mt Muro
mining operationson local villages, communal lands and water supply.

(3) Was Mr Smith aware of allegations by local villagers of human rights
abuses by Indonesian security forces dating back as far as the early 1990s;
if not, why not; if so, did Mr Smith consider there was a reasonable
possibility that the result of urging Indonesian security forces to remove
‘illegal” miners may result in deaths or injuries.

707 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the death of two people considered ‘illegal miners' at
the Mt Muro Minein Kalimantan, Indonesia, in May 2001:

(1) Was the written briefing on the incident provided by the President of
Aurora Gold to the Australian Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith,
on 5 March 2002, the result of a request from the ambassador; if so, when
was the briefing requested.

(2) When was the ambassador first aware of the report on the two killings at
the mine site in the Jakarta Post of 12 June 2001.

(3) Does the ambassador accept in retrospect that urging the Indonesian
security forces to deal with the small scale miners within the Aurora Gold
lease area was inappropriate; if not, why not.

(4) Does the ambassador consider that the failure of Aurora Gold to notify him
of the incident soon after it occurred as unacceptable.
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(5) Has the Indonesian police force provided details to the ambassador of the
incident subsequent to hisrequest on 27 February 2002; if so, what was the
explanation of Indonesian police for the deaths.

(6) Has the ambassador met with Indonesian government officials urging
investigations and prosecutions of those involved in the deaths and injuries;
if not, why not.

708 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the shooting injury on 27 August 2001 to a teenage
boy considered an ‘illegal miner’ at the Mt Muro Mine in Kalimantan, Indonesia,
in May 2001:

(1) When did the Australian Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith, first
become aware of mediareports about this incident.

(2) Why did the ambassador not make any requests of Aurora Gold between
August 2001 and February 2002 for details of what had occurred.

(3) Why did the ambassador not make any requests of Indonesian Government
officials between August 2001 and February 2002 for details of what had
occurred .

(4) Will the Minister table a copy of the written briefing, dated 5 March 2002,
provided by Aurora Gold to the ambassador.

(5) Did representatives of Aurora Gold meet with the ambassador to discuss its
written briefing of 5 March 2002; if so, what concerns, if any, did the
ambassador convey to the Aurora Gold representatives.

(6) What explanation did representatives of Aurora Gold provide for the failure
to notify the ambassador of the deaths and injuries that occurred at the mine
site subsequent to Indonesian security forces moving to remove small-scale
miners from the Aurora Gold lease area.

709 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—Has Austrade or any section of the department provided assistance to
Aurora Gold, directly or indirectly, with the Mt Muro mine in Indonesig; if so,
what assistance, beyond the meetings detailed in answer to question on notice
no. 123 (Senate Hansard, 15 May 2002, p. 1650), has been provided since
1 January 1998.

710 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the Mt Muro Mine in Kalimantan, Indonesia:

(1) When Aurora Gold representatives met with the then Ambassador to
Indonesia in November 1999, what were the concerns they raised about
‘illegal’ mining.

(2) What assistance did they request from the ambassador or other embassy
officials.

(3) What actions did the ambassador or other embassy officias agree to
undertake to assist Aurora Gold with its concerns.

711 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the meeting between representatives of Aurora Gold
and representatives of the Indonesian Government on 2 March 2002

(1) How many embassy officials attended the mesting.
(2) Why did they decide to attend.

(3) Inthe course of the meeting, did they make any representations; if so, what
were the views they expressed.
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712 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the shooting of ‘illegal’ miners at the Mt Muro Minein
Kaimantan, Indonesia, following representations made by the Augralian
Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith, to Indonesian government officials,
including security forces:

(1) Isitthe view of the department that it would make similar representations
in similar circumstances on behaf of Australian companies to government
officials and security forces in the future.

(2) Isthere anything departmental officers would do differently if requested by
Australian companies to make similar representations in the future.

713 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the shooting of an ‘illegal’ miner at the Mt Muro Mine
in Kalimantan, Indonesia, on 19 January 2002:
(1) When did the Australian Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith, first
become aware of the shooting incident.

(2) What action did he take subsequent to being informed of the incident.

(3) Did the ambassador request a briefing from Aurora Gold representatives
subsequent to this incident.

(4) What explanation did Aurora Gold representatives give for the failure to
inform the ambassador promptly of theincident.

(5) At the meeting on 30 January 2002, did representatives of Aurora Gold
request ongoing assistance from the ambassador in making representations
to Indonesian government officials about small-scde miners within the
Aurora Gold lease areg; if so, what undertakings, if any, did the ambassador
give.

(6) Did Aurora Gold provide the ambassador with a written briefing at the
meeting of 30 January 2002; if so, can a copy be provided.

714 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the quarterly meetings between the Australian
Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith, and representatives of Austraian-
owned mining operationsin Indonesia

(1) When did these meetingsfirst commence.
(2) What isthe purpose of these meetings.
(3) Arethese meetings convened by the ambassador or by embassy officials.
715 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the quarterly meetings between the Australian
Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith, and representatives of Australian

owned mining operations in Indonesia held in each of the following years:
(8) 1999; (b) 2000; (c) 2001; and (d) 2002:

(1) When were the meetingsheld.
(2) What issues were raised with the ambassador at each of the meetings.

(3) (8 Which companies attended each of these meetings, and (b) who
represented the individual companies.

(4) What actions did the ambassador agree to undertake, if any, from each of
these mestings.

716 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the concerns of Australian-based and/or -owned
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mining companies with the ban on open-cut mining in protected forests in
Indonesia Have Austraian mining companies made representations to the
Australian Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith, about their concerns on
the redtrictions on mining in protected areas; if so: (a) which companies made
representations; (b) when were these representations made; (c) what did the
companies request from the ambassador or embassy officials; and (d) what action
was taken on these requests.

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to the concerns of Australian-based and/or -owned
mining companies with the ban on open-cut mining in protected forests in
Indonesia: Has the Australian Ambassador to Indonesia, Mr Richard Smith, or
have embassy officials, made representations to Indonesian government officials
supporting changes to the law in order to alow mining to proceed in protected
forests; if so: (a) when did these meetings occur; (b) who were the meetings with;
(c) did the ambassador and/or embassy officials accompany mining industry
representatives to these meetings;, and (d) why are these representations not
considered to infringe on the sovereign right of Indonesia to decide on the
conditions under which mining can and cannot occur.

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—Has the Australian Ambassador to Indonesia to Indonesia, Mr Richard
Smith, invited Australian journalists for meals, and paid for such meals, in 2002; if
so: (@) which journalists were invited and which accepted; (b) what has the total
cost been in 2002, to date; and (¢) what isthe purpose of these meals.

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—Did Austrade officials or other departmental officials provide any direct
or indirect assistance to Esmeralda Exploration, or its agents, when it was
negotiating with Romanian authorities about buying into the Baia Mare mine; if
so: (a) when did Esmeralda or its agents first contact Austrade officials or other
departmental officials; (b) what assistance did Esmeralda or its agents request;
(c) what assistance was provided; (d) what was the reason assi stance was provided
to Esmeralda or its agents; and (€) did Austrade officials or other departmental
officials consider Esmeraldato be a reputable company.

Notice given 1 October 2002

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—With reference to any visits by the Australian Ambassador to Indonesia
and/or embassy officials, since 1 January 1999, to the following mine sites:
(8 thePT Freeport Indonesia (Rio Tinto), minesitein Irian Jaya;
(b) the PT Indo Muro Kencana (Aurora Gold), mine site in Central
Kalimantan (other than the visit on 25 May 2001);

(¢) the PT Kendilo Coa Indonesia (BHP Billiton) mine site in East
Kalimantan;

(d) the PT Arutmin Indonesia-Senakin (BHP Billiton) mine site in
South Kalimantan; and

(¢ the PT Kdtim Prima Cod (Rio Tinto), mine site in East
Kalimantan:

(1) When did the ambassador or embassy officials visit the mine site.
(2) What wasthe purpose of each visit.

(3) What issues were raised with the ambassador or embassy officias by
mining company representatives.
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Did the ambassador or embassy officials meet with local non-government
organisations concerning the impacts of the mines on landowners,
downstream villagers and/or the operation of security forces; if so, who.

Were security issues raised with the ambassador or embassy officials; if so,
what were the specific concernsrai sed.

Were concerns about provisions of Indonesian legidation raised with the
ambassador or embassy officials; if so, what were the specific concerns
raised.

What was the cost of each trip.

Notice given 4 October 2002

723 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to the statement, ‘Moratorium on Live
Sheep Exports from Portland’, issued by the Minister on 1 October 2002:
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(8)

(9)

When did the Minister first consider the imposition of a moratorium on live
sheep exports from Portland.

Did the department, the Minister's office or the Minister receive any
representations from industry regquesting a moratorium on livestock exports;
if s0, who made these representations and when were they received.

Which members of the livestock export industry were consulted prior to the
imposition of the moratorium.

(8) Which representatives of the livestock export industry were present at
the meeting to discuss this matter on 1 October 2002; (b) where did this
meeting occur; (¢) what time did it begin; and (d) what was its duration.
When did the Minister decide to impose the moratorium.

Isthe moratorium secured by aformal order, or isit an informa agreement;
if it isan informal agreement, who are the parties to the agreement.

In relation to each of the five incidents of “unacceptable losses’ to which
the Minister refers, excluding the recent journey of the Al Shuwaikh:
(8 when did these incidents occur; (b) what vessels were involved;
(c) when and where did the journeys commence and end; (d) when was the
health of the sheep checked; (€) at what point in the journey did the sheep
die; (f) how many sheep died; and (g) what was the result of the
investigation, if any, into the reportable deaths.

Has the Commonwealth received any communication from governments of
livestock destination countries expressing concern about the high mortality
rate aboard Australian export vessels or the hedth of the livestock that
survive; if so, can details be provided of the nature of this communication,
the source of the communication, the date or dates on which it was
received, and the response of the Commonwealth, if any.

With respect to the recent journey of the Al Shuwaikh that triggered the
Minister’s action: (a) how many sheep died; (b) at which point or pointsin
the journey did the sheep die; (¢) at which point or pointsin the journey
were the carcasses disposed of; (d) what was the method of disposal;
(e) when were these deaths reported to the department; (f) when was the
Minister’s office advised of these deaths, (g) when was the Minister
advised of these deaths; (h) when and where did this particular journey
begin; (i) when, where and for what duration did the vessel dock at other
ports during the journey; (j) what was the geographic origin of the sheep on
board; (k) was their health assessed prior to departure, and what was the
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result of this assessment; (1) was their health assessed at any time after the
vessd left Portland, and what was the result of this assessment; (m) what
was the vessel’ s destination; (n) what was the final destination of the sheep;
and (0) what assessment was made of the condition of the surviving sheep
when the vessel reached itsfina port.

() What ‘extra conditions' were imposed on the voyage; and (b) can full
details be provided, including the method of assessing the appropriate
conditions to be imposed and the department or agencies involved in
determining these conditions.

(8 Which departments or agencies will conduct an investigation into the
deaths on this voyage; (b) how long will the investigation take; and (c) will
theresults of the investigation be released to the public.

(8 How many other incidents of reportable deaths of sheep or livestock
have involved the vessel Al Shuwaikh and/or its owners and/or operators;
and (b) can full details be provided, including the date, the type and number
of animalsinvolved and the results of any investigations into these deaths.

726 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to the statement, ‘Moratorium on Live
Sheep Exports from Portland’, issued by the Minister on 1 October 2002:
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When was the Independent Reference Group formed.

Why was it formed.

Who areits members.

What areits sanding terms of reference.

Doesit have particular terms of reference related to the current moratorium.
Who determines its membership.

Has its membership varied since its formation.

What isthe method of appointment of its members.

On what dates hasit previously met.

What recommendations has it previously made.

Have these recommendations been adopted; if not, why not.

Notice given 8 October 2002

750 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation—

D
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With reference to the statement, ‘ Three more Indonesian boats apprehended
in Australian waters', issued by the Minister on 3 October 2002: What are
the names of the 62 ‘illegal vessds apprehended in Australian waters since
the beginning of 2002.

In relation to each of these vessels: (a) on what date was it apprehended;
(b) when was its illegal activity first detected or reported; (c) where was it
captured; (d) which departments and/or agencies coordinated and
conducted the operation; (€) where was the vessel registered and under
which flag did it sail; (f) how many crew were on board; (g) what
Australian port was the vessel brought to; (h) what crimina charges, if any,
were laid againg the crew, master, operator and/or owner of the vessdl, and
in what jurisdiction were these charges brought; (h) what was the outcome
of these legal proceedings; (i) what civil action, if any, was taken againgt
the crew, master, owner and/or operator of the vessel, and in what
jurisdiction was this action taken; (j) what was the outcome of these legd
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proceedings; and (k) has the vessel, crew, master, operator and/or owner
ever been the subject of a report, charge or conviction in relation to illegal
fishing or other prohibited activity in Australian waters; if so, when did this
report, charge or conviction occur and what action or outcome resulted.
What are the names of the 27 vessels from which ‘catch and/or gear’ has
been confiscated since the beginning of 2002.

In relation to each of these vessels: (a) on what date was the catch and/or
gear confiscated; (b) was catch, gear, or caich and gear confiscated;
(c) what was the type and value of the confiscated catch; (d) when was its
illegal activity first detected or reported; (€) where was the catch and/or
gear confiscated; (f) which departments and/or agencies coordinated and
conducted the operation; (f) where was the vessel registered and under
which flag did it sail; (g) how many crew were on board; (h) was the vessel
brought to an Australian port; if so, which port; (i) what crimina charges, if
any, were laid against the crew, magter, operator and/or owner of the vessdl,
and in what jurisdiction were these charges brought; (j) what was the
outcome of these legal proceedings; (k) what civil action, if any, was taken
againg the crew, master, owner and/or operator of the vessel, and in what
jurisdiction was this action taken; and (I) what was the outcome of these
legal proceedings.

When was the Australia-Indonesia Ministeria Forum formed.

On how many occasions has the matter of illega fishing in Australian
waters been discussed by the forum.

On how many occasions has the Minister directly discussed with his
Indonesian counterpart the matter of illegal fishing in Australian waters by
vessdls registered in Indonesia, crewed by Indonesians or using Indonesian
ports asa base for illegd fishing operationsin Audralian waters.

Notice given 15 October 2002

778 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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(8) Was the Minigter or his office contacted by the proponents of a steel
profiling plant at Moruya, New South Wales, listed in the Dairy Regional
Assistance Program project summary of round 6 for the 2001-02 financial
year; and (b) was the Minister or his office contacted by any person on
behalf of the proponents of the above project.

Was the Minister or his office contacted by the Federal Member for Eden
Monaro (Mr Nairn) in relation to the above project.

Was the Minister or his office contacted by any member of the South East
New South Wales Area Consultative Committee in relation to the above
project.

Was the Minister or his office contacted by the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services, or his staff, or officers of the Department of Transport
and Regional Servicesin relation to the above project.

With reference to any contact by the persons listed above with the Minister
or his office: (a) when did each communication take place; (b) who was
involved in each communication; (c) what was the nature of each
communication; (d) what was the form of each communication; and
(e) which officers from the department were involved in any way in these
contacts.
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Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) (a) Was the Minister or his office contacted by Austraian Solar Timbers
about an application for funding through the Dairy Regional Assistance
Program for the development of a short floor manufacturing project in
Kempsey; and (b) was the Minister or his office contacted by any person on
behalf of the proponents of the above project.

(2) Was the Minister or his office contacted by the Federal Member for Lyne
(Mr Vaile) in relation to the above project.

(3) Was the Minister or his office contacted by any member of Austrdia’s
Holiday Coast Area Consultative Committee in relation to the above
project.

(4) Wasthe Minister or his office contacted by the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services, or his staff, or officers of the Department of Transport
and Regional Servicesin relation to the above project.

(5) With reference to any contact by the persons listed above with the Minister
or his office (a) when did each communication take place; (b) who was
involved in each communication; (c) what was the nature of each
communication; (d) what was the form of each communication; and
(e) which officers from the department were involved in any way in these
contacts.

Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 353
(Senate Hansard, 19 August 2002, p. 3166):

(1) If there are no provisions or processes to review or investigate possible
breaches of the Civil Aviation Safety Authority Code of Conduct, what are
the guidelines or rules againgt which breaches of the code are reviewed or
investigated.

(2) On how many occasions since January 2000 have breaches of the code been
referred to an authorised officer or manager.

(3) In each case: (a) when was the matter referred to the authorised officer or
manager; (b) who was the authorised officer or manager; (c) what action
did the authorised officer or manager take; (d) was external legal advice
sought; and (€) when was the matter concluded.

Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 355
(Senate Hansard, 19 August 2002, p. 3166): Have any legal costs been incurred by
the Civil Aviation Safety Authority in relation to any investigation or review of
any actions allegedly in breach of the Code of Conduct since January 2000; if so,
on each occasion: (a) what was the cost of the legal advice; (b) when was the legal
advice provided; (c) what was the nature of the legal advice; and (d) who provided
the legal advice.

Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answers to questions on notice nos 354
and 357 (Senate Hansard, 19 August 2002, pp. 3166-7): Is the Minister advising
that there is no record of legal advice of alleged breaches of the Code of Conduct
that can be made available to the Parliament.

Notice given 16 October 2002
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803 Senator Crossin: To ask the Minister Assisting the Prime Minister for the Status
of Women—With reference to the Partnerships Againg Domestic Violence
(PADV) Program:
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Is Dr Tricia Szirom involved with the two companies known as Success
Works and Strategic Partners, as an owner, director or employee.

What is Dr Tricia Szirom’ s relationship to these companies.

What isthe connection between these two companies.

I's Success Works asubsidiary of Strategic Partners.

(@ Is the Minister aware that, during Senate estimates hearings in June
2002, Ms Bentley advised the Finance and Public Administration
Legidation Committee that the Success Works company was the appointed
evaluator of the meta-evaluation of the PADV; and (b) can the Miniger

confirm whether this is the case or whether Strategic Partners is contracted
to do the meta-eval uation rather than Success Works.

What amount has been budgeted for and paid to Dr Tricia Szirom as a
consultant.

What amount has been budgeted for and paid to Strategic Partners from the
PADV.

What amount has been budgeted for and paid to Success Works from the
PADV.

Was Dr Tricia Szirom paid as a facilitator or for a consultancy for the
PADV conferencein Perth in December 2001.

What was the total amount paid to Dr Szirom for her work at the
conferencein Perth in December 2001.

Woas Dr Szirom paid $2 500 per day plus expenses during this conference.

Has Dr Szirom been contracted by the Office of the Status of Women
(OSW) to undertake capacity building workshops nationally.

What amount has been budgeted for and paid to Dr Szirom for the capacity
building workshops.

What amount has been budgeted for and paid to Dr Szirom through
Strategic Partners for the meta-eval uation.

(8) Has Success Works gained the tender to be the ‘ Project Manager’ of the
‘PADV Children’s Projects’; and (b) what isthetotal amount of thistender.

How is Strategic Partners (the meta-evaluator of the PADV) going to
evaluate the work of Success Works (the project manager of the PADV
Children’ s Projects) when both companies have close links with each other.
Who are the directors and stakeholders of Success Works and Strategic
Partners, respectively.

Has Dr Szirom been contracted in the 2002-03 financia year for PADV 2
rather than PADV 1.

Regarding the PADV children’s projects, have organisations or businesses
that lodged a tender been informed either by phone or in writing that they
were unsuccessful; if so, on what date was this done.

Who has been awarded the tender for the children’s projects.

Who has been awarded the tender for the perpetrators’ projects.

Who has been awarded the tender for the project management of the
women’s Services projects.
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Given that under PADV 1 a major project was the Community Awareness
Project, can the Minister provide a summary of the implementation of this
project.

(& Following the development of the National Domestic Violence
Competency Standards, who won the tender to develop the curriculum
development for these standards; and (b) given that these competencies
need to be delivered in an appropriate way, why are they available on the
Australian Nationa Training Authority’'s web site for any registered
training organisation to take and deliver.

How many PADV publications have been produced by OSW since the
project was first funded.

What isthetotal cost of these publications.
Notice given 30 October 2002

829 Senator Sherry: Toask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—
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Can the Minister confirm that electricity is classified as a good or service
for the purposes of the goods and services tax.

Can the Minister aso confirm that, for the purposes of determining liability
for damage to a consumer’s electrica goods due to load shedding by an
electricity supplier’s power, there is a dispute over whether the supply of
electricity is a good or service (see Electricity Supply Association of
Australia Ltd v ACCC [2001] FCA 1296, 12 September 2001) and that this
dispute has hitherto allowed suppliersto avoid liability for damage.

Can the Minister explain how these two positions are consistent; if not,
what steps is the Government taking to address this apparent inconsi stency.

Notice given 1 November 2002

836 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—
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What action has the Royal Australian Navy taken to address the significant
shortfall of pilots, seaman officers, weapons electrical aircraft engineers,
€l ectronic technicians and marine technicians that existed asat 1 July 2001.

How many pilots, seaman officers, weapons electrical aircraft engineers,
electronic technicians and marine technicians have been newly recruited to
the Royal Australian Navy since 1 July 2001.

How many pilots, seaman officers, weapons electrical aircraft engineers,
electronic technicians and marine technicians have separated from the
Royal Australian Navy since 1 July 2001 (can the information on
separations be broken down to show the length of service of those
personnel that separated from the Royal Australian Navy).

Does the Royal Audralian Navy conduct exit surveys as a means of
determining why personnel with specialist skills are separating from the
Royal Australian Navy; if so, what do the findings of these surveys show; if
not, why not.

What is the current strength of pilots, seaman officers, weapons electrical
aircraft engineers, eectronic technicians and marine technicians at navy

What is the required strength of pilots, seaman officers, weapons electrical
aircraft engineers, eectronic technicians and marine technicians at navy



(7)

No. 60—4 February 2003 59

What action is the Royal Australian Navy taking to overcome the ongoing
shortage of pilots, seaman officers, weapons electrical arcraft engineers,
el ectronic technicians and marine technicians.

Notice given 6 November 2002

840 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—
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(8) How many Reservists are there currently in Victoria; and (b) how many
of these are: (i) Active Reservigts, (ii) Inactive Reservists, and (iii) High
Readiness Reservists.
What were the equivalent figures as at: (a) 30 June 2002; (b) 30 June 2001,
and (c) 30 June 2000.

(8 How many Victorian Reservists are hedth specialists, for example,
nurses, general practitioners, medical speciadists, paramedics etc.:
(i) currently, (ii) as at 30 June 2002, (iii) as at 30 June 2001, and (iv) as at
30 June 2000; and (b) what definition of health speciadis was used in
answering this question.

How many Victorian Reservists that are health speciadids are: (a) Active
Reservists; (b) Inactive Reservists; and () High Readiness Reservists.

(8) How many Reservists were deployed to Bali as part of the emergency

response effort after the 12 October 2002 bombing; and (b) what were the
numbers from each state and territory.

Can the Minigter confirm that Reservists cannot be posted or redeployed by
Defence to another unit in Audrdia, that is, other than by applying for
transfer.

(8 How many Victorian Reservists applied for discharge in each of the
following financid years: (i) 1999-2000, (ii) 2000-01, and (iii) 2001-02;
and (b) of these, how many were health specialists (using the same
definition outlined in the answer to question (3)).

(8 How many Victorian Reservists have applied for discharge since
30 June 2002; and (b) of these, how many are health speciaists (using the
same definition outlined in answer to question (3)).

How many Reservists are or were attached to RAAF6 Hospitad:
(&) currently; (b) as at 30 June 2002; (c) as at 30 June 2001; and (d) as at
30 June 2000.

Notice given 7 November 2002

867 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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What assessment has been made of Australia’s actua environmental and
economic loss from the incursion of marine pests.

What assessment has been made of the potentid environmental and
economic loss from the incursion of marine pests.

What contribution has the department made to the development of a
national management system for managing marine pests.

Which stakeholders have participated in the development of a nationa
management system.

When will anational management system be implemented.
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872 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) How many additional Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service staff
wererecruited in the 2001-02 financial year.

(2) What wasthe cost of thisrecruitment.

(3) (a) How many of these staff completed training; and (b) what was the cost
of that training.

(4) (a) In what geographic locations were these staff deployed; and (b) what
activities did they undertake upon deployment.

(5) How many of these staff, if any, have: (a) resigned their employment;
(b) had their employment terminated; and (c) transferred employment
within the Australian Public Service.

Notice given 8 November 2002

875 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—With regard to the reference on
page 160 of the Department of Defence annual report for 2001-02, to $31 029 000
in ‘bad and doubtful debts written off in the 2001-02 financial year:

(1) Can the department provide a breakdown of these debts, showing the debtor
and the amount owed; if there are large numbers of debtors can the top ten
in value be provided.

(2) Why was this figure so high in the 2001-02 financia year, compared to
previous years.

877 Senator Evans. To ask the Minister for Defence—The list of contracts signed in
2001-02 indicates the following:

OPTIMA 4500132944 | 31/05/02 |$16 162 740.00 {16200 X PC'S
COMPUTER
TECHNOLOGY

COMPAQ 4500132958 | 31/05/02 |$15782250.00 {15000 X PC'S
COMPUTER
AUSTRALIA
PTY LTD

OPTIMA 4500132949 | 31/05/02 | $8 979 300.00 {9000 X PC'S
COMPUTER
TECHNOLOGY

COMPUWARE | 4500052034 | 13/07/01 | $5500000.00 |COMPUTERS
ASIA PACIF

COMPAQ 4500132938 | 31/05/02 | $3926670.00 {3260 X PC'S
COMPUTER
AUSTRALIA
PTY LTD

DELL 4500042188 | 28/05/01 | $2420000.00 {2000 DESKTOPS
COMPUTER
PTYLT

ASI SOLUTIONS| 4500042191 | 28/05/01 | $2 169 200.00 2000 X PC'S

IBM 4500042213 | 29/05/01 | $2299 000.00 (2000 X DESKTOPS
AUSTRALIA
LTD
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Can the department confirm how many computers were purchased across
Defence in the 2001-02 financial year.

How many computers were lost or stolen in Defence in the 2001-02
financial year.
How many surplus computers were disposed of by Defence in the 2001-02
financial year.

879 Senator Sherry: To ask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—With
reference to the following information in the 2001-02 Annual Report of the
Australian Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA), tabled on 23 October (and
where APRA cannot disclose names and other sendtive information relating to
particular cases can as much other detail as possible be provided):

@

(b)

(©

(d)

(€

(f)

the statement on page 8 that in December 2001 APRA accepted an
enforceable undertaking from a superannuation fund for the first time: can
APRA provide details of: (i) that enforceable undertaking and all
subsequent  enforceable undertakings, including any breaches of the
Superannuation Industry (Supervision) Act 1993, (ii) any other problems
involved, and (iii) the specific commitments made by the trusteg(s) in these
undertakings;

the statements on page 9 that in June 2002 APRA commenced prosecutions
againg trustees of regulated superannuation entities who failed to lodge an
annual return for 2000-01 and on page 27 that 13 trustees had been referred
to the Director of Public Prosecutions and two successfully charged:
() have any further charges been made, and (ii) have any trustees been
convicted for offences named in these charges, if so, what penalties have
been imposed;

the statement on page 21 that APRA is currently reviewing the operations
of a number of multi-employer corporate superannuation funds. can APRA
provide details of: (i) the problems it has encountered in such funds, and
(i) any enforcement actions to date, particularly in relation to the equal
representation requirements in the Superannuation Industry (Supervision)
Act 1993;

the list on page 24 of enforcement activities undertaken during the year: can
APRA provide details of the specific breaches of the Superannuation
Industry (Supervision) Act 1993, or other APRA-enforced conditions, that
gave riseto each of these enforcement activities;

the statement on page 40 that a number of joint visits to financia
ingtitutions were conducted with the Australian Securities and Investments
Commission (ASIC) in 2001 as part of an APRA review of unit pricing in
the superannuation industry: can APRA provide details of this review
including: (i) any problems encountered, (ii) actions taken by trustees to
address these problems, and (iii) enforcement actions taken by APRA or
ASIC; and

the noting on page 41 of the establishment of the International Network of
Pensions Regulators and Supervisors (INPRS): can APRA provide further
details of: (i) the INPRS activities, and (ii) APRA’s contribution to date.

Notice given 11 November 2002

882 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation—

D

How many bores tap into Great Artesian Basin ground water.
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(2) (a8 How many bores have been controlled under the Great Artesian Basin
Sustainability Initiative; and (b) how many bores remain uncontrolled.

(3) How much artesian water is wasted each year through these uncontrolled
bores.

(4) Has the Great Artesian Basin Sustainability Initiative resulted in any
pressure recovery in the Great Artesian Basin.

(5) How many bore drains have been covered under the Great Artesian Basin
Sustainahility Initiative.

(6) How much artesian water is wasted each year through uncovered bore
drains.

(7) What assessment has been made of the efficiency and effectiveness of the
Great Artesian Basin Sustainability Initiative.

884 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) Has the department participated in an inter-departmental committee that
drafted a scoping paper on the patentability of genetic material and genetic
technologies; if so, can a copy of the scoping paper be provided; if not, why
not.

(2) Which departments were represented on the inter-departmental committee.

886 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) What recommendations were contained in the Rural Economic Services
review of the AAA-Farm Management Deposit scheme, completed in June
2002.

(2) Have these recommendations been adopted by the Government; if so, when
were the recommended changes adopted; if not, why have the
recommendations been rejected.

(3) What did thereview cost.

(4) Can acopy of thereview be provided; if not, why not.

893 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) What projects have been funded under the Fisheries Action Program.

(2) For each project, can the following information be provided: (a) grant date;
(b) grant recipient; (c) registered address of grant recipient; and (d) full
project description, including: (i) location, project commencement and
conclusion dates, (ii) total funding, and (iii) evaluation results; and can any
grants that were made despite the applications not meeting program
application criteria be identified.

(3) What evaluation has been made of the effectiveness of the program.

Notice given 12 November 2002

897 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) Was the 18-month Agriculture — Advancing Audrdia (AAA)
Communication Program intended to encourage greater participation in
AAA programs; if so, did the program effectively fulfil this purpose; if not,
what was its purpose.
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(2) (a) What are the results of the evaluation conducted at the conclusion of the
communication program; (b) who conducted the evaluation; and (c) what
was thetotal cost of the communication program.

904 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) Wasareview of interest rate subsidies as aform of farm business assistance
scheduled to commence in January 2002.

(2) Did the Minister delay the commencement of thereview; if so, why was the
review delayed.

(3) Has the review commenced; if so: (a) when did it commence; (b) who is
conducting the review; (c) what are its terms of reference; and (d) when
will it be completed; if not: (a) when will it commence; (b) who will
conduct the review; (c) what will be its terms of reference; and (d) when is
it expected to be completed.

907 Senator Ludwig: To ask the Minister representing the Attorney-General—With
respect to the 2002-03 Commonwealth Community Legal Services Program, in
particular the $70 000 alocated to, but not taken up by, the Financial Counselling
Service (QLD):

(1) When will adecision be made on the reallocation of the funding.

(2) Can the money be made available to the Caxton Legal Centre Inc. to avoid
the imminent closure of its innovative program for the provision of legal
outreach services to older people; if not, why not.

908 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—

(1) When was the decision made to have a Life of Type Extenson (LOTE) to
the Landing Craft Heavy (LCH) fleet.

(2) Were any options apart from the LOTE considered, for example, was the
option of replacement rather than refurbishment considered.

(3) Wereany proposals to replace the LCHs received from Australian small- to
medium-sized enterprises; if so, which organisations submitted proposals.

(4) (a) Why were these proposals rgjected; and (b) was the decision made on
the basis of cogt; if not, what factors led to the decision to refit rather than
replace the current fleet.

(5) Of the proposals submitted: (a8) how many had exigting units that could be
directly evaluated by the Navy; and (b) what were the advantages and
disadvantages of the proposed units.

(6) What wasthe original budget for therefit of the LCH fleet.
(7) What were the costs of any other options.

(8) (a) What has been the cost of therefit to the LCH fleet to date; and (b) what
isthe completerefit expected to cost.

(9) When will therefit be delivered.

Notice given 13 November 2002

909 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to the media statement released by the
Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, on 6 November 2002, concerning
Commonwealth drought assistance:
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(1) How much of the claimed ‘$800 million to Agriculture Advancing
Australiaprograms’ has been expended on these programs.

(2) How much of the expended funding has been expended on: (a) advertising
and/or promotion; (b) communication programs, and (c) departmental
and/or program administration.

911 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) With which countries and/or groups of countries does Australia have
memoranda of understanding on veterinary health and/or phytosanitary
matters.

(2) (a) With which countries and/or groups of countries have negotiations on
memoranda of understanding on veterinary health and/or phytosanitary
matters concluded since June 2001; and (b) what new trade opportunities
have resulted.

(3) (a) With which countries and/or groups of countries is Audralia currently
negotiating memoranda of understanding on veterinary hedth and/or
phytosanitary matters; and (b) in each case, when are these negotiations
expected to conclude.

914 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to the visit by the Minister to Japan, Korea
and the Philippinesin January and February 2002:

(1) When did the Minister: (a) depart Australia; and (b) return to Australia.
(2) Who travelled with the Minister.

(3) Who met the cost of the participants' travel and other expenses associated
with thetrip.

(4) If costs were met by the department, can an itemised list of costs be
provided; if not, why not.

(4) Who did the Minister meet during his visit, and what were the times and
dates of each meeting.

916 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to page 95 of the department’s annual
report for 2001-02:

(1) What contribution did the department make to the development and
implementation of the joint government/industry strategy to influence the
development of the new United States Farm Bill.

(2) What arethe details of the strategy.
(3) What assessment has been made of the success of the strategy.

Notice given 14 November 2002

924 Senator Nettle: To ask the Minigter representing the Minister for the Environment
and Heritage—With reference to the Minister’s letter to Senator Nettle, dated
25 September 2002, regarding the Blacktown City Council’s proposal to purchase
ablock of remnant Cumberland Plain Woodland in Prospect, Western Sydney, and
the Minigter’s decision not to approve funding for this purchase, citing the block’s
‘degraded condition’ asa key factor: Can all the evidence used to establish that the
land was in such a condition be provided.

925 Senator Crossin: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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How many illegal fishing boats have been detained in Darwin Harbour
since 2000.

How many people have been detained in relation to the detention of illega
fishing boats in Darwin Harbour.

How many people have been charged in relation to illegal fishing boats in
Darwin Harbour.

How many of these vessels had cats or dogs on them.

Who isresponsible for the detection and handling of these animals.
What isthe process followed to detain or destroy these animals.

How many cats or dogs have been detained or destroyed since 2000.
How many cats or dogs have been allowed to remain on these boats.
What explanation isthere for these animalsremaining on these boats.

Notice given 18 November 2002

931 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—Did quarantine negotiations with Korea in the 2001-02
financial year result in improved access to the Korean market for any Australian
goods; if so, what goods were concerned and what are the details of the improved
market access.

932 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—What International Agricultura Cooperation projects
have been funded under the Agriculture — Advancing Australia Program.

937 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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What projects have been funded under the Wildlife and Exotic Disease
Preparedness Program.

For each project, can the following information be provided: (a) project
descriptions; (b) names of funding recipient; (c) registered addresses of
funding recipients; (d) project commencement and conclusion dates; and
(e) summaries of project eval uations.

What budget has been alocated to this program for each of the following
financia years: (a) 2001-02; and (b) 2002-03.

940 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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Has the Export Documentation Program been reviewed; if so, when did the
review commence and conclude.

Who conducted thereview.

What recommendations does the review make.

Can acopy of thereview be provided; if not, why not.

Has the Minigter adopted the recommendations; if not, why not.

(8 What additional uptake of the program is expected in the 2002-03
financia year; and (b) can details be provided, by industry sector.

941 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—What is the budgeted cost of the second phase of the
Quarantine Matters! campaign, due to conclude in the 2003-04 financial year.
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944 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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(8) What events and locations has the Agriculture — Advancing Audralia
Roadshow visited since June 2001; and (b) on what dates did those visits
occur.

(a) Did the Roadshow stage a visit to Ag-Quip in August 2002; and (b) did
the Minister feature on avideo-link at this event.

What has been the cost of staging the roadshow since June 2001.

What events and locations will the roadshow visit in the remainder of the
2002-03 financial year.

949 Senator Nettle: To ask the Minigter representing the Minister for Immigration and
Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

D

2

Will the Minister consider changing Austraia’s refugee program to allow
groups to sponsor Falun Gong practitioners, who live in fear of persecution,
to come to Australia, as has occurred in Canada.

If such a change will not be considered, why does the Minister think it is
inappropriate.

Notice given 19 November 2002

951 Senator Evans. To ask the Minister for Defence—With reference to page 141 of
the Department of Defence annual report for 2001-02, which includes a figure of
$835.1 million for the total cash held by Defence as at 30 June 2002: What was the
total cash held by Defence as at each of the following dates in 2002
(8 31 January; (b) 28 February; (¢) 31 March; (d) 30 April; (e) 31 May;
(f) 31 duly; (g) 31 August; (h) 30 September; and (i) 31 October.

Notice given 21 November 2002

954 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Prime Minister—
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On what date did the Department of the Prime Minigter and Cabinet first
become aware that some Farm Management Deposit (FMD) products may
not comply with legidation applicable to the Government’s FMD scheme.

(8) What was the source of this information; and (b) in what form was this
information conveyed, for example, correspondence, e-mail, telephone
conversation or direct conversation.

What was the nature of the problem specificaly identified in this
information.

On what date did the department inform the Prime Minister, or his office, of
this problem.

Did the Prime Minister, or his office, receive advice about this problem
from a source other than the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet;
if so: (a) on what date was thisinformation first received; (b) what was the
source of thisinformation; (c) in what form was this information conveyed;
and (d) what was the nature of the problem specifically identified in this
information.

(8) On what date, or dates, did the department take action in response to this
identified problem; and (b) what action did the department take.

(8) What departments, agencies, banks or non-bank financial ingitutions
did the department communicate with in relation to this matter; (b) on what
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date, or dates, did that communication occur; and (c) what form did that
communication take.

(8) What responses, if any, has the department received in respect to those
communications; (b) in what form have those responses been received; and
(c) what was the content of those responses.

What action has the department taken in response to communications from
departments, agencies, banks or non-bank financial ingitutions.

Was the Prime Miniger aware when he spoke to the Committee for
Economic Development of Australia, on 20 November 2002, about the
FMD scheme, of:

(& the report on page 3 of the Australian Financial Review, of
20 November 2002, gating that the Government *has been forced to
seek an Australian Taxation Office ruling over a potential legal flaw
in its $2 billion farm management deposit scheme’; and/or

(b) evidence given by the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Forestry to the Rural and Regional Affairs and Transport
Legidation Committee, on 20 November 2002, that the department
had been aware of uncertainty over some FMD products since July
2001.

Senator O’Brien: To ask the Ministers listed below (Question Nos 955-956)—
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On what date did the department first become aware that some Farm
Management Deposit (FMD) products may not comply with legislation
applicable to the Government’s FMD scheme.

What was the source of this information; and (b) in what form was this
information conveyed, for example, correspondence, e-mail, telephone
conversation or direct conversation.

What was the nature of the problem specificaly identified in this
information.

On what date did the department inform the Minister, or his office, of this
problem.

Did the Minigter, or his office, receive advice about this problem from a
source other than the Minister’ s department; if so: (a) on what date was this
information firg received; (b) what was the source of this information;
(c) in what form was this information conveyed; and (d) what was the
nature of the problem specifically identified in this information.

(8) On what date, or dates, did the department take action in response to this
identified problem; and (b) what action did the department take.

(8 What departments, agencies, banks or non-bank financial ingitutions
did the department communicate with in relation to this matter; (b) on what
date, or dates, did that communication occur; and (c) what form did that
communication take.

(8) What responses, if any, has the department received in respect to those
communications; (b) in what form have those responses been received; and
(c) what was the content of those responses.

What action has the department taken in response to communications from
departments, agencies, banks or non-bank financial ingitutions.

955 Minister representing the Minister for Transport and Regiona Services
956 Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry

957 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Treasurer—
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On what date did the Department of the Treasury and/or the Austraian
Taxation Office (ATO) first become aware that some Farm Management
Deposit (FMD) products may not comply with legidation applicable to the
Government’s FMD scheme.

What was the source of this information; and (b) in what form was this
information conveyed, for example, correspondence, e-mail, telephone
conversation or direct conversation.

What was the nature of the problem specifically identified in this
information.

On what date did the department and/or the ATO, inform the Treasurer, or
his office, or the Assistant Treasurer, or her office, of this problem.

Did the Treasurer, or his office, receive advice about this problem from a
source other than the Treasurer’ s department or the ATO; if so: (a) on what
date was this information first received; (b) what was the source of this
information; (c) in what form was this information conveyed; and (d) what
was the nature of the problem specifically identified in thisinformation.

On what date, or dates, did the department and/or the ATO take action in
response to thisidentified problem; and (b) what action did they take.

(8) What departments, agencies, banks or non-bank financia ingtitutions
did the department and/or the ATO communicate with in relation to this
matter; (b) on what date, or dates, did that communication occur; and
(c) what form did that communication take.

(8) What responses, if any, has the department and/or the ATO received in
respect to those communications; (b) in what form have those responses
been recelved; and (c) what was the content of those responses.

What action has the department and/or the ATO taken in response to
communications from departments, agencies, banks or non-bank financia
ingtitutions.

Notice given 22 November 2002

958 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation—
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What was the number of full-time jobs sustained within the non-plantation
forestry industry in Audtralia for each of the past 6 financial years.

What was the number of full-time jobs sustained within the plantation
forestry industry within Australiafor each of the past 6 financial years.

What was the number of full-time jobs sustained within the manufactured
wood and forestry products industry for each of the past 6 financia years.

What was the number of full-time jobs sutained within the non-
manufactured wood and forestry products industry for each of the past
6 financial years.

What is the projected number of full-time jobs to be sustained within the
non-plantation forestry industry in Augtralia for each of the next 6 financia
years.

What is the projected number of full-time jobs to be sustained within the
plantation forestry industry in Australia for each of the next 6 financid
years.

What is the projected number of full-time jobs to be sustained within the
manufactured wood and forestry products industry for each of the next
6 financial years.
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What is the projected number of full-time jobs to be sustained within the
non-manufactured wood and forestry products industry for each of the next
6 financial years.

Notice given 26 November 2002

959 Senator Conroy: To ask the Miniger for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—With
respect to those persons who hold private health insurance which is eligible for the
30 per cent private health insurance rebate and who receive the benefit of the
rebate as arebate through the tax system:

D
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How many persons are covered by private health insurance by postcode and
by federal eectorate division, as at: (a) 31 December 2000; (b) 30 June
2002; and (c) the most current date for which information has been
compiled.

How many contributor units hold private health insurance by postcode and
by federal eectorate division, as at: (a) 31 December 2000; (b) 30 June
2002; and (c) the most current date for which information has been
compiled.

963 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—
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Can a list be provided to show those capita equipment projects worth
$10 million or more that are currently behind their origina schedule; for
example, where the delivery and/or acceptance dates are later than
originally planned.

With respect to each project, can the following information be provided:
(a) the original delivery date at the time the project was approved; (b) the
original acceptance into service date; (€) the current expected delivery date;
(d) the current expected acceptance into service date; (€) the reason or
reasons for the delay; (f) whether the cost of the project has increased over
the life of the project and, if so, what the increase has been; (g) the reason
or reasons for any increase in project cost; and (h) whether the department
has incurred any other costs because of the delay to the project and, if so,
the total of these additional costs.

Notice given 27 November 2002

968 Senator Bishop: To ask the Minider representing the Minister for Veterans
Affairs—
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In each of the past 12 months how many payments have been made to
specialist doctors for treatment provided under the Repatriation Private
Patient Scheme (RPPS) to: (a) Gold Card holders; and (b) White Card
holders.

Can the following information be provided: (a) the total monthly figure for
services to Gold Card and White Card holders divided according to the
specialty of the doctors; and (b) the number of doctors in each speciaty
who recelved payments.

For each of those doctors who have received payments under the RPPS in
the past 12 months, how many payments were received each month.

For each of the past 12 months: () how many doctorsin each specialty and
how many specialists in total have received payment for services provided
under the RPPS; and (b) how many payments have been received in total by
specialty.
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971 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Miniger for the
Environment and Heritage—In relation to the sranding of nine sperm whales near
Waterhouse Point, in Tasmania:

(1) Who is undertaking seilsmic surveys in the Otway Basin off western
Victoriaand South Australia.

(2) Did the company or companies involved submit an environmenta impact
statement (EIS) in order to carry out this work.

(3) Did the company or companies have to submit any other environmental
studies to comply with Commonwealth legidlation in order to carry out this
seismic survey; if so: (a) what legislation was applicable; and (b) can copies
of those studies be provided.

(4) Was Environment Australia (EA) notified that this survey work was to be
carried out.

(5) DIdEA insstonany EIS.

(6) WasEA or the Minister aware that the seismic survey would use signals up
to 240dB.

(7) Is the Minister aware of the preliminary injunction issued in a
San Francisco Court against the United States Navy over the deployment of
low frequency active sonar.

Notice given 29 November 2002

973 Senator Sherry: Toask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) How many matters relating to insolvencies or external administrations in
which applications were made for payment of entitlements under the
Federal Government’s Employee Entitlements Support Scheme or General
Employee Entitlements and Redundancy Scheme have been referred by the
Department of Employment and Workplace Relations to each of: (a) the
Australian Securities and Investments Commission (ASIC); and (b) the
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC).

(2) Ineach matter, what concerns were identified.

(3) What was the outcome of the ASIC's and the ACCC's consideration of
each of these matters.

975 Senator Evans. To ask the Minister for Defence—With reference to the Defence
Management Audit Branch and the answer to question on natice no. 591 (Senate
Hansard, 14 October 2002, p. 5098):

(1) How many reviews have been carried out by the branch in each of the
following financia years: (a) 1999-2000; (b) 2000-01; and (c) 2001-02.

(2) Without providing specific details about any individual review, what was
the range of issues investigated by the branch.

(3) Of thereviews carried out by the branch, how many were top management
directed reviews in each of the following financid years. (a) 1999-2000;
(b) 2000-01; and (c) 2001-02.

(4) Of the reviews carried out by the branch, how many were audit
investigations in each of the following financial years. (a) 1999-2000;
(b) 2000-01; and (c) 2001-02.

(5) In terms of the audit investigations carried out by the branch in the 1999-
2000 financia year: (a) how many resulted in crimina charges being laid;
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and (b) how many resulted in administrative action being taken against
personnel.

In terms of the audit investigations carried out by the branch in the 2000-01
financial year: (a) how many resulted in criminal charges being laid; and
(b) how many resulted in administrative action being taken againgt
personnel.

In terms of the audit investigations carried out by the branch in the 2001-02
financial year: (a) how many resulted in criminal charges being laid; and
(b) how many resulted in administrative action being taken againgt
personnel.

When areview is completed who receives the findings.

Who isresponsible for ensuring that any recommendations arising from the
review are implemented.

(8) What was the total number of recommendations arising from reviews in
1999-2000 financia year; (b) how many of those have been fully
implemented; (c) how many have been partialy implemented; and (d) how
many have not been implemented.

(8) What was the total number of recommendations arising from reviews in
2000-01 financial year; (b) how many of those have been fully
implemented; (c) how many have been partialy implemented; and (d) how
many have not been implemented.

(8) What was the total number of recommendations arising from reviews in
2001-02 financial year; (b) how many of those have been fully
implemented; (c) how many have been partialy implemented; and (d) how
many have not been implemented.

976 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—

D
@

3

(4)
()

Are retention bonuses currently payable to serving members of the Navy,
Army and Air Force.

In respect of each bonus. (a) what are the digibility criteria; (b) what
duration of additional service is required for payment; (c) what is the
amount of the bonus; (d) what penalties apply if the additional serviceisnot
performed; (€) how many personne received the bonus in the last year for
which data is available; and (f) what is the estimated cost of providing the
bonuses in the 2002-03 financial year.

Since November 2000, has the Government withdrawn any existing
retention bonus; if so, what was the reason for withdrawal and the date that
it took effect.

Since November 2000, has the Government created any additional bonuses;
if s0, what was the reason for doing so and the date that they took effect.

Has the department conducted an evaluation of the effectiveness of
retention bonuses; if so, (a) when was the evaluation completed; and
(b) what were the conclusions and recommendations; if not, why not.

Notice given 2 December 2002

978 Senator Evans. To ask the Miniger for Defence—With reference to Department
of Defence annual reports, which show that the following amounts were spent on
capital equipment projectsin each of the following financia years:

1998-99 $2 599.1 million;
1999-2000 $3 219.8 million;
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2000-01 $3 608.5 million;
2001-02 $2 702.2 million;
2002-03 $2 482.9 million:

Can the department separately identify for each of those years the amount spent
on: (a) exiging projects; and (b) new projects (projects where a contract was
signed in that year and payments were made for the first time).

Notice given 3 December 2002

979 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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Can the Minister confirm that the maximum amount of assistance provided
to individual rura producers in the form of a Commonwealth re-
establishment grant to exit rural enterprise under the AAA Farm Help —
Supporting Families Through Change Program and its predecessors is
currently $45 000.

With reference to the AAA Farm Help — Supporting Families Through
Change Program, and its predecessors for the past 10 financia years
(8 how many rural producers have applied for assistance to exit rura
enterprise in the form of a Commonwealth re-establishment grant; (b) how
many rural producers have received assistance to exit rural enterprise in the
form of a Commonwesalth re-establishment grant; (c) what has been the
total amount of funding expended to provide rura producers with
assistance to exit rural enterprise; and (d) how many rural producers have
received less than the full amount of assistance available to leave rura
enterprise in the form of a Commonwealth re-establishment grant due to
their failure to meet the requirements of the assets test.

980 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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Is the Government examining options for tracking livestock via systems
such asanational livestock identification system.

Which identification systems has the Government examined in the past
5 years.

What was the quantum of funding spent by the department during each of
the past 5 financial years on feashility studies on national livestock
identification systems.

What was the quantum of funding spent by the department on feasibility
studies of each system examined in past 5 financia years.

Is the Miniger aware of any meetings between the department, and state
and territory departments on the issue of a national approach to livestock
identification in the past 2 years.

(8 When did these meetings occur; (b) who attended each meeting;
(c) what was discussed at each meeting; and (d) what records have been
kept of the discussion at these meetings.

Notice given 4 December 2002

981 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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Did the Secretary of the department sign a statement on 30 August 2002
attesting that the departmental financial statements for the year ended
30 June 2002 were a 'true and fair view' of the matters required by the
Finance Minister's Orders made under the Financial Management and
Accountability Act 1997:

Did the Secretary read the annual report prior to signing the statement.

Does Schedule 1 of the Commonwealth Authorities and Companies
(Financial Statements 2001-2002) Orders require the disclosure in the notes
to the financial statement of: (a) the aggregate remuneration of al managers
of the entity whose remuneration for the financial year is $100 000 or more;
and (b) the number of managers of the entity whose remuneration for the
financial year falls within each successive $10 000 band commencing at
$100 000.

Isit the case that within the meaning of the Orders' requirement to disclose
director/manager remuneration, ‘managers’ includes executives.

Does note 21 to Appendix 9 of the department’s annud report for the year
ended 30 June 2002 declare the highest level of executive remuneration in
2000-01 to be within the band $250 000 to $260 000.

Isit the case that the Secretary’ s remuneration exceeded this band in 2000-
01; if so, should the Secretary’s remuneration have been reported in the
band $330 000 to $340 000.

Does the declaration therefore fail to comply with the requirements of the
Finance Minister’s Orders.

(8) When did the department become aware that the notes to the financia
statement for the year ended 30 June 2002 were not accurate; and (b) on
what date did the department report the inaccurate remuneration figure for
2000-01 to the Minister.

(8 What action has the department or the Minigter taken to correct the
remuneration figure in the note to the 2001-02 annua report; and (b) on
what date was this action taken.

Isthe Secretary’ s declared remuneration for 2001-02 accurate?

Are any of the other notes to financia statements for the year ended
30 June 2002 inaccurate.

With reference to evidence provided to the Rural and Regional Affairs and
Transport Legisation Committee during the estimates hearing on
20 November 2002 that the remuneration details required to be declared
include a number of components: What was the detailed breakdown of the
Secretary’ s remuneration package for the 2001-02 financial year, including:
(a) base salary; (b) performance pay; (c) productivity pay; (d) car; (e) fringe
benefits tax; (f) car parking; (g) superannuation; (h) unused leave; and
(i) any other components.

982 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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Did the Secretary of the department sign a statement on 11 September 2001
attesting that the departmental financial statements for the year ended
30 June 2001 were a ‘true and fair view' of the matters required by the
Finance Minister’'s Orders made under section 63 of the Financial
Management and Accountability Act 1997:

Did the Secretary read the annual report prior to signing the statement.
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(3) Does Schedule 1 of the Commonwealth Authorities and Companies
(Financial Statements 2000-2001) Orders require the disclosure in the notes
to the financia statement of: (a) the aggregate remuneration of al managers
of the entity whose remuneration for the financial year is $100 000 or more;
and (b) the number of managers of the entity whose remuneration for the
financial year falls within each successive $10 000 band commencing at
$100 000.

(4) Isitthe case that within the meaning of the Orders' requirement to disclose
director/manager remuneration, ‘managers’ includes executives.

(5) Does note 20 to Appendix 8 of the department’s annual report for the year
ended 30 June 2001 declare the highest level of executive remuneration in
2000-01 to be within the band $250 000 to $260 000.

(6) Isit the case that the Secretary’s salary exceeded this band in 2000-01; if
s0, should the Secretary’s salary have been reported in the band $330 000
to $340 000.

(7) Does the declaration therefore fail to comply with the requirements of the
Finance Minister’s Orders.

(8) (a) When did the department become aware that the notes to the financia
statement for the year ended 30 June 2001 were not accurate; and (b) on
what date did the department report the inaccurate remuneration figure to
the Minister.

(9) (8 What action has the department or the Miniger taken to correct the
remuneration figure in the note to the 2000-01 annua report; and (b) on
what date was this action taken.

(10)In respect to note 20 to Appendix 8 of the annual report for the year ended 30
June 2001, what corresponding amendments are required to provide a ‘true
and fair view' of the remuneration of executives in 2000-01 to: (a) the
aggregate amount of total remuneration of executive officers; and (b) the
aggregate amount of performance pay paid during the year to executive
officers.

(11) Are any of the other notes to financia statements for the year ended
30 June 2001 inaccurate.

(12) With reference to evidence provided to the Rural and Regional Affairs and
Transport Legisation Committee during the estimates hearing on
20 November 2002 that the remuneration details required to be declared
include a number of components: What was the detailed breakdown of the
Secretary’ s remuneration package for the 2000-01 financial year, including:
(a) base salary; (b) performance pay; (c) productivity pay; (d) car; (e) fringe
benefits tax; (f) car parking; (g) superannuation; (h) unused leave; and
(i) any other components.
983 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,

Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to the department’s toll-free 24-hour
customer service telephoneline:

(1) What isthe telephone number.
(2) Which output areaisresponsible for the customer service line.

(3) What was the full cost of maintaining the customer service line in the
financia year ended 30 June 2002.
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Can a breakdown of direct and indirect costs be provided, including:
(a) gaff costs; (b) infrastructure costs (including maintenance);
(c) telephone costs; (d) departmental costs; and (€) any other costs.

Is it the case that the customer service line recelved three calls in the year
2001-02 financia year and just one cal related to a departmenta program
area.

What action was taken in response to this single call.

To which two agencies were the other two calls referred.

On what days in the 2001-02 financial year were the three calls received.
When was the customer service line established.

Have the hours of operation, or other operational details, altered since it
was established; if so, can detailsthese of changes be provided.

What has been the total cost of maintaining the customer service line since
its establishment.

How many calls have been received, by year, in each year of its operation.

984 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to evidence given to the Rural and
Regional Affairs and Transport Legislation Committee during the estimates
hearing on 20 November 2002, in relation to the Australian Quarantine and
Inspection Service (AQIS) uniform contracts held by Bizwear Pty Ltd:
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Can acopy of the contract for the period 1996-2002, valued at $4.1 million,
be made available; if not, why not.

What was AQIS' average staffing level in the period 1996-2002.

During that time, how many staff were provided with the uniform supplied
under the terms of the contract.

Can a copy of the contract for the period 2002-04, valued a a maximum of
$6 million, be made available; if not, why not.

What is AQIS' projected average staffing level for the period 2002-04.

During that time, how many staff are projected to be provided with the
uniform supplied under the terms of the contract.

985 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to evidence given to the Rural and
Regional Affairs and Transport Legislation Committee during the estimates
hearing on 20 November 2002 that the department’s accounts were qualified by
the Australian National Audit Office in the 1999-2000 financid year because a
payment madein that year breached the Australian Constitution:

D
(2
3
(4)

()

(6)
(")

What arethe full details of the payment.
When did the breach occur.
Wheat section of the Constitution did the action breach.

On what date did the department become aware of the breach; if applicable,
who brought the breach to the department’ s attention.

On what date was the breach brought to the attention of the Minister and/or
his office.

What action did the department take in response to this breach.

Was the breach reported in the department’s annual reports for the years
ending 30 June 2000 or 30 June 2001; if not, why not.
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986 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to the Minister’ s statement, * Sheep exports
from Portland to resume if tough new conditions are met’, issued on
31 Octaber 2002:

(1) What recommendations did the Independent Reference Group make to the
Minister.

(2) Have any of these recommendations failed to be incorporated into the new
action plan for live animal exports.

(3) (& Who comprised the joint industry/Government working group that
devel oped the action plan; and (b) when was this working group formed.

(4) On how many occasions has thisworking group met.

(5) Has the working group been disbanded; if so, when did this occur; if not,
what tasks is the working group now undertaking.

987 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to the answer to the question on notice
no. 725 (Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6612) concerning live anima
exports:

(1) Did the Chief Veterinary Officer recommend to the Secretary of the
department that the livestock vessd Al Kuwait should be permitted to
depart from Portland; if so, did the Chief Veterinary Officer recommend
any conditions that were not subsequently applied to its departure; if not,
why did the secretary disregard the recommendation of the Chief
Veterinary Officer and revoke a direction that an export permit not be
granted to the exporter.

(2) (a8 How many sheep, if any, died aboard the Al Kuwait during the voyage
that commenced in Portland on 29 September 2002; and (b) what was the
principal identified cause of death.

988 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—With reference to evidence given to the Rural and
Regional Affairs and Transport Legislation Committee during the estimates
hearing on 20 November 2002 in relation to the Exceptional Circumstances (EC)
Program:

(1) Isit the case that the EC guidelines agreed at the Agriculture and Resource
Management Council of Audtralia and New Zealand meeting, in March
1999, do not require the states to provide substantial financial support in a
region subject to an EC application before an EC declaration can be made.

(2) Is it the case that the Commonwealth has imposed changes to the EC
guidelines requiring disclosure of state drought expenditure without
reaching agreement with any state on this change.

989 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

(1) (8 Wha is the term of the current contract of the Secretary of the
department; and (b) when did it commence.

(2) Hasthe Commonwesalth entered into a previous contract, or contracts, with
Mr Taylor as Secretary; if so, can details be provided of the relevant terms.

(3) Does the current contract contain an entitlement for reunion travel; if so,
what is the maximum entitlement per year.
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(4) (a) What are the details of the cost of reunion travel, by year, in the term of
the current contract; and (b) can a detailed breakdown of these costs be
provided, including: (a) air fares; (b) taxi fares; (c) parking charges; and
(d) any other components.

(6) If different, can a detailed breakdown of all costs incurred in relation to
reunion travel since the secretary’s appointment on 17 January 2000 be
provided.

Notice given 5 December 2002

993 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation—
With reference to the answer to the question on notice no. 500 (Senate Hansard,
23 Octaober 2002, p. 5808):

(1) Why isthe Tasmanian Forest Practices Board (TFPB) data on logging from
1996-2001 ‘incorrect’.

(2) What evidence is available that the figures in the question, provided by the
TFPB, are incorrect; if no evidence is available, what dispute does the
Minister have with the contention in part (2) of the question.

(3) With reference to part (4) of the answer to question no. 500 what credit
does the Government give to the methods which calculate sustainable yield
without data on logging rates being provided.

(4) What wasthe 5-year cut of Eucalyptus regnans stated in the first Tasmanian
5-year review.

994 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—For each of the 110 cases referred to on page 1 of the
report for 2001-02 on the results of the Australian National Residue Survey
Results, where residues were above Australian Standards, can details be provided
of: (a) the level of residue; (b) the state and place where the measurement
occurred; and (c) the penalty which resulted.

Notice given 9 December 2002

999 Senator Sherry: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Employment
and Workplace Relations—

(1) (a) Why has the Government listed a contingent liability of $104 million
relating to the Special Employee Entitlements Scheme for Ansett Group
Employees in the 2002-03 Mid-Year Economic and Fisca Outlook; and
(b) on what specific future eventsisthis liability contingent.

(2) (a8 What is the amount of the contingent revenue relating to the scheme
referred to in the mid-year outlook; and (b) on what specific future eventsis
the revenue contingent

(3) Why was the scheme not listed at al as a contingent liability, quantifiable
or unquantifiable, in the 2002-03 Budget papers.

(4) Why has the scheme only become a contingent liability since the 2002-03
Budget.
1001 Senator Bartlett: To ask the Minister representing the Miniger for the
Environment and Heritage—

(1) What isthetotal quantity of untreated sewage discharged from vessels into
the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park each year.
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What is the amount of sewage treated to a standard less than tertiary
treatment that is discharged into the marine park.

Arethere any plans for eliminating the discharge of untrested waste into the
marine park.

What is the status of the plan to require tertiary treatment for all sewerage
treatment plantsthat discharge into the marine park.

Are there requirements for pump out facilities to be installed in marinas,
harbours and/or ports along the Great Barrier Reef coast.

Isthere arequirement that new facilities contain pump-out facilities.

With reference to page 34 of the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park
Authority’s report 2001-02, which indicates both a reduction in the number
of trawlers and an increased profitability of remaining trawlers. Are there
any figures on: (a) therelative levels of catch; and (b) catch per unit effort
in the 18 months since the trawl plan took effect.

When are the results of the seabed recovery work being done by the
Commonwealth Scientific and Industria Research Organisation expected to
be available.

With reference to page 35 of the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park
Authority’s report 2001-02, which notes that agreement has been reached
with the Queensland Government regarding management of the take of
pipefish and seahorses by trawlers, and given that the report aso indicates
that agreement was reached on measures that need to be introduced to
monitor the impact of trawling on these species: What is the current level
of: (a) pipefish; and (b) seahorse take by trawlers.

What are the current estimated population levelsin the marine park of those
species listed under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999.

What are the agreed measures for monitoring pipefish and/or seahorse take.
What are potential measures to reduce the take of those threatened species.

(®) Isit true that prohibitions on spawning aggregations are no longer in the
Reef Line Fishing Plan; (b) was it in earlier drafts of the plan; (c) did the
Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority support its earlier inclusion; and
(d) does the authority support the targeting of spawning aggregations under
this plan.

Given that the Government has indicated it will reintroduce regulations
relating to commercia netting in Princess Charlotte Bay, and given that
approximately 16 fishers that have a history of regularly using the bay:
(8 how many of those 16 had other endorsements; and (b) what were the
other endorsements.

Of the total commercial netting effort in the bay, historically, how much of
the effort occurred outside the conservation zone, including intertidal and
estuarine netting.

What is the total bill that the authority has submitted to the Queendand
Government for monitoring and other work at Nelly Bay Harbour.

(a) Has the authority inspected the ferry landing areg; (b) isit the case that
the concrete at theferry landing is cracking; and (c) has the authority signed
off on thelanding facilities.

Given that at the Environment, Communications, Information Technology
and the Arts Legidation Committee estimate hearings on 20 November
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2002, the authority indicated there were concerns with sediment at Nelly
Bay: Can details be provided of the nature, status and proposed solutions to
those concerns.

Given that at the Environment, Communications, Information Technology
and the Arts Legidation Committee estimate hearings on 20 November
2002, the authority indicated that there was an ‘excision’ issuein relation to
Nelly Bay: Is it correct that this relates to the need for water to be
permanently present between the breakwater and the mainland of Magnetic
Idand

Isit correct that the authority is recommending are-profiling of areasinside
the harbour in order to ensure that separation is maintained; if so, can a
description of the authority requirements be provided.

Isthisissuethe subject of any dispute with the state government.

Based on current design, depths and sedimentation rates and the changes in
beach profile requested by the authority, how frequently is dredging
expected to be required insde Nelly Bay harbour or in the access channd.

Has the authority had any discussionswith the state, the contractor or others
in relation to a proposed groyne at Nelly Bay; if so, can details be provided
of: (a) the nature and gtatus of the proposal; and (b) any discussions that
have been held.

With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 525 (Senate
Hansard, 17 September 2002, p. 4323) in which the authority provided a
summary of pending coastal development applications to the Senate: How
many additional staged developments are there along the Queensland coast
for which there are no current Commonweal th applications, but which have
indicated an intent to move to a subsequent devel opment stage.

How many coastal development approvals issued by local or date
governments are currently on the books that have not yet been acted upon
but are ill valid.

With reference to page 30 of the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park
Authority’s report 2001-02, which indicates that the authority acted as
advisory agency on a number of occasions under the Integrated Planning
Act: (a) How many advices were provided; and (b) for which development
proposals.

To what extent have the recommendations contained in advices been
followed by the relevant state authority.

With reference to page 28 of the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park
Authority’s report 2001-02 which lists one of the outputs of the authority as
the ‘pollution gtatus of Cleveland Bay': Can an outline of the pollution
issues relating to Cleveland Bay be provided.

(@ Is the Queendand nickel outfall discharge pipe still operational; and
(b) are there plans to cease discharge from that pipe.

1004 Senator Bishop: To ask the Miniger representing the Minister for Veterans
Affairs—With reference to paragraph 6.22 in the Austradian Nationa Audit Office
report no. 6 into fraud control in the Department of Veterans Affairs, tabled in the
Senate on 29 August 2002 and the estimate in the department’ s Fraud Control Plan
that up to $15 million may be at risk to fraud in the medical accounts treatment
processing system:

D

(8) What specific items of medical services were included in that estimate;
and (b) what was the estimate against each item.
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For each of the past 3 years, what amounts have been recovered, by state,
from: (a) providers of medical services, by type (b) providers of
community nursing; (c) providers of other home care and domestic
services; and (d) other providers of health-related services.

What resources are specifically allocated in each state office to fraud
control and management in the health area.

For each date in the past year, how many hedth providers have been
interviewed or counselled with respect to claims lodged for payment.

In each of the past 5 years, how many providers of health services have
been prosecuted for fraudulent claims.

In each of the past 5 years, how many veterans in relation to fraudulent
travel claimshave been: (a) investigated; and (b) prosecuted.

In each of the past 5 years how many transport contractors in relation to
fraudulent claims have been: (a) investigated; and (b) prosecuted.

With reference to state offices, what ingructions exist for the
implementation of the fraud control plan.

1005 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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(8 What discussions has the Minister undertaken with Japanese officials
during 2002 in relation to Australian beef imports to Japan known as
‘Aussie Beef’; (b) who attended each meeting; (c) when did each meeting
occur; (d) what was discussed at each meeting; and (€) what records were
kept of each mesting.

(8 Wha discussions has the Miniger had with Japanese officials
specifically in relation to the import restrictions known as the ‘ snap-back’;
(b) who attended each meeting; (c) when did each meeting occur; (d) what
was discussed at each meeting; and (€) what records were kept of each
meeting.

Is the ‘snap-back’ calculated on total beef imports into Japan, or on a
country-by-country basis.

Will the ‘snap-back’ be invoked on Australian beef imports to Japan during
the 2002-03 and 2003-04 financial years.

1006 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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(8) When did the Minister first become aware of plans by the United States
(US) to conduct a consumer marketing campaign to re-build market share
for American beef within Japan following the Japanese Bovine Spongiform
Encephal opathy (BSE) outbreak of 2001; and (b) how was he advised.

When did the first advertisements for US beef produce actually appear in
the Japanese media

Is the Minister aware of the amount of funding, in US dollars, actualy
expended to date by US beef interests, including the US Government, on
the consumer marketing campaign to re-build market share for American
beef within Japan following the BSE outbreak in Japan during 2001.

Is the Minister aware of the planned duration of the consumer marketing
campaign to re-build market share for American beef within Japan
following the BSE outbreak of 2001.
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What monitoring is the Commonwealth undertaking of the activities of
competitors to Australian beef producers to grow or rebuild their market
share within the Japanese beef market in the wake of the BSE outbreak of
2001.

What was the total US market share of the Japanese beef market on a
weekly basis for the period 15 September to 15 November 2002, compared
with the same period last year.

What were the results of consumer awareness testing for US beef produce
on a weekly basis for the period 15 September to 15 November 2002,
compared with the same period last year.

What were the results of consumer confidence testing into the perception of
the safety of US beef produce for the period 15 September to 15 November
2002, compared with the same period last year.

What were the weekly growth in sales of US beef produce for the period 15
September to 15 November 2002, compared with the same period last year.

1007 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—
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How much funding has the Commonwealth expended to date to re-build
market share, via a marketing campaign for Australian beef produce known
as ‘Aussie Beef’, within Japan following the Bovine Spongiform
Encephal opathy (BSE) outbreak of 2001.

In formulating the amount of Commonwealth funding for the Aussie Beef
campaign, what analysis was conducted to ensure the sum budgeted for
expenditure would be adequate.

(8 Which advertising agency is conducting the Aussie Beef campaign;
(b) how was the advertising agency selected; and (c¢) when did the
campaign planning begin at the advertising agency.

On what day did the first advertisement for the Aussie Beef campaign
appear in the Japanese media.

Can the media schedule for the Aussie Beef campaign be supplied.

What are the specific marketing and sales objectives of this marketing
campaign.

Was the Minister required to approve the Aussie Beef campaign concept; if
so, when did the Minister: (a) receive the concept; and (b) approve the
concept.

In the event that officers within the department were authorised to approve

the Aussie Beef campaign concepts: (a) what were the positions of those
officers; and (b) when did they do so.

How is the effectiveness of the Aussie Beef marketing campaign being
monitored.

(8 How often does the Minister receive a report on the campaign's
effectiveness; and (b) how does the Minister receive this.

(8 How often does the department receive a report on the campaign’s
effectiveness; and (b) how isthisreceived.

How often do the Minister and officers from the department meet with the
advertising agency to discuss the progress of the Aussie Beef campaign
againg the stated marketing and sales objectives.

What records are kept of these discussions.
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What are the results to date of consumer awareness testing for Aussie Beef
since the Aussie Beef campaign commenced in the Japanese media,
compared with the same period last year.

What are the results to date of consumer confidence testing of the
perception of the safety of Aussie Beef since the Aussie Beef campaign
commenced in the Japanese media, compared with the same period in 2001.

What weekly growth has there been in Aussie Beef sales since the Aussie
Beef campaign commenced in the Japanese media, compared with the same
period in 2001.

What have the weekly market share results for Aussie Beef been since the
Aussie Beef campaign commenced in the Japanese media, compared with
the same period last year.

When isthe Aussie Beef campaign due to finish.

Is the department preparing to extend the campaign into the next financia
year; if not, will this decision be based upon: (a) budgetary restrictions; or
(b) the achievement of a stated marketing objective.

Notice given 10 December 2002

1012 Senator Bishop: To ask the Minider representing the Minister for Veterans
Affairs—
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In how many cases have claimants for compensation by personnel with East
Timor service, pursuant to the Veterans Entitlements Act 1986, been
referred to and examined by the Austrdian Defence Force (ADF) Medical
Service.

At what level of injury under the scale set out in the Guide for the
Assessment of Rates of Pension, under the Veterans Entitlements Act
1986, would a serving member be considered unfit for duty.

What penalty is provided to serving members who conceal an injury or
make fal se satements about their fitness.

Is evidence of disabilities clamed and accepted under the Veterans
Entitlements Act 1986 considered as part of that assessment.

Will the Minigter ask the Inspector-General to conduct an investigation into
alleged fraud by serving ADF personnel making claims under the Veterans
Entitlements Act 1986 and representing themselves as fit for duty.

What steps are being taken to remove the effect of the Privacy Act 1988
which prevents the Department of Veterans Affairs advising the
Department of Defence of disability claims lodged and accepted from
serving personnel.

With reference to the answer given to question on notice no. 743 (Senate
Hansard, 4 December 2002, p. 6796) on Gulf War compensation, how
many personnel with accepted claims are still serving.

1013 Senator Allison: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Science—Is it
the case that a public relations contract is proposed to be let, with a budget of
$300 000, with the aim of persuading South Australians to accept nuclear waste; if
so: (a) what is the date by which the contract will be awarded or, if aready
awarded, to whom has it been let; (b) from which budget is this contract being
funded; (c) can a copy of the brief given to the public relations company be
provided together with a program of events, publications, etc.; and (d) what are the
key messages of the campaign.
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1014 Senator Harris: To ask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—
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Is the Minister aware that in the recent decision of the Federal Court of
Australia in the case of MLC Limited v Deputy Commissioner of Taxation
[2002] FCA 149, in responding to the Commissioner’ s statement of reasons
which accompanied natification of the disalowance of the applicants
objections, the judge stated: ‘It may be said that it is hard to see how the
applicants or their agent could have taken into account in preparing the
returns lodged in 1996 and 1997 the views expressed in TD 1999/1 when
those views did not appear publicly for some years after the returns were
lodged.’

Is the Minister prepared to make any changes to tax law to avoid the need
for ataxpayer to have the crystal ball the Commissioner apparently expects.

1015 Senator Lundy: To ask the Miniser for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—
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Can the following information be provided in the form of a spreadshest, in
both hard copy and eectronically, for each contract entered into by the
National Office for the Information Economy which has not been fully
performed or was entered into during the 2001-02 financial year, and that is
wholly, or in part, information and communications technology-related
with a consideration of $20 000 or more: (a) a unique identifier for the
contract, for example contract number; (b) the contractor name and
Australian Business Number or Australian Company Number; (c) the
domicile of the parent company; (d) the subject matter of the contract,
including whether the contract is substantially for hardware, software,
services or a mixture, with estimated percentages; (€) the starting date of
the contract; (f) the term of the contract, expressed as an ending date; (f) the
amount of the consideration in Australian dollars, and (g) the amount
applicable to the current budget year in Australian dallars; and (h) whether
or not there is an industry devel opment requirement and, if so, details of the
industry development reguirement (in scope and out of scope).

With reference to any contracts that meet the above criteria, can afull list of
sub-contracts valued at over $5 000 be provided, including: (a) a unique
identifier for the contract, for example contract number; (b) the contractor
name and Australian Business Number or Australian Company Number;
(c) the domicile of the parent company; (d) the subject matter of the
contract, including whether the contract is substantidly for hardware,
software, services or a mixture, with estimated percentages; (€) the starting
date of the contract; (f) the term of the contract, expressed as an ending
date; (f) the amount of the consideration in Audralian dollars; and (g) the
amount applicable to the current budget year in Australian dollars; and
(h) whether or not there is an industry development requirement and, if so,
details of the industry development requirement (in scope and out of
scope).

1017 Senator Lundy: To ask the Minigter representing the Minister for Education,
Science and Training—

D

Can the following information in the form of a spreadsheet be provided, in
both hard copy and electronically, for each contract entered into by the
Enterprise and Career Education Foundation which has not been fully
performed or was entered into during the 2001-02 financial year, and that is
whoally, or in part, information and communications technology-related
with a consideration of $20 000 or more: (a) a unique identifier for the
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contract, for example contract number; (b) the contractor name and
Australian Business Number or Australian Company Number; (c) the
domicile of the parent company; (d) the subject matter of the contract,
including whether the contract is substantially for hardware, software,
services or a mixture, with estimated percentages; (€) the starting date of
the contract; (f) theterm of the contract, expressed as an ending date; (f) the
amount of the consideration in Australian dollars, and (g) the amount
applicable to the current budget year in Australian dallars; and (h) whether
or not there is an industry devel opment requirement and, if so, details of the
industry development reguirement (in scope and out of scope).

With reference to any contracts that meet the above criteria, can afull list of
sub-contracts valued at over $5 000 be provided, including: (a) a unique
identifier for the contract, for example contract number; (b) the contractor
name and Australian Business Number or Australian Company Number;
(c) the domicile of the parent company; (d) the subject matter of the
contract, including whether the contract is substantidly for hardware,
software, services or a mixture, with estimated percentages; (€) the starting
date of the contract; (f) the term of the contract, expressed as an ending
date; (f) the amount of the consideration in Augraian dollars; and (g) the
amount applicable to the current budget year in Australian dollars; and
(h) whether or not there is an industry development requirement and, if so,
details of the industry development requirement (in scope and out of
scope).

1018 Senator Lundy: To ask the Minister representing the Prime Minister—

D)
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Can the following information in the form of a spreadsheet be provided, in
both hard copy and eectronically, for each contract entered into by the
Australian National Audit Office, the Office of National Assessments, the
Commonwealth Ombudsman and the Australian Public Service
Commission which has not been fully performed or was entered into during
the 2001-02 financial year, and that is wholly, or in part, information and
communications technology-related with a consideration of $20 000 or
more: (a) a unique identifier for the contract, for example contract number;
(b) the contractor name and Australian Business Number or Austrdian
Company Number; (c) the domicile of the parent company; (d) the subject
matter of the contract, including whether the contract is substantially for
hardware, software, services or a mixture, with estimated percentages;
(e) the starting date of the contract; (f) the term of the contract, expressed as
an ending date; (f) the amount of the consideration in Audralian dollars;
and (g) the amount applicable to the current budget year in Australian
dollars; and (h) whether or not there is an industry development
requirement and, if so, details of the industry devel opment requirement (in
scope and out of scope).

With reference to any contracts that meet the above criteria, can afull list of
sub-contracts valued at over $5 000 be provided, including: (a) a unique
identifier for the contract, for example contract number; (b) the contractor
name and Australian Business Number or Australian Company Number;
(c) the domicile of the parent company; (d) the subject matter of the
contract, including whether the contract is substantidly for hardware,
software, services or a mixture, with estimated percentages; (€) the starting
date of the contract; (f) the term of the contract, expressed as an ending
date; (f) the amount of the consideration in Audralian dollars; and (g) the
amount applicable to the current budget year in Australian dollars; and
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(h) whether or not there is an industry development requirement and, if so,
details of the industry development requirement (in scope and out of
scope).

Senator Lundy: To ask the Minigerslisted below (Question Nos 1019-1020)—

D

2

Can the following information in the form of a spreadsheet be provided, in
both hard copy and eectronically, for each contract entered into by
agencies within the department which has not been fully performed or was
entered into during the 2001-02 financia year, and that iswhally, or in part,
information and communi cations technol ogy-rel ated with a consideration of
$20000 or more: (8) a unique identifier for the contract, for example
contract number; (b) the contractor name and Australian Business Number
or Australian Company Number; (c) the domicile of the parent company;
(d) the subject matter of the contract, including whether the contract is
substantially for hardware, software, services or a mixture, with estimated
percentages; (€) the starting date of the contract; (f) the term of the contract,
expressed as an ending date; (f) the amount of the consideration in
Australian dollars, and (g) the amount applicable to the current budget year
in Austraian dollars and (h) whether or not there is an industry
development requirement and, if so, details of the industry devel opment
requirement (in scope and out of scope).

With reference to any contracts that meet the above criteria, can afull list of
sub-contracts valued at over $5 000 be provided, including: (a) a unique
identifier for the contract, for example contract number; (b) the contractor
name and Australian Business Number or Australian Company Number;
(c) the domicile of the parent company; (d) the subject matter of the
contract, including whether the contract is substantidly for hardware,
software, services or a mixture, with estimated percentages; (€) the starting
date of the contract; (f) the term of the contract, expressed as an ending
date; (f) the amount of the consideration in Audralian dollars; and (g) the
amount applicable to the current budget year in Australian dollars; and
(h) whether or not there is an industry development requirement and, if so,
details of the industry development requirement (in scope and out of
scope).

1019 Minister representing the Attorney-General
1020 Minister for Family and Community Services

1023 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—

D
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(4)

()

(8 How many of the 86 uniformed personnd engaged in hedth service
provision in Victoria have been advised, to date, of their new postings as a
result of the decision to award the health services contract to Mayne Health
Services, and (b) of these personnel, how many have be posted to each
hospital.

When will al personnel be advised of their new postings.

Why has this advice not been given to some personnel.

What is the average period of notice given to those health personnel who
have been notified, that is, what is the average time between notification
and uplift to their new position.

What is the minimum period of notice given to those health personnel who
have been notified.

1024 Senator O’Brien: Toask the Minister for Defence—Further to the advice given to
the Rura and Regional Affairs and Transport Legislation Committee in the
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estimates hearing on 20 November 2002 that Air Marsha Houston and Airservices
Australia had agreed to work towards the provision by Airservices Australia of air
traffic control services at Townsville and Darwin airports:

D

2

3
(4)

(& When will the consultation phase commence and conclude; and
(b) which defence agencies and organisations will be included in that
consultation.

Does this decision relate to previous reports of a shortage of defence air
traffic controllers; if so, can the Minister assure the public that sufficient
defence resources exist to safely cover the functions until the proposed
changes occur or, if defence resources are not sufficient, will interim
measures be put in place.

Is the decision to transfer functions from the department to Airservices
Australiaaministerial or an agency level decision.

Will any other airport or aviation functions be involved in the transfer of
functions at Darwin and/or Townsville airports, or any other location; if so,
which services and locations.

1025 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—Further to the advice given to the Rura and Regiona Affairs
and Transport Legislation Committee in the estimates hearing on 20 November
2002 that Air Marshal Houston and Airservices Australia had agreed to work
towards the provision by Airservices Australia of air traffic control services at
Townsville and Darwin airports:

D
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3

3
(4)

(& When will the consultation phase commence and conclude; and
(b) which transport and related agencies and organisations will be included
in that consultation.

Will this involve Airservices Australia providing defence and civilian air
traffic control services.

Does this decision relate to previous reports of a shortage of defence air
traffic controllers; if so, can the Minister assure the public that sufficient
defence resources exist to safely cover the functions until the proposed
changes occur or, if defence resources are not sufficient, will interim
measures be put in place.

Is the decision to transfer functions from the department to Airservices
Australiaaministerial or an agency level decision.

Will any other airport or aviation functions be involved in the transfer of
functions at Darwin and/or Townsville airports, or any other location; if so,
which services and locations.

Notice given 11 December 2002

1026 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

D

@

Can a full lig be provided of rea property owned by the department,
indicating: (a) the address; (b) the type of property (for example, vacant
building etc.); (c) the size of the property; and (d) the property valuation.
Can afull list be provided of the real property sold by or on behalf of the
department in the 2002-03 financial year, indicating: (a) the address; (b) the
type of property (for example, vacant building etc.); (c) the size of the
property; (d) the type of sale (auction or advertised price); (e) the date of
salg; (f) the reason for the sale; and (g) the price obtained.
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Can afull ligt be provided of the real property proposed to be sold by or on
behalf of the department in the 2002-03 financial year, indicating: () the
address; (b) the type of property (for example, vacant building etc.); (c) the
size of the property; (d) the type of sale proposed (auction or advertised
price); (€) the expected price range; and (f) thelikely timing of the sale.

Can a full list be provided of real property currently leased by the
department, indicating: (a) the owner of the property; (b) the address;
(c) the type of property; (d) the size of property; () the length of current
lease; (f) the value of the lease; (g) the departmental activities conducted at
the property; and (h) any sub-leases entered into at the property, including
details of: (i) the name of sub-tenants; (ii) the length of sub-leases; (iii) the
value of sub-leases; and (iv) the nature of sub-tenant activities.

1027 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry—

D
2
3

(4)
()

(6)
(")

What guidelines apply in relation to cost recovery in each output area and
agency of the department.

Can afull list of cost recovery charges in each output area and agency of
the department be provided.

Which cost recovery charges in each output area and agency of the
department have varied in response to the Commonwealth Cost Recovery
Policy.
(8) What are the details of each variation; and (b) when did each variation
occur.

What is the expected quantum of revenue from cost recovery arrangements
in the 2002-03 financial year in each output area and agency of the
department.

How does this figure compare with the figure for the 2001-02 financia
year.

Is the revenue from cost recovery arrangements expected to grow in the
2003-04 financid year; if so, what is the expected revenue growth in each
output area and agency of the department.

1029 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—If the Australian Government’s position is just and legal, why has the
Australian Government repudiated the International Court of Justice as an
arbitrator in determining sea and seabed boundaries between Australia and East

Timor.

1030 Senator Nettle: To ask the Minider representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—

D
@

Is the Minister aware of the rape of an estimated 625 women and girls in
the pagt 5 yearsin Burma by Burmese military personnel.

Has the Minigter raised this issue of rape by military personnel with the
Burmese State Peace and Development Council; if not: (a) why did the
Minister not raise the issue during the course of his requests for the release
of Burmese poalitical prisoners; and (b) now that the Minister is aware of the
issue, when will he be raising it with the State Peace and Development
Council.

Notice given 12 December 2002



88 No. 60—4 February 2003

*1031 Senator Bishop: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Veterans
Affairs—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 631 (Senate
Hansard, 12 December 2002): (a) What grants have been made under each of the
department’s grants programs during the 2000-01 financia year and the 2002-03
financia year to date, by postcode; (b) what was the value of each grant; and
(c) what was the purpose of each grant.

*1032 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Health and Ageing—How many Medicare
cards were returned to the Health Insurance Commission in 2001-02 because the
person to whom the card was issued had died.

*1033 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) How many lost Medicare cards did the Health Insurance Commission
replace in 2001-02.

(2) What was the total cost to the Health Insurance Commission of replacing
Medicare Cardsin 2001-02.

Notice given 13 December 2002

*1036 Senator Cook: To ask the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) (& How many taxpayers, in circumstances similar to those of Julie
Vincent's have settled and agreed to pay amounts to the Austraian
Taxation Office (ATO) that have now been found not to be owing, as a
result of the Full Court decision in Vincent v Commissioner of Taxation
[2002] FCA 656; and (b) what is the amount of money that has been, will
be or would otherwise have been collected irrespective of the Vincent case.

(2) (a) Isit the case that most taxpayers issued with amended assessments for
1994, 1995 and 1996 potentidly fall within the ambit of the Vincent
decision based on the Commissioner’s own assessment of the deductibility
of their claimed expenditure; and (b) what is the amount of money collected
from taxpayers during these years of income.

(3) Hasthe ATO accepted settlement offers from taxpayers after the decision in
the Vincent case in circumstances in which the taxpayers are agreeing to
settle for an amount that the full court decision has shown is not owing; and
(b) how many have they accepted in these circumstances.

(4) Can the ATO provide any statistics on the number of taxpayers who have
entered into bankruptcy in circumstances where the decision in the Vincent
case indicates that the amended assessments issued to them werein fact not
owing.

(5) Hasthe ATO notified taxpayers that one of the implications of the decision
in the Vincent case is that a tax deductible loss may be claimed on the
cessation of their projects, in circumstances where their projects were
commercial failures.

(6) If the decision of Justice Stone in Cooke v Commissioner of Taxation
[2002] FCA 1315 is upheld on appea, how much money will have been
collected from taxpayersin circumstances where the court has found that no
money is owing by these taxpayers.

(7) Why did the ATO refuse test case funding for the Vincent appeal.

(8) Why did the ATO select ‘Budplan’ as a so-called representative test case
when the Vincent case and the Cooke case have shown it was not
representative of other tax effective investment projects.
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Given that immediately prior to the settlement offer closing the
Commissioner was suggesting that the first instance decision in the Vincent
case had broad application to all taxpayers: Now that the decision has been
overturned on appeal, why is the Commissioner now stating that the
decision of the Full Court in the Vincent case has limited application to
other taxpayers.

Does the Assistant Treasurer believe that the Commissioner, in forcing
ordinary taxpayers to settle prior to court appeals being decided, is acting as
a modd litigant in accordance with the Attorney-Genera’s policy
Statement.

*1037 Senator Nettle: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Trade—

D
@

3

Is the Miniger aware of the sanctioned slaughter of 20 000 dolphins per
year currently taking place in Japanese waters.

Has the Minister raised the issue of dolphin daughter in trade negotiations
with his Japanese counterpart; if not, can the Minigter explain why it has
not been raised; if so, has the Minister sought an undertaking from his
Japanese counterpart that this practice will be phased out.

Given Australia' s success in the eco-tourism industry, will the Minister be
providing Japan with assistance and expertise regarding the establishment
of eco-tourism facilities for whale and dolphin watching; if not, why does
the Minister believe that eco-tourism is not a practical and viable solution
to prevent further Japanese cruelty to dolphins

*1038 Senator Sherry: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Employment
and Workplace Relations—With reference to the report, ‘The Working Holiday
Maker Scheme and the Australian Labour Market,” rel eased by the Government on
24 September 2002:

D
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(4)
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(6)
(")

Is the Government aware of the statement on page 27 of the report that,
“The most usual rate of pay [of working holiday makers] was about $10 per
hour’.

What was the federal minimum wage for casual workers in the period
during which the relevant working holiday maker survey was conducted.

What has the Government done to investigate the reasons for any
discrepancy between the federal minimum wage for casual workers and the
$10 ‘most usual’ rate of pay for working holiday makers.

What accounts for any such discrepancy.

What steps has the Government taken since it received the report to ensure
that working holiday makers are not paid below the legal minimum wage.

Is the Government aware of what proportion of these working holiday
makers who were paid $10 per hour were paid their wages cash in hand.

What steps has the Government taken since it received the report to ensure
that those who employ working holiday makers withhold and remit tax
when paying their employees’ wages.

Notice given 16 December 2002

*1039 Senator Evans: To ask the Minigter for Defence—With reference to the answer to
a question without notice asked on 10 December 2002 on the project to upgrade
the Adelaide Class Guided Missile Frigates (FFGs) in which the Minister indicated
that ‘significant difficulties’ had been experienced with the subcontractor:

D

What are the details of the significant difficulties that were experienced.
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When did ADI Limited decide to take the task back from the subcontractor.

How much had been paid to the subcontractor prior to ADI Limited taking
back the task.

Was any action taken, either by the department or ADI Limited, against the
subcontractor after ADI Limited took back the task.

Does the decision by ADI Limited to take back the task have any
implications for the project budget; if so, can details of this impact be
provided.

With reference to the Minister’ s statement that, ‘with regard to the FFGs,
the oldest of them will not be upgraded to the same level’: (a) What was
meant by this statement; and (b) when was the decision taken to proceed
along these lines.

Why was the decision taken not to proceed with the same level of upgrade
for al of the FFGs.

Which of the FFGs are affected by this decision.

Does the decision not to proceed with the same level of upgrade for the
older FFGs have any implications for the project budget; if so, can details
of thisimpact be provided.

What will it cost, in respect of each FFG, to upgrade the FFGs as aresult of
thisdecision.

Does the decision not to proceed with the same level of upgrade for the
older FFGs have any implications for the capability of these vessdls; if so,
can details be provided.

What is the proposed end of life date for each of the FFGs following the
decision not to upgrade dl of the shipsto the same level.

Notice given 20 December 2002

*1041 Senator Evans; To ask the Minister for Defence—With reference to the Addaide
Class Guided Missile Frigates (FFGSs):

D
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When did each of the sx FFGs enter service.

(8) What was the cost of each of the FFGs; and (b) what is the estimated
current value of each of the FFGs.

Have any of the FFGs had upgrades over their life to date; if so, what was
the nature of the upgrades to each of the FFGs.

(8) When was the current combat system software currently fitted to each
FFG; and (b) has this software been upgraded at any stage during the life of
each FFG.

What are the limitations of the combat system software that is currently
fitted to the FFGs.

Do the limitations in the current combat system software make the FFGs
more vulnerable to attack.

*1042 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—

)
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Has the decision been made to relocate the RAAF Training College from
Point Cook and Edinburgh; if so: (a) when was this decison made; and
(b) why.

Wherewill be the RAAF Training College be rel ocated.

What amount, if any, has been spent on the rel ocation so far.
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What isthe total amount allocated to the rel ocation in each of the following
financia years: (a) 2002-03; and (b) 2003-04.

(8) What is the estimated cost of transferring all staff and students of the
RAAF Training College; and (b) what are the numbers of staff and students
across the whole training college.

Has any part of the RAAF Training College moved yet (for example, the
Training College Headquarters, the Officer Training School and the School
of Post Graduate Studies); if so, which parts have moved and when; if not,
when will the move of each part be made.

What use will be made of the RAAF training facilities a Point Cook and
Edinburgh after the training college has been rel ocated.

When were the training facilities at Point Cook and Edinburgh: (a) built;
and (b) last enhanced or upgraded.

Isany part of either of these bases proposed to be sold; if so, when will they
be advertised and for how much.

Will al students of the RAAF Training College be accommodated on-base
at the new location.

How many people will the new accommodation house.

Has a decision been made to move the Recruit Training Unit of the RAAF
Training College; if so, where to and why.

How many staff and students are there at the Recruit Training Unit of the
RAAF Training College.

Wheét isthe estimated cost of their relocation.

What is the total amount allocated to the relocation of the Recruit Training
Unit in each of thefollowing financial years: (a) 2002-03; and (b) 2003-04.

*1043 Senator Bishop: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Veterans
Affairs—
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With reference to the department’s additional estimates for the 2002-03
financial year, what is the estimated net increase in service pension
claimants, both age and invalidity, as shown in Appendix 2, by category:
(8) WWII; (b) Korea and south-east Asig; (c) Vietnam; (d) Commonwealth
and Allied by country of origin; and (€) other, by deployment.

What were the end of year numbers in payments, in those same categories,
for each of the past 3 years.

(8 What reasons are attributed for this growth; and (b) why were the
forward estimates so wrong.

(8) What precisely were the changes in parameters; and (b) how do they
differ from those used in the forward estimates.

What has been the growth in medical consultations of: (a) genera
practitioners; (b) specidists; and (c) other, by specialty, which has caused
the overspending against the estimate of $20.5 million, as shown on
page 39 of the department’s portfolio additional estimates statement for
2002-03.

What proportion of those services were to: (a) Gold Card holders; and
(b) White Card holders.

(8 What are the elements of the $16 million overspend shown against
‘other medical expenses' on page 39, as well as the attributed expenditure
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to each; and (b) what are the reasons for the shortfall in funding for each
item.

What have been the causes of the increase of $22 million above the
estimates for residential care, and why was the estimate so far out.

What analysis, if any, has been done of the impact of the overspend by the
Homecare program.

(a) What is the explanation for the need to increase estimates by $7 million
for pharmaceuticals, as shown at page 39 of the department’s portfolio
additional estimates statement for 2002-03; and (b) does this projected
shortfall include allowance for the 2002-03 Budget savings items; if so,
how much.

Within this increase in usage, which prescribed drugs on the Repatriation
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme saw the highest proportional increases.

Given that growth in numbers and/or usage rates are cited as reasons for
changes to estimates to the val ue of $56 million, as the treatment popul ation
declined (see page 41) where specifically was the growth by client group
and treatment type.

On page 45, what elements are included under ‘other’, with actua cost
increases, comprising theincrease in estimates of $285 000.

(8 How many claims for defective administration have there been in the
2002-03 financial year to date; and (b) what was the cost and reason for
each claim in Outcome 1 and all other outcomes.

Further to the answer to question on notice no. 39 from the Foreign Affairs,
Defence and Trade Legislation Committee estimates hearings in February
2002: (a) what sum was spent on defective adminigtration payments in the
2001-02 financia year; (b) what was the distribution of payments by
outcome and state; and (c) what was the same distribution for each of the
other years listed.

*1044 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 856
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6636) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft:
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Did the Western Australian Police Air Support Unit lodge an amended Air
Support Unit operations manua and a request for a reissue of the Police
Support Wing Air Operators Certificate with the Civil Aviation Safety
Authority (CASA) for approval in early 1998; if so: (a) what was the exact
date of the lodgement of the amended manual; and (b) which CASA office
received the application.

Were the proposed amendments approved; if so: (a) who approved the
amendments; and (b) on what date were the amendments approved.

If the amendments were not immediately approved: (a) what was the
concern with the proposed amendments; (b) who raised those concerns;
(c) when were those concerns raised with the unit; and (d) how were the
concernsraised.

*1045 Senator O’'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question number no. 855
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002 p. 6636) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
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surrounding the crash of a police aircraft, and in relation to the Western Austraian
Paolice Air Support Unit’srequest to amend its Air Support Unit operations manual
and for its Air Operator’s Certificate to be reissued by the Civil Aviation Safety
Authority (CASA) in early 1998:

(1) If there were concerns held by CASA officers about the proposed amended
arrangements, what was the nature of those concerns.

(2) Did the CASA officers who raised concerns about the amendments to the
operations manua refer those concerns to their superiors within the
authority; if so: (a) to whom were those concerns referred; (b) when were
those concernsreferred; and (c) how were those concernsreferred.

(3) If those proposed amendments to the operations manual were eventually
approved: (&) who finally approved the amendments; (b) how was that
information communicated to the unit; and (c) what was the name of the
police officer to whom the communication was addressed.

Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 854
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6635) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft, and in relation to the Western Austraian
Paolice Air Support Unit’srequest to amend its Air Support Unit operations manual
and for its Air Operator’s Certificate to be reissued by the Civil Aviation Safety
Authority (CASA) in early 1998:

(1) (8 What were the aviation quaifications required at each level of the
structure provided for by the operations manual prior to its amendment; and
(b) what were the aviation qualifications required a each level of the
structure provided for by the operations manua under the proposed
amendments.

(2) (8 How many properly qualified pilots were included in the structure
provided for in the operations manud; and (b) how many pilots were
provided for in the amended version of the operations manual.

(3) (a8 How many chief pilots were provided for in the unamended operations
manual; and (b) how many chief pilots were provided for in the amended
version of the manual.

Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 853
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6635) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft, and in relation to the Western Austraian
Police Air Support Unit operations manual and its Air Operator’s Certificate:

(1) On how many occasions since January 1998 has the unit been the subject of
an audit, scheduled or unscheduled, by the Civil Aviation Safety Authority
(CASA).

(2) On how many occasions during those audits were the qualifications of
officers checked against those required by the operations manual to ensure
the safe operation of the unit.

(3) In each of those audits, on how many occasions were the qualifications of
officers not in compliance with the requirements of the operations manual.

(4) In each case: (a) what action did CASA take; (b) when was that action
taken; (c) who took that action; and (d) what was the result of that action.
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Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 852
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6635) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft, and in relation to the Western Austraian
Police Air Support Unit operations manual and its Air Operator’s Certificate:
(8 on how many occasions since January 1998 has the District Flying Operations
Manager raised concerns with the Officer in Charge about the safe operation of the
unit; and (b) in each case: (i) what was the nature of the concern, (ii) when wasthe
concern raised, (iii) how was the concern raised, and (iv) what action followed the
concern raised by the manager.

Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 851
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6635) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft, and in relation to the Western Austraian
Paolice Air Support Unit: Was the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) advised
of the appointment of a new Officer in Charge in January 1999; if so, how did
CASA satisfy itsdf that the officer appointed to the position had the appropriate
qualifications and experience to ensure he could meet his responsibilities under the
terms of the unit’s Air Operator’s Certificate; if not, why not.

*1050 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and

*1051

Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 850
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6634) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft:

(1) Is a chief pilot required to hold all appropriate licences, endorsements or
ratings to cover operations authorised by an Air Operator’'s Certificate
(AOC) for which he or sheisresponsible; if not, in what circumstancesis a
chief pilot not required to hold such qualifications.

(2) If achief pilot does not hold all necessary qualifications to cover the terms
of an AOC, how does the Civil Aviation Safety Authority satisfy itself that
the organisation has the necessary qualifications and experience to ensure it
is able to comply with the terms of its AOC.

Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 848
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6634) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft:

(1) When did the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) suspend the medical
certificate of Mr John Brown of Bibra Lake, Western Audtraia

(2) (8 Wha was the basis of the suspension; and (b) what procedures did
CASA officers follow prior to the suspension of the above medica
certificate.

(3) Was anatice to show cause issued to Mr Brown prior to the suspension of
his medical certificate; if so: (a) when was that notice to show cause issued;
and (b) what actions were then undertaken by CASA following the issue of
that notice to show cause; if no notice to show cause was issued, what was
the process followed by CASA that led to the suspension of Mr Brown's
medical certificate.
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Did Mr Brown advise CASA that he was on sick leave prior to the
suspension of hismedical certificate; if so: () on what date was that advice
provided to CASA; (b) which CASA officer was provided with that
information; (c) where was that officer located; and (d) what was that
officer’s position within the authority.

(8) What action was taken by the CASA officer in receipt of the advice
from Mr Brown; (b) when was the action taken; and (c) when was the
decision to suspend Mr Brown'’s health certificate taken.

If the matter was referred to other CASA officers before the decision to
suspend Mr Brown's medical certificate was taken, which other officers
were involved in the assessment of Mr Brown’s circumstances and the
decision to suspend his certificate.

*1052 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 847
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6633) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft:

D

2

Prior to CASA suspending the medical certificate of Mr John Brown, what
action did CASA take to establish Mr Brown's medical condition and its
impact on his ability to meet the conditions of hislicence.

(8) How many medical practitioners were consulted by CASA inrelation to
Mr Brown's condition; (b) what were the names of those medica
practitioners; (c) what were their qualifications; and (d) in each case, where
were they practising medicine.

*1053 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 846
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6633) and the completion on 17 December
2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft, and with reference to Civil Aviation
Safety Authority (CASA) instrument number 53.99/00, the Approval under Civil
Aviation Order section 82.0, issued on 12 January 2000:

)
@

3

(4)

(5)

What qualifications were required by Pilot Special Constable Pek Ha
[ARN 537160] to perform the functions delegated to him.

Specifically, what qualifications and experience are required to carry out
pilot emergency training and testing under Civil Aviation Order 20.11
Appendix V.

(8) What processes were followed by CASA officers to satisfy themselves
that Constable Pek Ha was appropriately qualified; (b) who undertook those
checks; (c) when were the checks undertaken; and (d) what were the results
of these checks.

What were the other company standards for operations conducted under the
company’'s Air Operating Certificate (AOC) referred to in the above
instrument.

What qualifications and experience are required to satisfactorily perform
these other company standards for operations conducted under the above
AQC.

*1054 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to the answer to question on notice no. 845
(Senate Hansard, 2 December 2002, p. 6632) and the completion on 17 December
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2002 of the coronia inquiry in Western Australia into the circumstances
surrounding the crash of a police aircraft:

D

2

3

(4)

()

(6)

Has the Minister received any complaints regarding the operation of the
Western Australian Police Air Support Unit; if so: (@) when was each
complaint received; (b) what action did the Minister take following each
complaint; and (c) when did the Minister take that action.

If the Minister referred the above complaints to the Civil Aviation Safety
Authority (CASA): (a) when was each complaint referred to CASA;
(b) how was each complaint referred to CASA; and (c) to whom in CASA
was each complaint referred.

Did CASA undertake an investigation following the referral of each of the
above complaints from the Minister; if so: (a) when did each investigation
commence; (b) who undertook each investigation; (c) when was each
investigation completed; and (d) who was provided with a copy of the
report of the findings of the above investigations.

Did any of the above reports recommend any changes to the operation of
the unit; if so, in each case (a) what were the changes recommended;
(b) when were those recommendations communicated to the unit; (c) did
the unit implement all of the recommendations; and (d) when were these
changes implemented by the unit.

If the unit did not implement all the above recommendations, why not, and,
in each case, what follow-up action was taken by CASA in response to this
failure to implement the recommendations.

If the Minister, or his office, was provided with a copy of the report of the
above investigations: (a) when was each report provided to the Minister or
his office; and (b) what action did he or his office take following receipt of
the above reports.

Notice given 7 January 2003

*1055 Senator Callins: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Children and
Youth Affairs—With reference to the recent reallocation of 1 030 Outside School
Hours Care places (415 in September 2002 and a further 615 in December 2002)
in Victoria to meet the sate's Vacation Care unmet demand of 1 750 places, as
identified by the Victorian Family and Community Services office:

D
@

3
(4)

()

(8) Which localities received the extra Vacation Care places; and (b) what
was the number of places that each locality received.

(8) From which localities and forms of care were the Outsde School Hours
Care places reallocated; and (b) what was the number of places that each
locality and form of care gave up.

(8) Which localities are till in need of Vacation Care places; and (b) what
is the estimated unmet need for each of these localities.

(8 What is the current number of Vacation Care places in each state as
compared to other forms of Outside School Hours Care; and (b) what isthe
number of any recent reallocation of Outside School Hour Care places to
Vacation Carein states other than Victoria, if any.

If there has been any recent reallocation of Outside School Hour Care
places to Vacation Care in states other than Victoria, for each date
(a) which localities received the extra Vacation Care places; (b) what was
the number of Vacation Care places that each locality received; (c) from
which localities and forms of care were the Outside School Hours Care
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places reall ocated; (d) what was the number of places that each locality and
form of care gave up; (€) which localities are still in need of Vacation Care
places; and (f) what isthe estimated unmet need for each of these localities.

(6) What was the methodology used to calculate the unmet demand for
Vacation Care places.

*1056 Senator Allison: To ask the Miniger representing the Minister for Veterans
Affairs—

(1) Has a decison been made with regard to the buria of the recently-
discovered head of an unknown Turkish soldier.
(2) Did the Government seek advice from Turkey about the options of return
and buria in Augtralia; if so, what was that advice.
Senator Brown: To ask the Ministers listed below (Question Nos * 1057-* 1059)—Has
Roam Consulting done any work for the department or its agencies in the past
5 years; if so: (a) when; (b) what was the brief; (c) what were the main findings;
(d) what was the cost; and (€) can a copy of any report be provided.
*1057 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage
*1058 Minister representing the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources

*1059 Minister representing the Minister for Science

*1060 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Science—Do
the criteria for new Cooperative Research Centres (CRC) require the focus to be
on filling gaps and avoiding duplication; if so, how does the Minister justify the
allocation of funding to three new mining and mining-related CRCs and none to
the Renewable Energy CRC.

Senator Brown: To ask the Ministerslisted below (Question Nos * 1061-* 1064)—

(1) (a) What isthe best current estimate of the cost of subsurface sequestration
of carbon dioxide, separated into capture, compression, transport and
storage; (b) on what evidence is this estimate based; and (c) does it take
account of the loss of efficiency (energy cost) resulting from the
sequestration processitsalf.

(2) (a) What isthe meaning of ‘zero emissions cod’; and (b) what evidence is
therethat thisistechnically feasible.

(3) (a8 What funding or other assistance has been given by the department or
related agencies to research, develop or commercialise any aspect of
subsurface sequestration in each year since 1995; and (b) on each occasion
what was: (i) the name of the recipient, (ii) the amount of funding or
assistance, and (iii) the purpose of the grant or other assigance.

(4) Has subsurface sequestration been demonstrated or implemented oversess;
if so, what aspects and where.

*1061 Minister representing the Prime Minister

*1062 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage
*1063 Minister representing the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources
*1064 Minister representing the Minister for Science

Senator Brown: To ask the Minigters lised below (Question Nos * 1065-* 1068)—With
reference to the priority goals for research announced by the Prime Minister:

(1) (a) Which technologies are included in the goal of ‘reducing and capturing
emissions in trangport and energy generation’; (b) specifically, are the
following renewable energy technologies included: photovoltaics, solar
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thermal, wind, hydrogen; and (c) are any renewable energy technologies
excluded, in particular, those which do not result in the generation of power
but replace power generation.

(2) (8 What range of activities is included in ‘capture and sequestration of
carbon dioxide'; and (b) does it include biological sequestration such asin
old-growth forests and geological sequestration.

(3) What was the recommendation of the expert advisory committee chaired by
Dr Jim Peacock.

(4) Why isit that ‘capture and sequestration of carbon dioxide' is specifically
mentioned but renewable energy and energy efficiency are not.

(5) (a) What decisions have so far been influenced by the national research
priorities; and (b) what guidelines or other information were given to the
decision-makersin interpreting the priorities.

*1065 Minister representing the Minister for Science
*1066 Minister representing the Minister for Science
*1067 Minister representing the Minister for Science
*1068 Minister representing the Minister for Science
Senator Brown: To ask the Ministerslisted below (Question Nos * 1069-* 1071)—

(1) (a8 Do plantation growers in Tasmania obtain a financial advantage
compared with those in other states from being able to clear native
vegetation to establish plantations, (b) has this benefit been quantified; and
(c) how much isit.

(2) (a) Why isit that native forests can be cleared in Tasmania but not in any
other state; and (b) what is the environmental and economic justification.

(3) Have other plantation growers complained about the situation in Tasmania;
if so, who and when.

(4) (a) Isthe Minister aware that 42 000 hectares of Tasmanian native forest on
public and private land was cleared for plantations in the 2000-01 financid
year and that Gunns Ltd alone has around 70 000 hectares of native forest
on itsown land which it intendsto clear for plantations; and (b) what action
will be taken to stop this destruction.

(5) What area of plantations was established under managed investment
schemes for each state in each of the following financid years: (a) 2000-01;
and (b) 2001-02.

(6) (a) Does the Government have any policy againg using tax concessions to
encourage the clearing of native vegetation; and (b) is the 13-month
prepayment provision for plantations such a concession.

*1069 Minister representing the Treasurer
*1070 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage

*1071 Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation
*1072 Senator Brown: To ask the Minigter representing the Attorney-General—Will the

Government indemnify the family of Rola McCabe for legal costs incurred in
taking action against British American Tobacco relating to her death.

Notice given 8 January 2003

*1073 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation—In
response to the answer to question on notice no. 816 (Senate Hansard,
19 November 2002, p. 6809) and the failure to answer part (b) of that question,
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and noting the Minister’s assurance that the Australian Forest Standard (AFS) was
“intentionally drafted” for compatibility with internationd standards. In what
specific way is the AFS different (more strident or lax) than international
standards.

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Science—With
reference to the Chief Scientist, Dr Robin Batterham: (a) what has been his tota
income from his appointment; (b) what fringe benefits have applied, and what is
the value of these; (c) what is his annual wage; and (d) what costs have been paid
for Dr Batterham’s travel, to what destinations, and for what purpose has each of
his paid journeys been made.

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Science—On
what dates and for what purpose has the Chief Scientist, Dr Robin Batterham, met
with: (a) the Prime Minigter; (b) the Minister for Science and (c) other Ministers

(please specify).

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Science—Has
the Chief Scientist, Dr Robin Batterham, ever been accompanied by
representatives of Rio Tinto when meeting the Prime Minister or other ministers; if
so: (a) who were those representatives; (b) when did the meetings take place,
where and for what purpose; and (c) what was the outcome of each such meeting?

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Science—With
reference to the Government’s $137 million loan to Rio Tinto subsidiary Comalco
in October 2001: (a) when will the loan be repaid; (b) what is the interest rate and
what are the other terms and conditions of the loan; (c) for what purpose will the
loan be, or has the loan been, spent; (d) what isthe minera industry research to be
undertaken using the $35 million component which has gone to the Rio Tinto
Foundation; and (€) how does thisrdateto Comalco’s Gladstone refinery.

Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Foreign
Affairs—What representations has the Australian Government made regarding the
mining industry’s operations in Indonesian rainforest reserves (for example, Rio
Tinto in the Poboya Protected Forest in Sulawes) to: (a) the Indonesian
Government; (b) Rio Tinto; (c) other Australian mining interests; (d) world
environment bodies.

Notice given 14 January 2003

Senator Brown: To ask the Minigters lised below (Question Nos * 1079-* 1082)—With

*1079
*1080
*1081

reference to energy policy and greenhouse gas emissions:

(1) Does the department have copies of any reports or documents produced by
Roam Consulting in the past 5 calendar years; if so, in each case: (a) for
whom was the report or document prepared; (b) what is the full title and
date of the report or document; (c) what was the brief; (d) what were the
main findings; and (€) can a copy of thereport or document be provided.

(2) Have any documents prepared by the department or its agencies, including
by the Chief Scientist, used information supplied by Roam Consulting; if
so, in each case: (a) what was the full title and date of the document from
which the information was used; and (b) what other data supported any
conclusions drawn.

Minister representing the Prime Minister
Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage
Minister representing the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources



100

No. 60—4 February 2003

*1082 Minister representing the Minister for Science
*1083 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—

D
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(4)
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(6)

(8) When was the decision taken to extend the pilot trial of Manpower in
Victoriaand Tasmania past its original completion date of September 2001;
(b) who made this decision; and (c) why.

I's the amount paid to Manpower the same for each recruit to the Australian
Defence Force (ADF), regardiess of the rank or job to be performed by the
new recruit; if not, what amount is paid to Manpower for recruits to each
different rank, job, geographic location etc.

Can a list be provided of all the ADF recruitment call centres and their
locations.

For each call centre what is the number of: (a) Manpower employees;
(b) uniformed ADF personnel; and (c) public servants from the department.

(a) Has any decision been made to move the Manpower Defence Recruiting
Call Centre from Dickson, ACT; if so: (i) when was the decision made: (ii)
to where will it be moved, and (iii) when; and (b) what was the baseline
operating cost for the call centrein Dickson.

How much will Manpower be paid automatically under the nationa
recruitment contract awarded in September 2002, and when, for example,
what amount will Manpower be paid that is not linked to the number of
recruits enlisted, and at what intervals in the life of the contracts.

*1084 Senator Evans: To ask the Minister for Defence—

D
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How many students graduated from the Australian Defence Force Academy
(ADFA) with a PhD in each of the following years: 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001
and 2002.

Of these graduates, how many produced a thesis related to military or
defence issues.

How much time per week, on average, do PhD supervisors spend with each
student.

How much funding does the Federal Government provide each year for
each PhD student, including both money paid directly to the student and
that paid to ADFA.

What percentage of research carried out by the academic staff of ADFA is
related to defence or military issues.

*1085 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—With reference to each of the twenty-six Dairy Regional
Assistance Program (DRAP) projects funded in the eectorate of Wide Bay and
listed in the answer to questions on notice nos 424 and 443 (Senate Hansard,
29 August 2002, p. 4074):

D
@
3

(4)

When was the project application lodged with the Wide Bay Burnett Area
Consultative Committee.

When was the application for funding lodged with the department and when
was each application assessed and approved.

Was the Member for Wide Bay or his electorate office informed by the
Wide Bay Burnett Area Consultative Committee of the details of the
application.

Did the Member for Wide Bay or his electorate office make representations
in support of the application.
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Was the Member for Wide Bay or his electorate office consulted on the
details of the application.

Was the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, the Minister for
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry and/or his office: (a) advised of the
lodgement of the application and/or consulted on the details of the
application; and (b) informed of the outcome of the assessment; if so, when
was thisinformation provided.

Which individua or organisation lodged the application.

What was the level of funding sought, and what level of funding was
approved.

What wasthe total cost of the proposed project.
Did the applicant agree to meet 50 per cent of the cost of the project.

Did the application contain proposed assessment criteria for evaluation; if
s0, what are the details of the assessment criteria

Has the project been evaluated; if so: (a) who conducted the evaluation; (b)
when did it occur; and (c) what areits findings; if not, why not.

Has the project failed to meet the milestones contained in its project plan; if
so: (a) what is the nature of the failure; and (b) what action has been taken
by the department to address the failure of the project to meet the terms of
its project plan.

If the application did not contain proposed assessment criteria, why not.

Was the application varied between lodgement and approval; if so: (a) what
was the nature of the variation; (b) was the variation required to ensure the
proposal complied with the program guidelines, (c) who reguested the
variation; and (d) when was it requested.
Has the project commenced; if so, when did it commence and did it
commence on schedule; if not, why not.

Has the project been completed; if so, when was it completed and was it
completed on schedule; if not, why not.

(& If the project has been completed, has the proponent submitted a
completed evaluation form including audited financial statements; if not,
why not; and (b) what action has been taken by the department to ensure
the proponent of the project complies with DRAP guidelines.

How many direct and indirect jobs did the applicant estimate would be
created by the project, and what was the anticipated duration of these jobs.

Did the department evaluate the job creation forecast contained in the
application; if so, what was the result of the evaluation; if not, why not.

Has the project proponent provided monthly progress reports in accordance
with section 1.17 of the DRAP application; if not: (a) has the project failed
to comply with the requirement contained in section 1.17 of the DRAP
application, and (b) what action has the department taken to address this
failure.

On how many occasions has the state office of the department inspected the
project in accordance with section 1.18 of the DRAP application, and on
what dates did those inspections occur.

If a departmental officer has not visited the project in accordance with
section 1.18 of the DRAP application; why not.
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*1086 Senator O'Brien: To ask the Minigter for Health and Ageing—With reference to
the answer to question on notice no. 595 (Senate Hansard, 14 October 2002,
p. 5109):

(1) What action has the Minister taken to address concerns about the awareness
of small manufacturers in relation to new food labelling requirements and
their capacity to implement required labelling changes.

(2) How many food businesses have failed to comply with the new mandatory
nutrition labelling requirements effective from 20 December 2002.

(3) What ongoing support, if any, is being provided to food businesses to assist
them to comply with the new labelling requirements.

(4) What action, if any, has been taken against businesses that have failed to
comply with the new labelling requirements.

Notice given 17 January 2003

*1087 Senator Webber: To ask the Miniger representing the Minister for Ageing—
Given the considerable disadvantage faced by small rural and remote communities
when taking up new aged-care bed licences, will the Government give
consideration to: (a) alowing those community organisations to accumulate
average Commonwesalth nursing home benefit payments to be used as a capita
source for the building of new facilities; (b) the establishment of a capital fund to
provide low-interest loans to rurd and remote communities for the purpose of
building and operating community run residentia facilities; (c) providing these
communities with a Commonwealth guarantee to enable them to apply for
commercia loans and (d) allowing the co-location of these facilities with local
hospitalsto assist with establishment and running costs.

*1088 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minigter representing the Prime Minister—With
reference to the answer to question on notice no. 945 advising that questions about
the performance pay arrangements for secretaries, including reporting of
performance pay, should be directed to the Prime Minister:

(1) Inreation to the payment of a performance bonus to the Secretary of the
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry: what was the quantum
of the bonus, if any, in each of the following financial years: (a) 1999-2000
(b) 2000-01; and (c) 2001-02.

(2) If a performance bonus was paid to the Secretary of the Department of
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry in 2001-02: (&) why is the quantum of
the bonus not divulged in the Department for Agriculture, Fisheries and
Forestry's annual report for 2001-02; (b) what performance criteria were
used; (c) who assessed the Secretary’s performance against the criterig;
(d) who was the decision-maker; and (€) what role did the Minister for
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry or his office have in relation to the

payment.
*1089 Senator O’Brien: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Transport and
Regional Services—
(1) How many projects through the Dairy Regional Assigance Programme
(DRAP) have been funded in the electorate of Page.

(2) When was each project application lodged with the Northern Rivers Area
Consultative Committee.

(3) When wasthe application for funding lodged with the department and when
was each application assessed and approved.
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Was the Member for Page or his eectorate office informed by the Northern
Rivers Area Consultative Committee of the details of the application.

Did the Member for Page or his electorate office make representations in
support of the application.

Wasthe Member for Page or his el ectorate office consulted on the detail s of
the application.

Was the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, the Minister for
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry and/or his office: (a) advised of the
lodgement of the application and/or consulted on the details of the
application; and (b) informed of the outcome of the assessment; if so, when
was thisinformation provided.

Which individua or organisation lodged the application.

What was the level of funding sought, and what level of funding was
approved.

What wasthe total cost of the proposed project.
Did the applicant agree to meet 50 per cent of the cost of the project.

Did the application contain proposed assessment criteria for evaluation; if
s0, what are the details of the assessment criteria

Has the project been evaluated; if so: (a) who conducted the evaluation;
(b) when did it occur; and (c) what areits findings; if not, why not.

Has the project failed to meet the milestones contained in its project plan; if
so: (a) what is the nature of the failure; and (b) what action has been taken
by the department to address the failure of the project to meet the terms of
its project plan.

If the application did not contain proposed assessment criteria, why not.

Was the application varied between lodgement and approval; if so: (a) what
was the nature of the variation; (b) was the variation required to ensure the
proposal complied with the program guidelines; (c) who reguested the
variation; and (d) when was it requested.
Has the project commenced; if so, when did it commence and did it
commence on schedulg; if not, why not.

Has the project been completed; if so, when was it completed and was it
completed on schedule; if not, why not.

(& If the project has been completed, has the proponent submitted a
completed evaluation form including audited financial statements; if not,
why not; and (b) what action has been taken by the department to ensure
the proponent of the project complies with DRAP guidelines.

How many direct and indirect jobs did the applicant estimate would be
created by the project, and what was the anticipated duration of these jobs.

Did the department evaluate the job creation forecast contained in the
application; if so, what was the result of the evaluation; if not, why not.

Has the project proponent provided monthly progress reports in accordance
with section 1.17 of the DRAP application; if not: (a) has the project failed
to comply with the requirement contained in section 1.17 of the DRAP
application, and (b) what action has the department taken to address this
failure.



104

No. 60—4 February 2003

(23) On how many occasions has the state office of the department inspected the
project in accordance with section 1.18 of the DRAP application, and on
what dates did those inspections occur.

(24) If a departmental officer has not visited the project in accordance with
section 1.18 of the DRAP application; why not.

Senator O’Brien: To ask the Ministers listed below (Question Nos * 1090-* 1120)—

*1090
*1091
*1092
*1093
*1094
*1095
*1096
*1097
*1098

*1099
*1100
*1101
*1102
*1103
*1104
*1105
*1106
*1107
*1108
*1109
*1110
*1111

*1112
*1113
*1114

(1) What programs and/or grants administered by the department provide
assistance to the people living in the federal electorate of Gippdand.

(2) When did the delivery of these programs and/or grants commence.

(3) What funding was provided through these programs and/or grants for the
people of Gippdand in each of the following financial years: (a) 1999-
2000; (b) 2000-01; and (c) 2001-02.

(4) What funding has been appropriated for these programs and/or grantsin the
2002-03 financial year.

(5) What funding has been appropriated and/or approved under these programs
and/or grants to assist organisations and individuals in the eectorate of
Gippsland in the 2002-03 financial year.

Minister representing the Prime Minister

Minister representing the Minister for Transport and Regiona Services
Minister representing the Treasurer

Minister representing the Minister for Trade

Minister for Defence

Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
Minister representing the Minister for Foreign Affairs

Minister representing the Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations

Minister representing the Minister for Immigration and Multicultura and
Indigenous Affairs

Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage
Minister representing the Attorney-General

Minister for Finance and Administration

Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
Minister for Family and Community Services

Minister representing the Minister for Education, Science and Training
Minister for Health and Ageing

Minister representing the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources
Minister for Judtice and Customs

Minister for the Arts and Sport

Minister representing the Minister for Small Business and Tourism
Minister representing the Minister for Science

Minister representing the Minister for Regional Services, Territories and Local
Government

Minister representing the Minister for Children and Y outh Affairs
Minister representing the Minister for Employment Services
Special Minister of State
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*1115 Minister representing the Minister for Veterans' Affairs

*1116 Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer

*1117 Minister representing the Minister for Ageing

*1118 Minister representing the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs

*1119 Minister Assigting the Prime Minister for the Status of Women

*1120 Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation

*1121 Senator Stott Despoja: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for
Regional Services, Territories and Local Government—Currently, Phosphate
Resource Ltd (PRL) pays $1.50 per ton for phosphate as a rehabilitation levy on

Chrigmas Idand, a levy that has been collected by the department but
administered by Environment Audraia (EA):

D

(2
3
(4)
()

(6)

(7)
(8)

Is it a fact that the Minister has ended that arrangement; that the monies
from the levy imposed on PRL no longer goes to Environment Australia,
and Environment Australia is no longer responsible for administering the
fund.

Why was this arrangement terminated.
Did EA support the termination of the arrangement.

Isthere any evidence that EA was not carrying out its obligationsin relation
to the levy.

Is there any evidence that EA was failing to protect the Christmas Idand
environment.

Have tenders been sought in order to find another organisation to manage
the levy; if so: (a) who has been granted the contract; (b) who tendered for
the contract; (c) what are the terms of the contract; (d) what expertise does
the contractor bring to the Christmas Island environment; and (€) how will
the levy monies be spent, including percentages spent on rehabilitation,
environment work and administration.

Who will oversee the program.

Has the Minister received any correspondence from (PRL) indicating
displeasure with EA’ swork on Chrigmas Idand.

Notice given 21 January 2003

Senator Brown: To ask the Ministerslisted below (Question Nos * 1122-* 1125)—

)

(2
3

(4)
()
(6)

(8 What capita funding was provided to Tasmania under the Regional
Forest Agreement (RFA) for the construction of forestry interpretation
and/or visitor centres; (b) how many centres were to be constructed; (c)
how many centres were constructed; (d) where are they situated; and (€)
what was the cost of each centre.

What conditions did the Commonwealth place on the use of the funding.

Was it a condition of the grant that the centres could be sold and leased
back to Forestry Tasmania; if so: (a) what conditions applied to the sale
proceeds; and (b) how is the Commonwealth to recoup its funding; if not,
can the government confirm the sale by Forestry Tasmania of the Forestry
Eco Centre constructed at Scottsdale, Tasmania

Was part of the sale contract the |ease of the building to Forestry Tasmania
What are the terms and conditions of the lease.

For how many years and at what rental isthe building leased.



106

(7)

(8)
(9)

(10)
(11)
(12)

(13)
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What was the Commonwealth funding for the construction of the Scottsdale
centre and what was the sale price.

For what purpose have the funds from the sale been used.

Is it acceptable to the Commonwealth to provide recurrent funding to
Forestry Tasmania through liquidation of Commonweal th-funded assets.

Are there any other Commonwealth-funded Tasmanian Forestry capita
projects which have been privatised and leased back to Forestry Tasmania

Did the Commonwealth recoup any funding from the sale.

Are there any other RFA Commonwealth-funded Tasmanian Forestry
capital projects which have been identified for sale and lease back, for
example, Dismal Swamp.

Is it Government policy to provide the states with capital funding and to
permit the states to sell off the assets unconditionally.

*1122 Minister representing the Prime Minister

*1123 Minister representing the Treasurer

*1124 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage
*1125 Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
Senator Brown: To ask the Ministerslisted below (Question Nos * 1126-* 1129)—

)

2

3

(4)

()

(6)

(")

(8)

(9)
(10)

What natural, cultural and heritage significance does the Government place
on the landing place and area of exploration a Recherche Bay in southern
Tasmania of the French explorer Bruni d Entrecasteaux’s expedition of
1791-93in search of La Perouse.

What communication has the Australian Government had with the French
Government or the Tasmanian Aborigind community regarding the
protection and commemoration of this place.

Has the Government ever reguested an assessment of the area for its
indigenous and European heritage values, including an archaeological dig
in the area to determine the site of the garden planted by the gardener Felix
Deahaie; if not, will the Government seek such an assessment.

Was the area considered for reservation under the Regiona Forest
Agreement because of its National Estate and/or heritage values; if not,
why not.

Is the Government aware that an area of private land in the north east
corner of Recherche Bay, referred to by the French as the Port du Nord, has
been the subject of a clear-fell logging plan and approved for logging by the
Tasmanian Government.

Is the Government aware that the land in question is surrounded by
reserved areas and that the Tasmanian Government has granted permission
for alogging road to be built across the conservation reserve.

Is the Government aware that the Tasmanian Minister responsible for the
Forest Practices Board and therefore granting approval for the Forest
Practices Plan is aso the Minister for the Parks and Wildlife Service
responsible for granting road access across a conservation reserve: does the
Commonwealth regard this as a conflict of interest.

What action has the Government taken to protect the areain question.
What action does the Government intend to take.

Has the Australian Government informed the French Government of the
proposed logging of this heritage site; if not, doesit intend to do so.
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*1126 Minister representing the Prime Minister
*1127 Minister representing the Minister for Foreign Affairs

*1128 Minister representing the Minister for Immigration and Multicultura and
Indigenous Affairs

*1129 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage

Notice given 22 January 2003

*1130 Senator Ludwig: To ask the Minister representing the Attorney-General—

D

2

3

What steps has the Government taken to monitor the operation of the
Copyright Act as new technologies develop, particularly in relation to the
Internet.

With reference to the Government’s commitment to review the Copyright
Amendment (Digital Agenda) Act 2000 in response to the recommendations
of the Government-appointed Intellectual Property and Competition
Review Committee in August 2001: (a) Has this review commenced; if not
why not and when will it commence; (b) who is conducting the review;
(c) are the terms of reference for the review available; if not why not and
when will they be available; and (d) when in 2004 will the review be
available.

What steps has the Government taken to enhance enforcement mechanisms
in relation to copyright.

Notice given 24 January 2003

Senator Brown: To ask the Ministers listed below (Question Nos *1131-*1133)—In
relation to the Southport Lagoon Conservation Area, which is a Regional Forest
Agreement (RFA) reserve listed on the Indicative Register of the National Estate:

D

@
3

(4)
()

Does the Minigter agree that the Tasmanian Government has committed a
major breach of the RFA by approving a road through this reserve; if not,
why not.

What action has been taken to protect the reserve, to stop any further work
on theroad and to rehabilitate the damage.

What mechanisms are in place to alert the Miniger to breaches of the RFA
such asthis.

When did the Minister become aware that the RFA had been breached.

Will the Minister commence action to terminate the RFA on the grounds of
this major breach.

*1131 Minister representing the Prime Minister

*1132 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage

*1133 Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
Senator Brown: To ask the Ministerslisted below (Question Nos * 1134-* 1137)—

D

@

(8 What permanent committees with members from outside the public
service advise the Miniger on energy policy; and (b) for each committee
can the following information be provided: (i) the committee's terms of
reference, and (ii) alist of its members, their terms of appointment, and the
institutions or organisations to which they belong.

(8) What temporary or ad hoc committees have advised the Minister on
energy policy in the past 5 calendar years; and (b) for each committee can
the following information be provided: (i) the committee's terms of
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reference, and (ii) alist of its members, their terms of appointment, and the
institutions or organisations to which they belong.

*1134 Minister representing the Prime Minister

*1135 Minister representing the Minister for the Environment and Heritage
*1136 Minister representing the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources
*1137 Minister representing the Minister for Science

*1138 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Miniger for the
Environment and Heritage—

D
2
3

Will the Minister categorically rule out supporting the introduction of
bumblebees to mainland Augtralia.

What action will be taken to prevent the deliberate or accidenta
introduction of bumblebees to mainland Australia.

What action has been taken and will be taken to control their spread and
reduce their impacts in Tasmania

*1139 Senator Brown: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Immigration
and Multicultura and Indigenous Affairs—

D

2

3
(4)

()

Do detention centres situated around Australia have on site doctors to
supervise detainees in isolation; if so, for how many days will a doctor
monitor a detainee.

Isthere alimit to the length of time Australasian Correctional Management
(ACM) can put peoplein isolation.

What percentage of detainees are on medication for mental illness.

Are doctors required to give medication for the purpose of chemica
restraint.

Do staff of ACM give out medication without reference to doctors.

*1140 Senator Allison: To ask the Miniger for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—Given that, according to the foreword and annexes of
the new Radiation Protection Standard RPS3 — Maximum Exposure Levels to
Radiofrequency Fields — 3 kHz to 300 GHz, approved by Dr John Loy on 7 May
2002, research papers indicate adverse health problems from extremely low levels
of radiofrequency (RF) energy, which have been neither confirmed nor denied:

D

@

3
(4)

()

How will the Australian Communications Authority (ACA) handle these
uncertainties when it integrates the levels specified in the standard into the
regulatory framework.

Will there be references in the regulations to: (a) the research papers;
(b) the precautionary measures contained in clause 5.7(€) of the standard;
and (c) the annexes at the back of the standard.

Why has the ACA used only selected parts of the RF standard in regulating
the mobile phone and broadcasting industries.

What protection is now offered regarding occupational exposure to workers
in these industries since the sections relating to occupationa exposure have
not been taken up by ACA.

Why did the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency
agree to selective use of parts of the standard.

Notice given 28 January 2003
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*1141 Senator Webber: To ask the Minister for Health and Ageing—Given the
Minister’s previously stated commitment to accept the expert recommendations on
the allocation of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) licences:

(1) Have any recommendations been made, if so: (a) what are the
recommendations; and (b) when will the recommendations be announced
and licences awarded; if not, when is the next round expected.

(2) How will the above apply to the need for MRI licences in Western
Augtralia

ORDERSOF THE SENATE

Committees

1 Allocation of departments
Departments and agencies are alocated to the legidative and general purpose
standing committees as follows:
Community Affairs
Family and Community Services
Health and Ageing
Economics
Treasury
Industry, Tourism and Resources
Employment, Workplace Relations and Education
Employment and Workplace Relations
Education, Science and Training
Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
Environment and Heritage
Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
Finance and Public Administration
Parliament
Prime Minister and Cabinet
Finance and Administration
Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade
Foreign Affairsand Trade
Defence (including Veterans Affairs)
Legal and Constitutional
Attorney-General
Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs
Rural and Regional Affairs and Transport
Transport and Regiond Services
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry.
(1 May 1996, amended 2 September 1997, 21 October 1997, 11 November 1998,
8 February 2001 and 13 February 2002.)

2 Estimates hearings
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(1) Tha estimates hearings by legisation committees for the year 2003 be
scheduled as follows:
2002-03 additional estimates:

Monday, 10 February and Tuesday, 11 February and, if required,
Friday, 14 February (Group A)

Wednesday, 12 February and Thursday, 13 February and, if
required, Friday, 14 February (Group B).
2003-04 Budget estimates:
Monday, 26 May to Thursday, 29 May and, if required, Friday,
30 May (Group A)
Monday, 2 June to Thursday, 5 June and, if required, Friday, 6 June
(Group B).
(2) Tha the committees consider the proposed expenditure in accordance with
the alocation of departments to committees agreed to by the Senate.
(3) That committees meet in the following groups:
Group A:

Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the
Arts

Finance and Public Administration
Legal and Constitutional
Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport
Group B:
Community Affairs
Economics
Employment, Workplace Relations and Education
Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade.
(4) That the committees report to the Senate on the following dates:

Wednesday, 19 March 2003 in respect of the 2002-03 additional
estimates, and

Thursday, 19 June 2003 in respect of the 2003-04 budget estimates.
(Agreed to 11 December 2002.)
3 Foreign Affairs Defence and Trade—Joint Standing Committee—
Authorisation to meet

That the Joint Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade be
authorised to hold private meetings otherwise than in accordance with standing
order 33(1) during sittings of the Senate.

(Agreed to 12 November 2002.)

4 Privileges—Standing Committee—Adoption of 94th report recommendation

That the Senate authorise the President, if required, to engage counsel as amicus
curiae if either the action for defamation against Mr David Armstrong or a similar
action againg Mr William O’ Cheeis set down for trial.

(Agreed to 4 September 2000.)

Legislation
5 Senate consider ation—Variation
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(1) That abill shall not be considered in committee of the whole, unless, prior
to the resolution of the question for the second reading, any senator has:

(8 circulated in the Senate a proposed amendment or request for
amendment of the bill; or

(b) required in debate or by notification to the chair that the bill be
considered in committee of the whole.
(2) That thisorder operate as a sessional order.

(Agreed to 20 June 2002.)

M eeting of Senate

6 Meeting of Senate
That the days of meeting of the Senate for 2003 shall be as follows:

Summer sittings:
Tuesday, 4 February to Thursday, 6 February

Autumn sittings:
Monday, 3 March to Thursday, 6 March
Tuesday, 18 March to Thursday, 20 March
Monday, 24 March to Thursday, 27 March

Budget sittings:
Tuesday, 13 May to Thursday, 15 May

Winter dttings:
Monday, 16 Juneto Thursday, 19 June
Monday, 23 June to Thursday, 26 June

Spring sittings:
Monday, 11 August to Thursday, 14 August
Monday, 18 August to Thursday, 21 August
Monday, 8 September to Thursday, 11 September
Monday, 15 September to Thursday, 18 September
Tuesday, 7 October to Thursday, 9 October
Monday, 13 October to Thursday, 16 October
Monday, 27 October to Thursday, 30 October
Monday, 3 November and Tuesday, 4 November
Monday, 24 November to Thursday, 27 November
Monday, 1 December to Thursday, 4 December.

(Agreed to 12 November 2002.)

7 Adjournment debate on Tuesdays—Temporary order

(1) On the quedtion for the adjournment of the Senate on Tueday, a senator who
has spoken once subject to the time limit of 10 minutes may spesk again for
not more than 10 minutes if no other senator who has not aready sooken once
wishes to spesk, provided that a senator may by leave speak for not more than
20 minutes on one occas on.

(2) Thisorder shall cease to have effect at the condusion of the lagt sitting day in
2003.

(Agreed to 19 November 2002 upon adoption of recommendations in the
Procedure Committee’ s second report of 2002.)
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Ordersfor production of documents

8

9

10

11

Mining—Christmas Idand—Order for production of documents
That there be laid on the table, no later than 4 pm on Tuesday, 25 June 2002, the
following documents.
(& the current mine lease or leases on Chrigmas Idand held by Phosphate
Resource Ltd (PRL), including all conditions;
(b) the Environment Management Plan for the lease or leases;
() any Environment Audraia (EA) documents relating to compliance,
oversight and enforcement of the lease or leases and conditions;
(d) al materids relating to breaches of conditions, including clams,
investigations and actions;
(e) any auditsof PRL’s rehabilitation program;
(f) any new mining proposals for Christmas Idand;
(g) acurrent tenure map of all blocks that have been mined;
(h) any documentsrelating to the transfer of any lotsto or from PRL;
(i) any documents relating to the current mine rehabilitation budget for EA on
Christmas Island;

() any documents relating to the current status of rehabilitation on lease
block 138;

(k) any documents relating to the payment or non-payment of power bills by
PRL;

() any documents relating to aternative locations for the proposed detention
centre on Christmas |sland;

(m) any documents containing responses of EA to the detention centre proposal;
and

(n) current fundsheld for purposes of mine rehabilitation on Christmas Iand.
(Agreed to 19 June 2002.)

Superannuation system—Order for production of document

That there be laid on the table, on the last sitting day of the winter sittings 2002,
the revised costings document, including the correct phasing-in arrangements, of
the Australian Labor Party’s plan for a fairer superannuation system, prepared by
Phil Gallagher (Manager, Retirement and Income Modelling Unit, Treasury)
which was sent to the Treasurer’s office in the week beginning 20 May 2002 and
identified in Mr Gallaghe’s evidence before the Economics Legidation
Committee on 4 June 2002.

(Agreed to 24 June 2002.)

Finance—Retirement and Income Modelling—Order for production of
documents

That there be laid on the table, on the last sitting day of the 2002 winter Sttings,
the modelling, including information on projected spending for payments to
individuals, education, hedth and aged care spending, prepared for the draft
Intergenerational Report in early 2002 before budget changes were factored in,
prepared by the Retirement and Income Modelling Unit, Treasury and identified in
Treasury's evidence before the Economics Legidation Committee on 6 June 2002.

(Agreed to 25 June 2002.)
Environment—L ucas Heightsreactor—Order for production of document
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That there be laid on the table, no later than the end of question time on
Wednesday, 26 June 2002, the study commissioned by the Australian Nuclear
Science and Technology Organisation, on behaf of the Audraian Radiation
Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency, of the preliminary evaluation of the
construction site for the replacement research reactor at Lucas Heights, carried out
by the New Zealand company, the Institute of Geological and Nuclear Sciences,
which included geological mapping of the excavation of the construction site and
has revealed a geological anomaly or ‘fault’ at the Ste.

(Agreed to 25 June 2002.)

12 Health—Tobacco—Order for production of document
That the Senate—

(8 notes the report tabled in the Senate on 6 May 2002 from the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) on the performance of its
functions under the Trade Practices Act 1974 (the Act) with regard to
tobacco and related matters, as required by the order of the Senate of
24 September 2001,

(b) notes that the Senate may require the ACCC to provide it with information
in accordance with section 29 of the Act;

(¢) requiresthe ACCC toreport, as soon as possible, on the following issues:

(i) whether Australian tobacco companies have engaged in mideading
or deceptive conduct in their use of the terms‘mild’ and ‘light’, and

(if) whether there has been any misleading, deceptive or unconscionable
conduct in breach of the Act by British American Tobacco and/or
Clayton Utz with regard to document destruction for the purpose of
withholding information relevant to possible litigation;

(d) requests the ACCC to engage in consultation with interested parties and
stakeholders over the perceived inadequacies in its response to the order of
the Senate of 24 September 2001 and requires the ACCC to report on those
consultations as soon as possible;

(e) notesthat once the Senate has had the opportunity to consider the ACCC's
further reports on the use of the terms ‘mild’ and ‘light’, whether there has
been mideading, deceptive or unconscionable conduct in reation to
document destruction, and the ACCC's consultations, it will consider
whether afurther report should be sought from the ACCC in responseto the
order of the Senate of 24 September 2001;

(f) cdls on the Commonwealth Government to pursue the possibility of a
Commonwealth/state public liability action againg tobacco companies to
recover healthcare costs to the Commonweal th and the states caused by the
use of tobacco; and

(g) callson the Commonwealth to address the issue of who should have access
to the more than $200 million collected in respect of tobacco tax and
licence fees by tobacco wholesalers but not passed on to Government (see
Roxborough v. Rothmans) by introducing legidation to retrospectively
recover that amount for the Commonwealth and/or to establish a fund on
behalf of Audtraian consumers and taxpayers, and in ether case for the
moneys to be used for the purpose of anti-smoking and other public health
issues.

(Agreed to 27 June 2002.)

13 Animal Welfare—Cattle—Order for production of documents
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That there be laid on the table, no later than 4 pm on Wednesday, 21 August 2002,
the following documents:
(8 the Livestock Officer's report on the voyage of the Maysora, a Jordanian
flagged vessd, travelling from Australia on 28 February 2001 carrying live
cattle; and

(b) the Master’ sreports from the same voyage.
(Agreed to 20 August 2002.)

14 Superannuation Working Group—Order for production of document

That there be laid on the table, on the next day of sitting, the report presented to
the Government by the Superannuation Working Group on 28 March 2002.

(Agreed to 28 August 2002.)

15 Health—Assessment reports by the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission—Order for production of documents—Variation

That the order of the Senate of 25 March 1999, relating to an order for the
production of periodic reports by the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission on private health insurance, be amended as follows:

Omit “6 months, commencing with the 6 months ending on 31 December 1999”,
substitute “12 months ending on or after 30 June 2003".

(Agreed to 18 September 2002.)

16 Transport—Ethanol—Order for production of documents

That there be laid on the table, no later than immediately after motionsto take note
of answers on Monday, 21 October 2002:

(8 al documents relating to the meeting between the Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry (Mr Truss) and the Executive Director of the
Australian Ingitute of Petroleum on 21 August 2002, including but not
limited to:

(i) papers prepared for the meeting by the Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry, the Department of the Prime Minister and
Cabinet, the Department of Industry, Tourism and Resources, and/or
Mr Truss' office,

(if) any agendaor atendance papers,

(iif) any notes made by departmental officers and/or ministerial advisers
at the meeting, including but not limited to hand-written notes, and

(iv) any papersthat document the outcome of the meeting, including but
not limited to file notes prepared by departmental officers and/or
ministerial advisers;

(b) all records of communications between:

* Mr JI Honan, Chairman of Manildra and/or other Manildra
managers and staff, and

* the Prime Minister, Treasurer, Minister for Trade, Minister for
Industry, Tourisn and Resources, Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry, Assistant Treasurer, and/or departmental
officers and minigerial advisers,

concerning the Government’s consideration of an ethanol excise and
production subsidy, including but not limited to correspondence, telephone
records and file notes;

(c) all records of any meetings between:
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e Mr JT Honan, Chairman of Manildra and/or other Manildra
managers and staff, and

¢ the Prime Minister, Treasurer, Minister for Trade, Minister for
Industry, Tourism and Resources, Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry, Assistant Treasurer, and/or departmental
officers and ministerial advisers,

concerning the Government’s consideration of an ethanol excise and
production subsidy, including but not limited to hand-written file notes;

all records of communications between:
e Mr Bob Gordon, Executive Director of the Australian Biofuels
Association and/or other Australian Biofuels Association staff, and
* the Prime Minister, Treasurer, Minister for Trade, Minister for
Industry, Tourism and Resources, Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry, Assistant Treasurer, and/or departmental
officers and ministerial advisers,

concerning the Government’s consideration of an ethanol excise and
production subsidy, including but not limited to correspondence, telephone
records and file notes;

all records of any meetings between:
e Mr Bob Gordon, Executive Director of the Australian Biofuels
Association and/or other Australian Biofuels Association staff, and
¢ the Prime Minister, Treasurer, Minister for Trade, Minister for
Industry, Tourism and Resources, Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry, Assistant Treasurer, and/or departmental
officers and ministerial advisers,

concerning the Government’s consideration of an ethanol excise and
production subsidy, including but not limited to hand-written file notes; and

all analysis by the Treasury, the Department of Finance, Department of the
Prime Miniser and Cabinet, Department of Industry, Tourism and
Resources and Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
concerning the projected budgetary impact of the decision to impose excise
on ethanol and grant a 12-month ethanol production subsidy.

(Agreed to 16 October 2002.)

17 Environment—Queensland—Nathan Dam—Order for production of
documents

That there be laid on the table, no later than 2 pm on 19 November 2002:

@

(b)

(©
(d)

all documents from 2002 relating to any approaches made by Sudaw
Developments Ltd (or its agents) to the Government seeking funding or
other support for the Nathan Dam on the Fitzroy River in Queendand;

any documents or comments provided to Environment Australiain response
to the referral, Ref. No. 2002/770—Sudaw Developments Ltd—Water
management and use—Dawson River—QLD—Nathan Dam, centrd
Queendand;

any report or document prepared by Environment Austrdia in response to
referral 2002/770; and

the report, Literature review and scoping study of the potential downstream
impacts of the proposed Nathan Dam on the Dawson River, Fitzroy River
and offshore environments, prepared by the Australian Centre for Tropica
Freshwater Research.
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(Agreed to 11 November 2002.)

18 Trade—General Agreement on Trade in Service—Order for production of

19

20

documents

That there be laid on the table by the Minister representing the Minister for Trade,
no later than immediately after motions to take note of answers on Monday, 18
November 2002:

(8 all requests received by the Australian Government for increased access to
Australian services markets by other nations, lodged under negotiations,
under the General Agreement on Trade in Services (GATYS);

(b) any documents analysing the likely impact of any requests made of
Australiain negotiations under GATS; and

(c) any requests lodged by Austrdia of other countries under negotiations on
GATS.

(Agreed to 14 November 2002.)

Envir onment—Oceans policy—Order for production of document

That there be laid on the table at the end of taking note of answers to questions
without notice on Tuesday, 19 November 2002, the ‘Review of the
Implementation of Oceans Policy: Fina report’ by TFG International, dated
25 October 2002.

(Agreed to 18 November 2002.)

Superannuation—Insurance and Superannuation Commission—Order for
production of documents

That there be laid on the table, in accordance with their respective ministeria
responsibilities, by the Minister representing the Treasurer (Senator Minchin) and
the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer (Senator Coonan), by
2 December 2002, the following documents:

(8 the Treasury files, as described in paragraph 10.1.4 of the report to Messrs
Corrs Chambers Westgarth from John Palmer, FCA, entitled ‘ Review of the
role played by the Audraian Prudential Regulation Authority and the
Insurance and Superannuation Commission in the collapse of the HIH
Group of Companies and provided as a witness statement to the HIH
Royal Commission;

(b) thefiles of the Insurance and Superannuation Commission in relation to the
application of FAI Insurance Limited for an authority to carry on insurance
business following the proclamation of the Insurance Act 1973 containing
the application and all correspondence and documentation relating to the
consideration of the application and |leading to and including the company’s
eventua authorisation;

(c) thefiles of the Insurance and Superannuation Commission in relation to the
application of Fire and All Risks Insurance Company Limited for an
authority to carry on insurance business following the proclamation of the
Insurance Act 1973 containing the application and all correspondence and
documentation relating to the consideration of the application and leading
to and including the company’ s eventual authorisation;

(d) thefiles of the Insurance and Superannuation Commission in relation to the
application of Car Owners Mutua Insurance Company Limited for an
authority to carry on insurance business following the proclamation of the
Insurance Act 1973 containing the application and all correspondence and
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documentation relating to the consideration of the application and leading
to and including the company’ s eventual authorisation; and

(e) thefiles of the Insurance and Superannuation Commission in relation to the
application of Australian and International Insurance Limited for an
authority to carry on insurance business following the proclamation of the
Insurance Act 1973 containing the application and all correspondence and
documentation relating to the consideration of the application and leading
to and including the company’ s eventual authorisation.

(Agreed to 19 November 2002.)

Health—Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme—Order for production of
documents

That there be laid on the table by the Minister for Health and Ageing (Senator
Patterson), no later than 4 pm on 4 December 2002, all documents relating to the
inter-departmental  committee (IDC) examining the effectiveness of the
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, including but not limited to submissions
received by the IDC, the IDC's recommendations to the Minister, and any
response by the Minigter to those recommendations.

(Agreed to 3 December 2002.)

Trade—Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme—Order for production of
documents

That there be laid on the table by the Minister for Health and Ageing (Senator
Patterson) and the Minister representing the Minister for Trade (Senator Hill), no
later than 4 pm on 4 December 2002, all documents relating to the possible
inclusion of the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme as an item for discussion in
negotiations for an Australia-United States free trade agreement, including but not
limited to correspondence between the Australian and United States governments,
recommendations to the Australian government and/or any Commonwealth
government miniser, and any Australian government response to those
recommendations.

(Agreed to 3 December 2002.)

Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—Ministerial responsibility—
Order for production of documents

That there be laid on the table, no later than immediately after motionsto take note
of answers on Thursday, 12 December 2002, all documents relating to the
inquiries undertaken by the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet into the
possible conflict of interest between the ministerial responsibilities of the Minigter
for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer (Senator Coonan) and the commercia
activities of Endispute Pty Ltd (including, but not limited to, a copy of the report
of those inquiries furnished to the Prime Minister (Mr Howard) and referred to by
him during question time in the House of Representatives on Tuesday, 3
December 2002).

(Agreed to 10 December 2002.)

Environment—T asmania—L ogging—Or der for production of documents

That there be laid on the table by the Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and
Conservation, no later than noon on Thursday, 12 December 2002, all documents
relating to the answers to question on notice no. 404 (Senate Hansard, 14 October
2002, p. 5089).

(Agreed to 11 December 2002.)
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*25 Science and Technology—Allocation of funding—Order for production of
documents
That there be laid on the table by the Minister representing the Minister for
Science, no later than 4 February 2003:

(8 al material, including advice, given to the Government, including the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard), by the Chief Scientist or his office regarding
funding or alocation of money or benefits to:

(i) theRio Tinto Foundation for a Sustainable Minerals Industry,

(if) any other Commonwealth funding to Rio Tinto,

(iii) the Australian Cooperative Research Centre (CRC) for Renewable
Energy,

(iv) the CRC for Coal in Sustainable Devel opment,

(v) the CRC for Greenhouse Gas Technologies (and its precursor, the
Australian Petroleum CRC), and

(vi) the CRC for Clean Power from Lignite;

(b) the advice of the CRC committee to the Government on the above CRC's
for the funding round announced by the Minister for Science
(Mr McGauran) on 10 December, 2002; and

(¢) the advice of the Chief Scientig and his office concerning carbon
sequestration, clean coal and related energy matters in determining the
National Science Priorities.

(Agreed to 12 December 2002.)

*26 Science and Technology—Genetically-modified food—Order for production
of documents

That there be laid on the table by the Minister representing the Minister for
Foreign Affairs and representing the Prime Minister (Senator Hill), no later than 4
pm on 4 February 2003:

All communicationsin the period June 2001 to the present between:

(8 the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade or the Prime Minister’s office
and Food Standards Australia New Zealand,

(b) the Department of Foreign Affairsand Trade or the Prime Minister’s office
and the National Farmers Federation;

(c) the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade or the Prime Minister’s office
and the Department of Health and Ageing; and

(d) the Prime Miniger's office and the Department of Foreign Affairs and
Trade,

relating to genetically-modified food in the context of the current free trade
agreement negotiations with the United States and of the labelling of genetically
modified and genetically engineered food, including communications to or from
organisations formed or created under the auspices of any of the above agencies,
officers of departments.

(Agreed to 12 December 2002.)

Orders for production of documents still current from previous
parliaments

‘ Date of order ‘ Subj ect ‘ Addressed to
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Date of order | Subject Addressed to

25.10.1995 Administrative decision- Minister representing the Attorney-
making—Effect of Genera
international instruments

13.05.1998 Waterfront reform Minister representing the Minister for
Transport and Regional Devel opment
(Senator Alston);

Minister representing the Minister for
Workplace Relations and Small
Business (Senator Alston); and
Minister representing the Prime
Minister (Senator Hill)
07.03.2000 Environment—Queensand— | Minister for the Environment and
Tree clearing Heritage (Senator Hill)
03.04.2000 Aged care—Riverside Minister representing the Minister for
Nursing Home Aged Care

27.06.2000 Tax reform—~Petrol pricing Assistant Treasurer (Senator Kemp)

09.11.2000 Environment—Tasmania Minister representing the Minister for
Sport and Tourism (Senator Minchin)

04.12.2000 Taxation—Opinion polls Leader of the Government in the
Senate (Senator Hill)

05.03.2001 Taxation Minister representing the Treasurer
(Senator Kemp)

23.05.2001 HIH Insurance Minister representing the Treasurer
(Senator Kemp)

24.05.2001 Workplace relations Minister representing the Minister for
Employment, Workplace Relations
and Small Business

09.08.2001 Foreign Affairs—Japanese Minister representing the Ministers

fishing boats for Foreign Affairsand Trade

21.08.2001 Transport—Black Spot Minister representing the Minister for

Project Transport and Regiond Services

23.08.2001 Environment—Great Barrier Leader of the Government in the

Reef—Water quality control Senate (Senator Hill)

19.09.2001 Transport—Ansett Australia Minister representing the Minister for
Transport and Regiond Services

20.09.2001 Transport—Ansett Australia Minister representing the Prime

Minister

CONTINGENT NOTICESOF MOTION

Auditor-General’sreports—Consideration

1 Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)
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Senator Brown

Senator Harradine

Senator Harris

Senator Lees

Senator Nettle

To move (contingent on the President presenting a report of the Auditor-General
on any day or notifying the Senate that such a report had been presented under
standing order 166)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would
prevent the senator moving a motion to take note of the report and any senator
speaking to it for not more than 10 minutes, with the total time for the debate not
to exceed 60 minutes.

Conduct of business

2 Leader of the Government in the Senate (Senator Hill): To move (contingent

on the Senate on any day concluding its consideration of any item of business and
prior to the Senate proceeding to the consideration of another item of business)—
That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent a minister
moving a motion to provide for the consideration of any matter.

Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)

Leader of the National Party of Australiain the Senate (Senator Boswell)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)

Senator Brown

Senator Harradine

Senator Harris

Senator Lees

Senator Nettle

To move (contingent on the Senate on any day concluding its consideration of any
item of business and prior to the Senate proceeding to the consideration of another
item of business)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would
prevent the senator moving a motion relating to the conduct of the business of the
Senate or to provide for the consideration of any other matter.

Government documents

4 Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)

Leader of the National Party of Australiain the Senate (Senator Boswell)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)

Senator Brown

Senator Harradine

Senator Harris

Senator Lees

Senator Nettle

To move (contingent on the Senate proceeding to the consideration of government
documents)—That so much of the standing orders relating to the consideration of

government documents be suspended as would prevent the senator moving a
motion relating to the order in which the documents are called on by the President.

Limitation of time
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Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)
Senator Brown

Senator Harradine

Senator Harris

Senator Lees

Senator Nettle

5 To move (contingent on a minister moving a motion that a bill be considered an
urgent bill)—That so much of standing order 142 be suspended as would prevent
debate taking place on the motion.

6 To move (contingent on a minister moving a motion to specify time to be alotted
to the consideration of a hill, or any stage of a bill)—That so much of standing
order 142 be suspended as would prevent the motion being debated without
limitation of time and each senator speaking for the time allotted by standing
orders.

7 To move (contingent on the chair declaring that the time allotted for the
consideration of a bill, or any stage of a hill, has expired)—That so much of
standing order 142 be suspended as would prevent further consideration of the hill,
or the stage of the bill, without limitation of time or for a specified period.

M atters of urgency

8 Leader of the Government in the Senate (Senator Hill): To move (contingent
on the moving of a motion to debate a matter of urgency under standing
order 75)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent a
minister moving an amendment to the motion.

9 Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)
Leader of the National Party of Australiain the Senate (Senator Boswell)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)
Senator Brown
Senator Harradine
Senator Harris
Senator Lees
Senator Nettle
To move (contingent on the moving of a motion to debate a matter of urgency

under standing order 75)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as
would prevent the senator moving an amendment to the motion.

Order of business

10 Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)
Leader of the National Party of Australiain the Senate (Senator Boswell)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)
Senator Brown
Senator Harradine
Senator Harris
Senator Lees
Senator Nettle
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To move (contingent on the President proceeding to the placing of business on any
day)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent the
senator moving amotion relating to the order of business on the Notice Paper.

Statements

11 Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)
Leader of the National Party of Australiain the Senate (Senator Boswell)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)
Senator Brown
Senator Harradine
Senator Harris
Senator Lees
Senator Nettle
To move (contingent on any senator being refused leave to make a statement to the

Senate)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent that
senator making that statement.

Questions without notice

12 Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)
Leader of the National Party of Australiain the Senate (Senator Boswell)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)
Senator Brown
Senator Harradine
Senator Harris
Senator Lees
Senator Nettle
To move (contingent on a minister at question time on any day asking that further
questions be placed on notice)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended
as would prevent the senator moving a motion that, at question time on any day,

guestions may be put to ministers until 28 questions, including supplementary
guestions, have been asked and answered.

Tabling of documents

13 Leader of the Opposition in the Senate (Senator Faulkner)
Leader of the National Party of Australiain the Senate (Senator Boswell)
Leader of the Australian Democr ats (Senator Bartlett)
Senator Brown
Senator Harradine
Senator Harris
Senator Lees
Senator Nettle
To move (contingent on any senator being refused leave to table a document in the

Senate)—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent the
senator moving that the document be tabled.
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TEMPORARY CHAIRSOF COMMITTEES

Senators Bolkus, Brandis, Chapman, Cherry, Coallins Cook, Ferguson, Hutchins,
Knowles, Lightfoot, Sandy Macdonald, McLucas and Watson

CATEGORIESOF COMMITTEES

Standing Committees
Appropriations and Staffing
House

Library

Privileges

Procedure

Publications

Selection of Bills

Senators' Interests

L egidative Scrutiny Standing Committees
Regulations and Ordinances
Scrutiny of Bills

Legidative and General Purpose Standing Committees

Community Affairs Legidlation

Community Affairs References

Economics Legidation

Economics References

Employment, Workplace Relations and Education Legislation

Employment, Workplace Relations and Education References

Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts Legidation
Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts References
Finance and Public Administration Legislation

Finance and Public Administration References

Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Legidation

Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade References

Legal and Constitutional Legidation

Legal and Constitutional References

Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport Legislation

Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport References

Select Committees

A Certain Maritime Incident
Superannuation

Superannuation and Financial Services

Joint Statutory Committees
ASIO, ASISand DSD
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Australian Crime Commission (replaced the Parliamentary Joint Committee on the
National Crime Authority with effect from 1 January 2003)

Broadcasting of Parliamentary Proceedings

Corporations and Financial Services

Nationa Crime Authority

Native Title and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Idander Land Fund
Public Accounts and Audit

Public Works

Joint Committees

Electoral Matters

Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade
Migration

National Capital and Externa Territories
Treaties

N.B. Details appear in the following section, with committees listed in alphabetical
order.

COMMITTEES

A Certain Maritime Incident—Select Committee

(appointed 13 February 2002; terms of appointment varied 13 March 2002; final report
tabled 23 October 2002)

Members

Senator Cook (Chair), Senator Brandis (Deputy Chair), Senators Bartlett, Collins,
Faulkner, Ferguson, Mason and Murphy

Report presented
Report (tabled 23 October 2002)

Erratum (presented to the Deputy President on 25 October 2002, pursuant to standing
order 38(7); tabled 11 November 2002)

Appropriations and Staffing—Standing Committee
Members

The President (Chairman), the Leader of the Government in the Senate, the Leader of
the Opposition in the Senate and Senators Allison, Bolkus, Boswell, Ferris, Heffernan
and Ray

Reports presented

36th report—Egtimates for the Department of the Senate 2002-03 (certified by the
President on 22 May 2002, pursuant to standing order 166(2); tabled 18 June 2002)

Annual report for 2001-02 (tabled 29 August 2002)
37th report—Administration of parliamentary security (tabled 18 November 2002)

ASIO, ASIS and DSD—Joint Statutory Committee
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Members
Mr Jull (Chair), Senators Ferguson, Sandy Macdonald and Ray and Mr Beazley,
Mr McArthur and Mr McLeay

Reports presented
Australian Security Intelligence Organisation Legidation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill

2002—Interim report (presented to the Deputy President on 3 May 2002, pursuant to
standing order 38(7); tabled 14 May 2002)

Australian Security Intelligence Organisation Legidation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill
2002—Advisory report (tabled 18 June 2002)

Annual report for 2001-02 (tabled 2 December 2002)

Australian Crime Commission—Joint Statutory Committee

(replaced the Parliamentary Joint Committee on the National Crime Authority with effect
from 1 January 2003)

Members

Mr Baird (Chair), Mr Sercombe (Deputy Chair), Senators Denman, Ferris, Greig,
Hutchins and McGauran and Mr Dutton, Mr Kerr and Mr CP Thompson

Broadcasting of Parliamentary Proceedings—Joint Statutory Committee
Members

The President (Vice Chairman), the Speaker (Chairman), Senators Ferris and Stephens
and Mr Forrest, Mrs Gash, Mr Lindsay, Ms JS McFarlane and Mr Price

Community AffairsLegidation Committee
Portfolios
Family and Community Services; Health and Ageing
Members
Senator Knowles (Chair), Senators Barnett, Denman, Heffernan, Hutchins and Greig
Participating members
Senators Abetz, Bishop, Boswel, Buckland, Carr, Chapman, Collins, Coonan,
Crossin, Eggleston, Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris,
Hogg, Lees, Lightfoot, McGauran, McLucas, Moore, Murphy, Payne, Tierney,
Watson and Webber
Senator Allison for mattersrelating to the Health and Ageing portfolio
Reports presented
Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 14 February 2002)
Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)
Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)
Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 19 June 2002)

Provisions of the Research Involving Embryos and Prohibition of Human Cloning Bill
2002 (presented to the President on 24 October 2002, pursuant to standing order
38(7); tabled 11 November 2002)

Family and Community Services Legislation Amendment (Special Benefit Activity
Test) Bill 2002 (tabled 2 December 2002)
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Community Affairs Refer ences Committee
Members

Senator Hutchins (Chair), Senator Knowles (Deputy Chair), Senators Barnett, Lees,
McLucas and Moore

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Bishop, Carr, Chapman, Coonan, Crossin, Denman, Eggleston, Evans,
Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris, Lightfoot, Mason, McGauran,
Murphy, Payne, Tierney, Watson and Webber
Senator Grelg for mattersrelating to the Family and Community Services portfolio
Senator Allison for mattersrelating to the Health and Ageing portfolio

Current inquiries
Oper;;\tion of the social security breaches and pendties system (referred 16 October
2002

Poverty in Australia (referred 21 October 2002; reporting date: by the last sitting day
in June 2003)

Reports presented
Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 14 February 2002)

The patient profession: Time for action—Report on the inquiry into nursing (tabled
26 June 2002)

Participation requirements and penalties in the social security system [Family and
Community Services Legisation Amendment (Australians Working Together and
other 2001 Budget Measures) Bill 2002 and related issues] (tabled 25 September
2002)

Corporations and Financial Services—Joint Statutory Committee

(formerly the Parliamentary Joint Committee on Corporations and Securities; name
amended 11 March 2002 pursuant to Schedule 1, item 5 of the Financial Services Reform
Act 2001)

Members

Senator Chapman (Chair), Senator Wong (Deputy Chair), Senators Brandis, Conroy
and Murray and Mr Byrne, Mr Ciobo, Mr Griffin, Mr Hunt and Mr McArthur

Current inquiries
Banking and financial services in rural, regional and remote areas of Australia
(adopted 26 June 2002)
Australia’ sinsolvency laws (adopted 14 November 2002)
Disclosure of commissions on risk products (adopted 14 November 2002)
Reports presented

Regulations and ASIC policy statements made under the Financial Services Reform
Act 2001 (tabled 23 October 2003)

*  Review of the Managed Investments Act 1998 (tabled 12 December 2002)

Economics L egidation Committee
Portfolios

Treasury; Industry, Tourism and Resources
Members
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Senator Brandis (Chair), Senator Collins (Deputy Chair), Senators Chapman, Murray,
Watson and Webber

Substitute member

Senator Allison to replace Senator Murray for matters relating to the Resources
portfolio

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Boswell, Buckland, George Campbell, Carr, Cherry, Conroy, Cook,
Coonan, Eggleston, Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris,
Kirk, Knowles, Lees, Lightfoot, Ludwig, Lundy, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Payne,
Ridgeway, Sherry, Stott Despoja, Tchen and Tierney

Current inquiry
Provisions of the Corporations Amendment (Repayment of Directors Bonuses) Bill
2002 (referred 11 December 2002; reporting date: 3 March 2003)

Reports presented

Commonwealth Inscribed Stock Amendment Bill 2001 (presented to the Deputy
President on 6 December 2001, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 12 February
2002)

Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 19 March 2002)

Taxation Laws Amendment (Superannuation) Bill (No. 1) 2002 and Income Tax
(Superannuation Payments Withholding Tax) Bill 2002 (tabled 20 March 2002)

Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)

Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 19 June 2002)

New Business Tax System (Consolidation) Bill (No. 1) 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)
Taxation Laws Amendment Bill (No. 4) 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)

Diesel Fuel Rebate Scheme Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)

Space Activities Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 27 August 2002)

Annual reports—No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)

New Business Tax System (Consolidation, Value Shifting, Demergers and Other
Measures) Bill 2002 (presented to the Deputy President on 18 October 2002, pursuant
to standing order 38(7); tabled 21 October 2002)

Excise Tariff Amendment Bill (No. 1) 2002 and Customs Tariff Amendment Bill
(No. 2) 2002 (tabled 22 October 2002)

New Business Tax System (Consolidation and Other Measures) Bill (No. 1) 2002
(tabled 18 November 2002)

Inspector-General of Taxation Bill 2002 (tabled 3 December 2002)

Trade Practices Amendment (Liability for Recreational Services) Bill 2002 (tabled
10 December 2002)

Financial Sector Legidation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2002 (tabled 11 December
2002)

Economics Refer ences Committee
Members

Senator Collins (Chair), Senator Brandis (Deputy Chair), Senators Chapman, Conroy,
Ridgeway and Webber

Substitute member

Senator Allison to replace Senator Ridgeway for matters relating to the Resources
portfolio

Participating members
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Senators Abetz, Boswell, Buckland, George Campbell, Carr, Chery, Coonan,
Eggleston, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris, Kirk, Knowles,
Lees, Lightfoot, Ludwig, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Murray, Payne, Sherry,
Stott Despoja, Tchen, Tierney and Watson

Current inquiry

*  The dructure and distributive effects of the Australian taxation system (referred
12 December 2002; reporting date: last Sitting day in June 2004)

Reports presented
Inquiry into mass marketed tax effective schemes and investor protection (presented
to the President on 11 February 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled
12 February 2002)

Inquiry into the framework for the market supervision of Australia’s stock exchanges
(presented to the President on 11 February 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7);
tabled 12 February 2002)

A review of public liability and professional indemnity insurance (tabled 22 October
2002)

Electoral Matters—Joint Standing Committee

(appointed 14 February 2002)

Members
Mr Georgiou (Chair), Mr Danby (Deputy Chair), Senators Bartlett, Brandis, Mason,
Murray and Ray and Mr Forrest, Mr Melham and Ms Panopoul os

Report presented

The integrity of the electoral roll: Review of ANAO report no. 42 of 2001-02 (tabled
11 November 2002)

Employment, Workplace Relations and Education Legidation Committee

(formerly the Employment, Workplace Relations, Small Business and Education
Legidation Committee; name amended 11 March 2002—see standing order 25)

Portfolios
Employment and Workplace Relations; Education, Science and Training
Members

Senator Tierney (Chair), Senator George Campbell (Deputy Chair), Senators Barnett,
Carr, Johngton and Stott Despoja

Substitute members

Senator Murray to replace Senator Stott Despoja for matters relating to the Workplace
Relations portfolio
Senator Allison to replace Senator Stott Despoja for matters relating to the Training
portfolio and the Schools portfolio
Senator Cherry to replace Senator Stott Despoja for matters relating to the
Employment portfolio

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Boswell, Chapman, Cherry, Callins, Coonan, Crossin, Eggleston,
Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris, Hutchins, Knowles, Lees,
Lightfoot, Ludwig, Marshall, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Nettle, Payne, Santoro,
Sherry, Stephens, Watson and Webber

Current inquiry
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Provisions of the Workplace Relations Amendment (Termination of Employment) Bill
2002 (referred 11 December 2002; reporting date 18 March 2003)

Reports presented
Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)
Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)
Workplace Relations Amendment (Fair Dismissal) Bill 2002, Workplace Reations
Amendment (Prohibition of Compulsory Union Fees) Bill 2002, Workplace Relations
Amendment (Secret Ballots for Protected Action) Bill 2002, Workplace Reations
Amendment (Genuine Bargaining) Bill 2002 and Workplace Relations Amendment
(Fair Termination) Bill 2002 (tabled 15 May 2002)
Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 27 June 2002)
Higher Education Funding Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 22 August 2002)
Research Agencies Legislation Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 29 August 2002)
Workplace Relations Amendment (Paid Maternity Leave) Bill 2002 (tabled
18 September 2002)
Annual reports—No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)
Workplace Relations Amendment (Improved Protection for Victorian Workers) Bill
2002 (presented to the President on 15 November 2002, pursuant to standing order
38(7); tabled 18 November 2002)

Employment, Workplace Relations and Education Refer ences Committee

(formerly the Employment, Workplace Relations, Small Business and Education

References Committee; name amended 11 March 2002—see standing order 25)

Members
Senator George Campbell (Chair), Senator Tierney (Deputy Chair), Senators Barnett,
Carr, Crossin and Stott Despoja

Subgtitute members
Senator Murray to replace Senator Stott Despoja for matters relating to the Workplace
Relations portfolio
Senator Allison to replace Senator Stott Despoja for matters relating to the Training
portfolio and the Schools portfolio
Senator Cherry to replace Senator Stott Despoja for matters relating to the
Employment portfolio
Senator Conroy to replace Senator Carr for the committee's inquiry into small
busi ness employment

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Boswell, Buckland, Chapman, Cherry, Collins, Coonan, Denman,
Eggleston, Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris, Hutchins,
Johnston, Knowles, Lees, Lightfoot, Ludwig, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Nettle,
Payne, Santoro, Sherry, Stephens, Watson and Webber

Current inquiries
Smal; business employment (referred 20 March 2002; reporting date: 6 February
2003
The refusal of the Government to respond to the order of the Senate of 21 August
2002 for the production of documents relating to financia information concerning
higher education institutions (referred 18 September 2002; reporting date: 6 March
2003)
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Labour market skills requirements (referred 23 October 2002; reporting date: by the
last Stting day in June 2003)

Reports presented

Education of gifted and talented children (presented to the President on 2 October
2001, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 12 February 2002)

Univerditiesin crisis: Report into the capacity of public university to meet Australia’s
higher education needs—Addendum (presented to the President on 8 November 2001,
pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 12 February 2002)

Education of students with disabilities (tabled 10 December 2002)

Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts Legidation
Committee

Portfolios
Environment and Heritage; Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
Members

Senator Eggleston (Chair), Senator Mackay (Deputy Chair), Senators Bartlett, Lundy,
Santoro and Tchen

Substitute members

Senator Greig to replace Senator Bartlett for matters relating to the Information
Technology portfolio

Senator Ridgeway to replace Senator Bartlett for matters relating to the Arts portfolio
Participating members
Senators Abetz, Bolkus, Boswell, Brown, George Campbell, Carr, Chapman, Conroy,
Coonan, Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Harradine, Harris, Knowles, Lees,
Lightfoot, McLucas, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Nettle, Ray, Watson and Wong
Senator Cherry for matters relating to the Communi cations portfolio
Reports presented
Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)
Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)

Broadcasting Services Amendment (Media Ownership) Bill 2002 (presented to the
President on 18 June 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 19 June 2002)

Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 19 June 2002)

New Zealand/Australia committee exchange program: Report of visit to New Zealand,
15to 17 April 2002 (tabled 27 August 2002)

Annual reports—No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)

Telecommunications Competition Bill 2002 (presented to the Deputy President on
22 November 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7; tabled 2 December 2002)

Renewable Energy (Electricity) Amendment Bill 2002—Interim report (presented to
the Deputy President on 28 November 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled
2 December 2002)

Renewable Energy (Electricity) Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 2 December 2002)

Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts References
Committee

Members
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Senator Allison (Chair), Senator Tierney (Deputy Chair), Senators Lundy, Mackay,
Tchen and Wong

Substitute members

Senator Crossin to replace Senator Mackay for the committee’'s inquiry into
environmental performance a the Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverley and Honeymoon
uranium operations

Senator Buckland to replace Senator Lundy for the committee’'s inquiry into
environmental performance a the Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverley and Honeymoon
uranium operations

Senator Scullion to replace Senator Tierney for the committee’'s inquiry into
environmental performance a the Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverley and Honeymoon
uranium operations

Senator Moore to replace Senator Wong for the committee's inquiry into the
Australian telecommuni cations network

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Bolkus, Boswel, Brown, Buckland, George Campbell, Carr,
Chapman, Conroy, Coonan, Eggleston, Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Harradine,
Harris, Knowles, Lees, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Nettle, Payne and Watson
Senator Greig for mattersrelating to the Information Technology portfolio
Senator Ridgeway for mattersrelating to the Arts portfolio

Senator Nettle for the committee's inquiry into environmental performance at the
Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverley and Honeymoon uranium operations

Current inquiries
Environmental performance at the Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverley and Honeymoon
uranium operations (referred 20 June 2002; reporting date: 4 March 2003)

The role of libraries as providers of public information in the online environment
(referred 25 June 2002; reporting date: last sitting day in March 2003)

Australian telecommunications network (referred 25 June 2002; reporting date:
21 February 2003)

Reports presented
Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 14 February 2002)

New Zealand/Australia committee exchange program: Report of visit to New Zealand,
15to 17 April 2002 (tabled 27 August 2002)

The value of water: Inquiry into Australia's urban water management (tabled
5 December 2002)

Finance and Public Administration L egidation Committee
Portfolios

Parliament; Prime Minister and Cabinet; Finance and Administration
Members

Senator Mason (Chair), Senator Murray (Deputy Chair), Senators Brandis, Faulkner,
Forshaw and Heffernan

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Carr, Chapman, Conroy, Coonan, Eggleston, Evans, Ferguson, Ferris,
Harradine, Harris, Knowles, Lees, McGauran, Mackay, Marshall, Murphy, Payne,
Ray, Ridgeway, Sherry, Tchen, Tierney and Watson

Current inquiry
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Portfolio Budget Statements (referred 21 November 1996; readopted 2 December
1998 and 21 March 2002)

Reports presented
Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)
Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 21 March 2002)
Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)
Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 19 June 2002)
Charter of Political Honesty Bill 2000 [2002], Electoral Amendment (Pdlitical
Honesty) Bill 2000 [2002], Government Advertising (Objectivity, Fairness and
Accountability) Bill 2000 and Auditor of Parliamentary Allowances and Entitlements
Bill 2000 [No. 2] (tabled 29 August 2002)
Annual reports—No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)
Members of Parliament (Life Gold Pass) Bill 2002 (tabled 19 September 2002)
Public Interest Disclosure Bill 2001 [2002] (tabled 26 September 2002)

Finance and Public Administration References Committee

Members
Senator Forshaw (Chair), Senator Watson (Deputy Chair), Senators Heffernan,
Marshall, Ridgeway and Wong

Substitute member
Senator Allison to replace Senator Ridgeway for the committeg's inquiry into
recruitment and training in the Australian Public Service

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Brandis, Carr, Chapman, Conroy, Coonan, Crossin, Eggleston, Evans,
Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Harradine, Harris, Knowles, Lees, Lundy, Mason,
McGauran, Murphy, Murray, Payne, Sherry, Tchen and Tierney

Current inquiries
Tabling of indexed lists of files of departments and agencies (referred 21 August 1996

pursuant to the order of 30 May 1996; readopted 1 December 1998 and 21 March
2002)

Recruitment and training in the Australian Public Service (referred 21 March 2002;
reporting date: 27 March 2003)

Reports presented
Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 21 March 2002)

*  Departmental and agency contracts. Report on thefirst year of operation of the Senate

order for the production of lists of departmenta and agency contracts (tabled
12 December 2002)

Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade—Joint Standing Committee
(appointed 14 February 2002)
Members

Senator Ferguson (Chair), Mr Brereton (Deputy Chair), Senators Bolkus, Cook,
Eggleston, Evans, Harradine, Hutchins, Johnston, Sandy Macdonald, O’ Brien, Payne
and Stott Despoja and Mr Baird, Mr Baldwin, Mr Beazley, Mr Bevis, Mr Byrne,
Mr Edwards, Mr LDT Ferguson, Mrs Gash, Mr Hawker, Mr Jull, Mr Lindsay,
Mrs Moylan, Mr Nairn, Mr Price, Mr Prosser, Mr Scott, Mr Snowdon, Mr Somlyay
and Mr CP Thompson
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Current inquiries
Watching brief on the war on terrorism (adopted 15 May 2002)
United Nations — Australia’ srole in the UN (adopted 15 May 2002)
World Trade Organisation — Australia’ srole in the WTO (adopted 15 May 2002)

Trade and investment relations with the countries of Central Europe (adopted
12 August 2002)

Relations with Indonesia (adopted 22 August 2002)
Australia’ s maritime strategy (adopted 27 August 2002)

Review of those aspects of the 2000-01 annual report of the Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity Commission relating to conditions at immigration detention centres and
the treatment of detainees (adopted 27 June 2002)

Human rights and good governance education in the Asia-Pacific region (referred
3 September 2002)

Review of the Audrdian Agency for International Development (AusAID) annud
report for 2001-02 (adopted 16 October 2002)

Review of the Australian Trade Commission (Austrade) annual report for 2001-02
(adopted 16 October 2002)

Review of the Department of Defence annual report for 2001-02 (adopted 16 October
2002)

Review of the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade annual report for 2001-02
(adopted 16 October 2002)

Review of Australia-Indonesia Inditute annual report for 2001-02 (adopted
2 December 2002)

Reports presented

Review of Foreign Affairs, Trade and Defence annua reports 2000-01 (tabled
23 September 2002)

Enterprising Australia: Planning, preparing and profiting from trade and investment—
A short report on the proceedings of the inquiry (tabled 16 October 2002)

Parliament’s watching brief on the war on terrorism—Visit to Austraian forces
deployed to the international coalition againg terrorism (tabled 21 October 2002)

Parliament’s watching brief on the war on terrorism—Review of Austraia’s
preparedness to manage the consequences of a terrorigt attack (statement made, by
way of a report, 2 December 2002)

Review of Austraia srelations with the United Nations (statement made, by way of a
report, 9 December 2002)

Scrutiny of the World Trade Organisation (statement made, by way of a report,
9 December 2002)

Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade L egidation Committee

Portfolios
Foreign Affairs and Trade; Defence (including Veterans' Affairs)

Members
Senator Sandy Macdonald (Chair), Senator Cook (Deputy Chair), Senators Evans,
Ferguson, Payne and Ridgeway

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Bishop, Boswell, Brandis, Carr, Chapman, Coonan, Eggleston,
Faulkner, Ferris, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris, Hogg, Hutchins, Johnston, Knowles,
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Lees, Lightfoot, Mackay, Marshal, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Nettle, Santoro,
Stott Despoja, Tchen, Tierney and Watson
Reports presented
Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)
Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)
Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)
Annual reports—No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)

Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade References Committee
Members

Senator Cook (Chair), Senator Sandy Macdonald (Deputy Chair), Senators Hogg,
Johnston, Marshall and Ridgeway

Substitute member

Senator Bartlett to replace Senator Ridgeway for the committee’ s inquiry into materiel
acquisition and management in Defence

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Boswell, Brandis, Carr, Chapman, Coonan, Denman, Eggleston,
Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Forshaw, Harradine, Harris, Knowles, Lees,
Lightfoot, Mackay, Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Nettle, Payne, Santoro, Stott
Despoja, Tchen, Tierney and Watson

Current inquiries
Materiel acquisition and management in Defence (referred 13 March 2002; reporting
date: last Stting day in March 2003)

Australia’s relationship with Papua New Guinea and other Pacific island countries
(referred 13 March 2002; reporting date: last sitting day in June 2003)

An examination of the Government’s foreign and trade policy strategy (referred
10 December 2002; reporting date: 14 May 2003)

* |ssues involved in the negotiation of the General Agreement on Trade in Services in
the Doha Development Round (referred 12 December 2002; reporting date:
27 November 2003)

Report presented

Recruitment and retention of ADF personnel (presented to the Temporary Chair of
Committees, Senator Chapman, on 4 October 2001, pursuant to standing order 38(7);
tabled 12 February 2002)

House—Standing Committee
Members

The President (Chair), the Deputy President, Senators Carr, Colbeck, Collins,
Lightfoot and Stephens

Legal and Constitutional L egidation Committee
Portfolios

Attorney-General; Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs
Members
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Senator Payne (Chair), Senator Bolkus (Deputy Chair), Senators Greig, Ludwig,
Mason and Scullion

Substitute member
Senator Ridgeway to replace Senator Greig for matters relating to the Indigenous
Affairsportfolio

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Brandis, Brown, Carr, Chapman, Eggleston, Evans, Faulkner,
Ferguson, Ferris Harradine, Harris, Kirk, Knowles, Lees, Lightfoot, McGauran,
McLucas, Murphy, Nettle, Ray, Sherry, Stephens, Stott Despoja, Tchen, Tierney and
Watson
Senator Bartlett for matters relating to the Immigration and Multicultural Affairs
portfolio

Current inquiry
Statutory powers and functions of the Australian Law Reform Commission (referred
1 December 1998 on adoption of the 73rd report of the Committee of Privileges;
readopted 11 March 2002; reporting date: 20 March 2003)

Reports presented
Matter not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 11 March 2002)
Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)
Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)
Proceeds of Crime Bill 2002 and the Proceeds of Crime (Consequential Amendments
and Transitional Provisions) Bill 2002—Interim report (presented to the Temporary
Chair of Committees, Senator Chapman, on 10 April 2002, pursuant to standing order
38(7); tabled 14 May 2002)
Crimina Code Amendment (Espionage and Related Offences) Bill 2002—Interim
report (presented to the Deputy President on 26 April 2002, pursuant to standing
order 38(7); tabled 14 May 2002)
Proceeds of Crime Bill 2002 and the Proceeds of Crime (Consequential Amendments
and Transitional Provisions) Bill 2002 (presented to the Deputy President on 26 April
2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 14 May 2002)
Security Legidation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2002 [No. 2], Suppression of the
Financing of Terrorism Bill 2002, Crimina Code Amendment (Suppression of
Terrorist Bombings) Bill 2002, Border Security Legidation Amendment Bill 2002 and
Telecommunications Interception Legidation Amendment Bill 2002—Interim report
(presented to the Deputy President on 3 May 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7);
tabled 14 May 2002)
Australian Security Intelligence Organisation Legidation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill
2002—Interim report (presented to the Deputy President on 3 May 2002, pursuant to
standing order 38(7); tabled 14 May 2002)
Security Legidation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2002 [No. 2], Suppression of the
Financing of Terrorism Bill 2002, Crimina Code Amendment (Suppression of
Terrorist Bombings) Bill 2002, Border Security Legidation Amendment Bill 2002 and
Telecommunications Interception Legislation Amendment Bill 2002 (presented to the
Temporary Chair of Committees, Senator Knowles, on 8 May 2002, pursuant to
standing order 38(7); tabled 14 May 2002)
Crimina Code Amendment (Espionage and Related Offences) Bill 2002 (presented to
the Deputy President on 10 May 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled
14 May 2002)
Family Law Amendment (Child Protection Convention) Bill 2002 (tabled 15 May
2002)
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Proceeds of Crime Bill 2002 and the Proceeds of Crime (Consequential Amendments
and Transitional Provisions) Bill 2002—Erratum (tabled 16 May 2002)

Migration Legidation Amendment (Procedural Fairness) Bill 2002—Interim report
(presented to the Temporary Chair of Committees, Senator Cook, on 22 May 2002,
pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 18 June 2002)
Migration Legidation Amendment Bill (No. 1) 2002—Interim report (presented to the
Temporary Chair of Committees, Senator Cook, on 22 May 2002, pursuant to
standing order 38(7); tabled 18 June 2002)
Migration Legidation Amendment (Procedural Fairness) Bill 2002 (presented to the
Deputy President on 5 June 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 18 June
2002)
Migration Legisation Amendment Bill (No. 1) 2002 (presented to the Deputy
President on 5 June 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 18 June 2002)
Australian Protective Service Amendment Bill 2002 (presented to the Deputy
President on 13 June 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 18 June 2002)
Australian Security Intelligence Organisation Legidation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill
2002 (tabled 18 June 2002)
Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 25 June 2002)
Government amendments to the Proceeds of Crime Bill 2002 and the Proceeds of
Crime (Consequential Amendments and Transitional Provisions) Bill 2002 (presented
to the President on 28 June 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 19 August
2002)
Annual reports—No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)

*  Statutory powers and functions of the Australian Law Reform Commission—Interim
report (tabled 12 December 2002)

Legal and Congtitutional References Committee

Members
Senator Bolkus (Chair), Senator Payne (Deputy Chair), Senators Greig, Kirk, Scullion
and Stephens

Substitute member

Senator Ridgeway to replace Senator Greig for matters relating to the Indigenous
Affairs portfolio

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Brandis, Brown, Carr, Chapman, Crossin, Eggleston, Evans,
Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Harradine, Harris, Knowles, Lees, Lightfoot, Ludwig,
Mason, McGauran, Murphy, Nettle, Sherry, Stott Despoja, Tchen, Tierney and
Watson
Senator Bartlett for matters relating to the Immigration and Multicultural Affairs
portfolio

Current inquiry
Progress towards national reconciliation (referred 27 August 2002; reporting date:
March 2003)

Reports presented
Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 11 March 2002)

Human Rights (Mandatory Sentencing for Property Offences) Bill 2000 (tabled
12 March 2002)

Inquiry into s. 46 and s. 50 of the Trade Practices Act 1974 (tabled 14 May 2002)
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Outsourcing of the Australian Customs Service's Information Technology (tabled
16 May 2002)

Migration zone excision: An examination of the Migration Legislation Amendment
(Further Border Protection Measures) Bill 2002 and related matters (tabled
21 October 2002)

Australian Security Intelligence Organisation Legisation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill
2002 and related matters (tabled 3 December 2002)

Library—Standing Committee
Members
The President (Chair), Senators Kirk, Ludwig, Scullion, Tchen, Tierney and Wong

Migration—Joint Standing Committee
(appointed 14 February 2002)
Members

MsGambaro (Chair), Senators Bartlett, Eggleston, Kirk and Tchen and
Mr LDT Ferguson, Mrs Gash, MrsIrwin, Mr Ripoll and Mr Randall

Current inquiries
Review of skilled migration (referred 18 June 2002)
* 2003 Review of Migration Regulation 4.31B (referred 10 December 2002)

National Capital and External Territories—Joint Standing Committee

(appointed 14 February 2002)

Members
Senator Lightfoot (Chair), Senator Crossin (Deputy Chair), The Deputy President and
Chairman of Committees, the Deputy Speaker, Senators Lundy, Scullion and
Stott Despoja and Ms Ellis, Mr Johnson, Mr Neville, Mr Snowdon and
Mr CP Thompson

Reports presented
Norfolk Idand electoral matters (tabled 26 August 2002)

Striking the right balance: Draft amendment 39, National Capital Plan (tabled
21 October 2002)

National Crime Authority—Joint Statutory Committee

(replaced by the Parliamentary Joint Committee on the Australian Crime Commission
with effect from 1 January 2003)

Reports presented
Australian Crime Commission Establishment Bill 2002 (tabled 11 November 2002)

Examination of the annual report for 2000-01 of the Nationa Crime Authority (tabled
11 December 2002)
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Native Title and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Land Fund—Joint
Statutory Committee

Members

Senator Johngton (Chair), Senator McLucas (Deputy Chair), Senators Crossin, Lees
and Scullion and Mr Cobb, Dr Lawrence, Mrs Ley, Mr Secker and Mr Snowdon

Report presented

*  Examination of annual reports for 2000-01 in fulfilment of the committee's duties
pursuant to s.206(c) of the Native Title Act 1993

Privileges—Standing Committee

Members
Senator Ray (Chair), Senator Knowles (Deputy Chair), Senators Evans, Johnston,
Payne, Reid and Sherry

Current inquiry
Having regard to the matter raised by the Environment, Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts Legidation Committee in its letter of 26 June 2002 to the
President, whether there was an unauthorised disclosure of a report of that committee,
and whether any contempt was committed in that regard (referred 27 June 2002)

Reports presented
102nd report—Counsel to the Senate (tabled 26 June 2002)
103r(; report—Possible improper influence and penalty on a senator (tabled 26 June
2002
104th report—Possible false or misleading evidence before the Parliamentary Joint
Committee on Native Title and the Aborigina and Torres Strait Ilander Land Fund
(tabled 26 June 2002)
105th report—Execution of search warrants in senators' offices — Senator Harris
(tabled 26 June 2002)
106th report—Possible improper interference with a witness before the Senate Select
Committee on a Certain Maritime Incident (tabled 27 August 2002)
107th report—Parliamentary privilege precedents, procedures and practices in the
Australian Senate 1996-2002 (tabled 27 August 2002)
108th report—Person referred to in the Senate (Mr John Hyde Page) (tabled
15 October 2002)
109tr; report—Person referred to in the Senate (Mr Tony Kevin) (tabled 22 October
2002
110th report—Persons referred to in the Senate (Dr Geoffrey Vaughan, Dr Peter
Jonson, Professor Brian Anderson) (tabled 10 December 2002)

Document presented
Advices to the Senate Committee of Privileges from the Clerk of the Senate and
Senior Counsel—March 1988 to April 2002 (tabled 27 August 2002)

Procedur e—Standing Committee
Members

The Deputy President (Chair), the President, the Leader of the Government in the
Senate, the Leader of the Opposition in the Senate and Senators Allison, Brandis,
Eggleston, Ferguson, Ludwig and Ray

Current inquiry
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Recommendations in the Procedure Committee's first report of 2002 relating to
standing order 74(5) (referred 28 August 2002)

Reports presented

Firs report of 2002—Adjournment debate; Unanswered questions on notice (tabled
19 June 2002)

Second report of 2002—Chairs and quorums in committees; Adjournment debate on
Tuesdays (tabled 18 November 2002)

Public Accounts and Audit—Joint Statutory Committee

Members
Mr Charles (Chairman), MsPlibersek (Vice Chairman), Senators Colbeck, Hogg,
Lundy, Murray, Scullion and Watson and Mr Ciobo, Mr Cobb, Mr Georgiou,
Ms Grierson, Mr Griffin, Ms CF King, Mr PE King and Mr Somlyay

Current inquiry
Management and integrity of electronic information in the Commonwealth (referred
23 October 2002)

Reports presented
Report 388—Review of the accrual budget documentation (tabled 19 June 2002)

Report 389—Review of Auditor-General’s reports 2000-01: Fourth quarter (tabled
27 June 2002)

Report 390—Review of Auditor-General’s reports 2001-02: First, second and third
quarters (tabled 29 August 2002)

Report 391—Review of independent auditing by registered company auditors (tabled
18 September 2002)

Report 392—Annual report 2001-02 (tabled 14 November 2002)

Report 390—Review of Auditor-General’s reports 2001-02: First, second and third
quarters—Erratum (tabled 14 November 2002)

Public Works—Joint Statutory Committee
Members

Mrs Moylan (Chairman), Mr BPJ O’ Connor (Deputy Chairman), Senators Colbeck,
Ferguson and Forshaw and Mr Jenkins, Mr Lindsay, Mr Lloyd and Mr Ripoll

Reports presented
Sixty-fifth annual report, March 2002 (tabled 15 May 2002)

Common use infragructure on Christmas Idand (First report of 2002) (tabled
27 August 2002)

RAAF Base Williamtown redevelopment stage 1 and facilities for the airborne early
warning and control aircraft (Second report of 2002) (tabled 18 September 2002)

Publications—Standing Committee
Members

Senator Colbeck (Chair), Senators Hutchins, Johnston, Kirk, Marshall, Moore and
Scullion

Reports presented
1st report (tabled 21 March 2002)
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2nd report (tabled 29 August 2002)
3rd report (tabled 26 September 2002)
4th report (tabled 23 October 2002)
5th report (tabled 14 November 2002)
6th report (tabled 12 December 2002)

Regulations and Or dinances—L egidative Scrutiny Standing Committee
Members

Senator Tchen (Chairman), Senators Bartlett, Marshall, Mason, Moore and Santoro

Report presented

110th report—Annual report 2000-01 (tabled 21 March 2002)

Document presented

Ministerial correspondence relating to the scrutiny of delegated legidation, March —
June 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)

Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport Legisation Committee
Portfolios

Transport and Regiona Services; Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry

Members

Senator Heffernan (Chair), Senator Buckland (Deputy Chair), Senators Cherry,
Colbeck, Ferrisand O’ Brien

Participating members

Senators Abetz, Boswell, Brown, Carr, Chapman, Coonan, Eggleston, Evans,
Faulkner, Ferguson, Harradine, Harris, Hutchins, Knowles, Lightfoot, Mason, Sandy
Macdonald, McLucas, Murphy, Payne, Ray, Santoro, Stephens, Tchen, Tierney and
Watson

Senator Greig for mattersrelating to the Fisheries portfolio

Senator Lees for mattersrelating to air safety

Senator Allison for mattersrelating to the Transport portfolio

Current inquiries

Adminigtration of the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (adopted 22 October 1999;
readopted 13 March 2002; reporting date: last sitting day in June 2003)

Import risk assessment on New Zealand apples (referred 2 November 2000; readopted
13 March 2002; reporting date: last sitting day in June 2003)

Adminigtration of AusSAR in relaion to the search for the Margaret J (referred
25 June 2001; readopted 13 March 2002; reporting date: last sitting day in June
2003)

Transport Safety Investigation Bill 2002 (referred 16 October 2002; reporting date:
4 February 2003)

Reports presented

Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 13 March 2002)
Annual reports—No. 1 of 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)

Additiona estimates 2001-02, March 2002 (tabled 21 March 2002)

Airports Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 16 May 2002)
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Administration by the Department of Transport and Regional Services of Australian
Motor Vehicle Standards under the Motor Vehicle Sandards Act 1989 and
Regulations (tabled 18 June 2002)

Budget estimates 2002-03, June 2002 (tabled 19 June 2002)

The introduction of guota management controls on Australian beef exports to the
United States by the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry (tabled 26 June
2002)

Administration of the Civil Aviation Safety Authority—Interim report (tabled 27 June
2002)

Proposed importation of fresh apple fruit from New Zealand—Interim report (tabled
27 June 2002)

Administration of AusSAR in reation to the search for the Margaret J—Interim
report (tabled 27 June 2002)

Annual reports—No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)

The Australian meat industry consultative structure and quota allocation—Interim
report: Allocation of the US beef quota (tabled 24 September 2002)

Egg Industry Service Provison Bill 2002 and Egg Industry Service Provision
(Transitional and Consequential Provisions) Bill 2002 (tabled 23 October 2002)

Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry Legidation Amendment Bill (No. 1) 2002 (tabled
12 November 2002)

* The Australian meat industry consultative structure and quota allocation—Second
report: Existing government advisory structures in the Australian meat industry
(tabled 12 December 2002)

Rural and Regional Affairsand Transport References Committee
Members

Senator Ridgeway (Chair), Senator Heffernan (Deputy Chair), Senators Buckland,
McGauran, O’ Brien and Stephens

Participating members
Senators Abetz, Boswell, Brown, Carr, Chapman, Colbeck, Coonan, Crossin,
Eggleston, Evans, Faulkner, Ferguson, Ferris, Harradine, Harris, Hutchins, Knowles,
Lees, Lightfoot, Mason, Sandy Macdonald, Murphy, Payne, Santoro, Tchen, Tierney
and Watson
Senator Greig for mattersrelating to the Fisheries portfolio
Senator Allison for mattersrelating to the Transport portfolio

Current inquiries
Foreitry plantations (referred 27 June 2002; reporting date: last sitting day in August
2003

Rural water resource usage (referred 21 October 2002; reporting date: by the last
sitting day in 2003)

Scrutiny of Bills—L egidative Scrutiny Standing Committee
Members

Senator MclLucas (Chairman), Senators Barnett, Crossin, Johnston, Mason and
Murray

Alert Digeds presented



142 No. 60—4 February 2003

No. 1 of 2002 (presented to the President on 21 February 2002, pursuant to standing
order 38(7); tabled 11 March 2002)

No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)

No. 3 of 2002 (tabled 20 March 2002)

No. 4 of 2002 (tabled 15 May 2002)

No. 5 of 2002 (presented 19 June 2002)

No. 6 of 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)

No. 7 of 2002 (tabled 21 August 2002)

No. 8 of 2002 (tabled 28 August 2002)

No. 9 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)

No. 10 of 2002 (tabled 25 September 2002)

No. 11 of 2002 (tabled 16 October 2002)

No. 12 of 2002 (tabled 23 October 2002)

No. 13 of 2002 (tabled 13 November 2002)

No. 14 of 2002 (tabled 19 November 2002)

No. 15 of 2002 (tabled 4 December 2002)

No. 16 of 2002 (tabled 11 December 2002)
Reports presented

No. 1 of 2002 (presented to the President on 21 February 2002, pursuant to standing
order 38(7); tabled 11 March 2002)

No. 2 of 2002 (tabled 13 March 2002)

No. 3 of 2002 (tabled 20 March 2002)

Matters not disposed of at the end of the 39th Parliament (tabled 21 March 2002)
No. 4 of 2002 (tabled 15 May 2002)

No. 5 of 2002 (tabled 19 June 2002)

No. 6 of 2002: Application of absolute and strict liability offences in Commonwealth
Legidation (tabled 26 June 2002)

No. 7 of 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)

Work of the committee during the 39th Parliament, November 1998-October 2001
(tabled 27 June 2002)

No. 8 of 2002 (tabled 21 August 2002)

No. 9 of 2002 (tabled 28 August 2002)

No. 10 of 2002 (tabled 18 September 2002)
No. 11 of 2002 (tabled 25 September 2002)
No. 12 of 2002 (tabled 16 October 2002)
No. 13 of 2002 (tabled 23 October 2002)
No. 14 of 2002 (tabled 13 November 2002)
No. 15 of 2002 (tabled 4 December 2002)
No. 16 of 2002 (tabled 11 December 2002)

Selection of Bills—Standing Committee
Members

The Government Whip (Chair), the Opposition Whip, the Australian Democrats
Whip, the National Party of Australia Whip and Senators Buckland, lan Campbell,
Eggleston and Ludwig

Reports presented
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Report no. 1 of 2002 (presented 13 March 2002)
Report no. 2 of 2002 (presented 20 March 2002)
Report no. 3 of 2002 (presented 15 May 2002)
Report no. 4 of 2002 (presented 19 June 2002)
Report no. 5 of 2002 (presented 26 June 2002)
Report no. 6 of 2002 (presented 21 August 2002)
Report no. 7 of 2002 (presented 28 August 2002)
Report no. 8 of 2002 (presented 18 September 2002)
Report no. 9 of 2002 (presented 25 September 2002)
Report no. 10 of 2002 (presented 16 October 2002)
Report no. 11 of 2002 (presented 23 October 2002)
Report no. 12 of 2002 (presented 13 November 2002)
Report no. 13 of 2002 (presented 4 December 2002)
Report no. 14 of 2002 (presented 11 December 2002)

Senators Interests—Standing Committee

Members
Senator Denman (Chair), Senator Lightfoot (Deputy Chair), Senators Allison,
Forshaw, McGauran, Reid, Webber and Wong

Notifications of alterations of interests
Register of senators' interests incorporating declarations of interests and naotifications
of aterations of interests lodged between 26 June 2001 and 6 December 2001
(presented to the President on 21 December 2001, pursuant to standing order 38(7);
tabled 12 February 2002)
Register of senators' interests incorporating declarations of interests and naotifications
of alterations of interests lodged between 7 December 2001 and 24 June 2002 (tabled
26 June 2002)
Register of senators' interests incorporating current statements of interests, including
new statements of interests, and notifications of alterations of interests lodged between
25 June 2002 and 5 December 2002 [2 volg] (tabled 10 December 2002)

Reports presented
Report 1/2002: Annual report 2001 (presented to the President on 28 March 2002,
pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 14 May 2002)
Report 2/2002: Proposed changes to resolutions relating to declarations of senators
interests and gifts to the Senate and the Parliament (tabled 26 June 2002)

Super annuation—Select Committee

(appointed 14 March 2002)

Members
Senator Watson (Chair), Senator Sherry (Deputy Chair), Senators Buckland,
Chapman, Cherry, Lightfoot and Wong

Current inquiry

*  Planning for retirement (referred 12 December 2002; reporting date: lagt sitting day
in June 2003)

Reports presented
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Taxation Laws Amendment (Superannuation) Bill (No. 2) 2002 and Superannuation
Guarantee Charge Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 25 June 2002)

Taxation treatment of overseas superannuation transfers (presented to the President on
25 July 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7); tabled 19 August 2002)

Superannuation (Government Co-contribution for Low Income Earners) Bill 2002 and
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill 2002 (tabled 26 September 2002)

Superannuation Legidation Amendment (Choice of Superannuation Funds) Bill 2002
(tabled 12 November 2002)

*  Superannuation and standards of living in retirement: The adequacy of the tax
arrangements for superannuation and related policy (tabled 12 December 2002)

Superannuation and Financial Services—Select Committee

(appointed 22 September 1999 with effect on and from 11 October 1999; re-appointed as
the Superannuati on—Sel ect Committee, see above)

Report presented
Early access to superannuation benefits (presented to the Temporary Chair of
Committees, Senator Hogg, on 31 January 2002, pursuant to standing order 38(7);
tabled 12 February 2002)

Documents presented

Early access to superannuation benefits—Discussion paper (presented to the
Temporary Chair of Committees, Senator Hogg, on 31 January 2002, pursuant to
standing order 38(7); tabled 12 February 2002)

Investing superannuation funds in rura and regional Australia—Issues paper
(presented to the Deputy President on 7 February 2002, pursuant to sanding order
38(7); tabled 12 February 2002)

Treaties—Joint Standing Committee

(appointed 14 February 2002)

Members
Ms Jl Bishop (Chair), Mr Wilkie (Deputy Chair), Senators Bartlett, Kirk, Marshall,
Mason, Santoro, Stephens and Tchen and Mr Adams, Mr Bartlett, Mr Ciobo,
Mr Evans, Mr Hunt, Mr PE King and Mr Scott

Current inquiry

Proposed agreement relating to US nationals and the International Crimina Court
(referred 2 December 2002)

Reports presented

Report 44—Four nuclear safeguards treaties tabled in August 2001 (tabled 15 May
2002)

Report 45—The Statute of the International Crimina Court (tabled 15 May 2002)
Report 46—Treatiestabled 12 March 2002 (tabled 24 June 2002)

Statement on the 46th report, dated 26 June 2002 (tabled 26 June 2002)

Report 47—Treatiestabled on 18 and 25 June 2002 (tabled 26 August 2002)

Report 48—Treatiestabled in August and September 2002 (tabled 21 October 2002)
Report 49—The Timor Sea Tresty (tabled 12 November 2002)

Report 50—Treatiestabled 15 October 2002 (tabled 10 December 2002)
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SENATE APPOINTMENTSTO STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

Advisory Council on Australian Archives

Senator Faulkner—(appointed 27 June 2002 for a period of 3 years).

Council of the National Library of Australia

Senator Tierney (appointed 14 February 2002 for a period of 3 years).

Parliamentary Retiring Allowances Trust

Senators Cook and Watson (appointed 13 May 1998 and 10 February 1994, respectively).

HARRY EVANS
Clerk of the Senate
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M INISTERIAL REPRESENTATION

Minister Representing
Senator the Honour able Robert Hill
Minister for Defence Prime Minister
Leader of the Government in the Senate Minister for Trade

Minister for Foreign Affairs
Minigter for the Environment and Heritage
Minister for Veterans Affairs

Senator the Honour able Richard Alston

Minister for Communications, Information Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations
Technology and the Arts Minister for Education, Science and Training
Deputy Leader of the Government in the Senate Minister for Science

Minister for Employment Services

Senator the Honour able Nicholas Minchin (Nick)

Minister for Finance and Administration Treasurer
Minigter for Industry, Tourism and Resources

Senator the Honour able Amanda Vanstone

Minister for Family and Community Services Minigter for Children and Y outh Affairs
Minister Asssting the Prime Minister for the
Status of Women

Senator the Honour able K ay Patter son
Minister for Health and Ageing Minister for Ageing

Senator the Honour able Christopher Ellison (Chris)
Minister for Justice and Customs Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and
Indigenous Affairs
Attorney-General
Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs

Senator the Honour able lan M acdonald
Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation ~ Minister for Transport and Regional Services
Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry

Minister for Regional Services, Territories and Local
Government

Senator the Honour able Charles Kemp (Rod)
Minister for the Arts and Sport

Senator the Honour able Eric Abetz
Secial Minister of Sate Minister for Small Businessand Tourism

Senator the Honour able Helen Coonan
Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer

Parliamentary Secretaries

Senator the Honour able lan Campbell
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer
Manager of Government Businessin the Senate

Senator the Honour able Judith Troeth
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry

Senator the Honour able Ronald Boswell (Ron)
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Transport and Regional Services

In those instances where Senators prefer to be known by other than their first name, the preferred name is underlined.
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A GUIDE TO THE DAILY NOTICE PAPER

The Notice Paper isissued each sitting day and contains details of current business before
the Senate. Its structure is based on four main types of business, asfollows:

Matters of privilege take precedence over al other business and are listed at the
beginning of the Notice Paper when they arise. They consist of notices of motion
which the President has determined warrant such precedence and any orders relating
to uncompleted debates on such motions.

Business of the Senate has precedence over government and general business for the
day on which it is listed. It includes disallowance motions, orders of the day for the
presentation of committee reports, motions to refer matters to standing committees,
motions for leave of absence for a senator and motions concerning the qualification of
a senator.

Government business is business initiated by a minister. It takes precedence over
general business except for a period of 2% hours each week set aside on Thursdays for
genera business.

General businessis al other business initiated by senators who are not ministers. It
takes precedence over government business only as described above.

Within each of these categories, business consists of notices of motion and orders of the
day:
Notices of motion are statements of intention that senators intend to move particular
motions on the days indicated. They are entered on the Notice Paper in the order given
and may be given jointly by two or more senators. Notices of motion are usually
considered before orders of the day.

Orders of the day are items of business which the Senate has ordered to be
considered on particular days, usualy arising from adjourned debates on matters
(including legiglation) or requirementsto present committee reports.

On days other than Thursdays, the Notice Paper records in full current items of business
of the Senate and government business, but includes only new items of general business
from the previous sitting day. On Thursdays, business relating to the consideration of
government documents, committee reports and government responses to committee
reportsis also published.

Other sectionsin the Notice Paper are as follows:

Orders of the day relating to committee reports and government responses
follows government business and lists orders of the day for adjourned debates on
motions to consider or adopt committee reports and government responses which have
been presented during the week. These orders may be considered for one hour on
Thursdays at the conclusion of genera business. New items appear in the following
day’ s Notice Paper. The section is printed in full on Thursdays.

Orders of the day relating to government documents appears in general business
and lists orders of the day for adjourned debates on motions to take note of
government documents. Such orders arise from consideration of the government
documents presented on a particular day and include consideration of any documents
not reached on the day. They are also listed for consideration for one hour on
Thursdays during the consideration of general business. New items appear in the
following day’ s Notice Paper. The section is printed in full on Thursdays.
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Businessfor future consideration lists any notice of motion or order of the day to be
considered on a specific day in the future; for example, a committee report ordered to
be presented on a specific date, or a notice of motion given for a day other than the
next day of sitting.

Bills referred to committees lists al bills or provisions of hills currently being
considered by committees.

Questions on notice includes the text of new questions on notice and lists the
numbers of unanswered questions.

Orders of the Senate includes orders of short-term duration such as orders for
production of documents and those relating to days of sitting for a period of sittings.

Contingent notices of motion are statements of intention by senators that, contingent
on a specified occurrence, they may move a motion, usually to suspend standing
orders. They are grouped by subject.

Temporary chairs of committees: isadaily list of all senators appointed to take the
chair in the absence of the President or Deputy President.

Categories of committees: is a daily list, categorised by type, of Senate and joint
committees. Details of each committee appear in the committee section.

Committees: a daily list of Senate and joint committees, including membership,
current inquiries and reports presented on or since the previous sitting day.

Senate appointments to statutory authorities lists the statutory authorities on which
the Senate is represented and details of representation.

Ministerial representation lists Senate ministers and the portfolios they represent.

A GUIDE TO THE FULL NOTICE PAPER

the firs day of each period of sittings a full Notice Paper is printed liging al

outstanding business before the Senate, including the full text of all unresolved notices of
motion and unanswered questions on notice. This edition is a complete reference to
unresolved business from earlier in the session and is useful to keep. All business before

the

Senate is published daily in the full electronic version of the Notice Paper, available

on ParlInfo and on the parliament’s Internet site.

Inquiries concerning the Notice Paper or business listed in it may be directed to the
Senate Table Office on (02) 6277 3015.

Printed by authority of the Senate
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