	
  

19 March 2015

Additional information from Screen Producers
Australia’s to the Australian Broadcasting
Corporation Amendment (Local Content) Bill 2014
Screen Producers Australia was formed by the screen industry to represent large and small enterprises
across a diverse production slate of feature film, television and interactive content.
As the peak industry and trade body, we consult with a membership of more than 300 production
businesses in the preparation of our submissions. This consultation is augmented by ongoing discussions
with our elected Council and appointed Policy Working Group representatives. Our members employ
hundreds of producers, thousands of related practitioners and drive more than $1.7 billion worth of annual
production activity from the independent sector.
On behalf of these businesses we are focused on delivering a healthy commercial environment through
ongoing engagement with elements of the labour force, including directors, writers, actors and crew, as
well as with broadcasters, distributors and government in all its various forms. This coordinated dialogue
ensures that our industry is successful, employment levels are strong and the community’s expectations of
access to high quality Australian content have been met.
Screen Producers Australia welcomes this opportunity to make a submission to the Senate Environment
and Communication Legislation Committee on the Australian Broadcasting Corporation Amendment
(Local Content) Bill 2014 (the Bill).
This submission includes additional information requested of Screen Producers Australia
during the public hearing in Adelaide on 6 March 2015.

Contact details
For further information about this submission please contact Matthew Hancock, Manager, Strategy and
Insights
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Question on notice (Page 31 of the Hansard):
CHAIR: I have two questions. Firstly, do you have the capacity to assist us in determining whether the
ABC is meeting that requirement? Secondly, do you think that the way that the ABC currently reports and
the level of transparency and the matrix that they use to report by are sufficient for you—or me, for that
matter, if I train myself to do so—to see whether this was occurring?
Mr Deaner: I would like to see greater transparency. The degree to which we can do that at the moment is
by identifying Screen Australia's reporting, by surveying our members directly, because they can tell us
where they are investing—and the data that is in our submission comes directly from them—and by
hearing what comes out of Senate estimates. We would like that to be not as higgledy-piggledy a process;
we would like that to be something the ABC commits to out of this exercise in a much more consistent way
that means that everyone has a bit of transparency.
CHAIR: It would be interesting if you could provide some information back to us on what improvements
you would like to be able to have an easy line of sight about what is happening in this place. It would be
great if you could take that on notice.

Response from Screen Producers Australia:
In response, Screen Producers Australia cites the Broadcasting Financial Results1 published by Australian
Media and Communications Authority as a good example of reporting obligations for commercial free-toair broadcasters that could be replicated for public broadcasters.
The report provides a snapshot of the aggregated expenditure, revenue, profitability, assets, liability and
net assets of the commercial radio and television broadcasting sectors. For example, Figure 1 is an
extract of the most recent program expenditure. This type of reporting is a vital tool for industry and

government in guiding policy development. It crucially provides a layer of commercial transparency
that underpins business confidence in the independent sector.
Screen Producers Australia would ideally like the data to be enhanced across a range of content
delivery services, including the ABC, and published more regularly. This would also include more
detail in the reports, including the kind of funding (by in-house and external production including
licence fees and equity), placement (by channel) and origin (by Australian, New Zealand and
international) of programming expenditure and hours.
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http://www.acma.gov.au/theACMA/Library/Industry-library/Broadcasting/broadcasting-financial-results-report
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Figure 1: Australia – Total, 2012/13
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