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Question: 44

Topic: Directors’ copyright
Hansard Page: 29

Senator Lundy asked:

It was over two years ago that the government promised to examine options for reforming the current laws to ensure that the input of directors to the production process is appropriately reflected in the key rewards and recognition provided by copyright. When do you plan to begin the consultations about the issue of directors copyright as promised as part of the government’s election platform last year?

Answer:

A model granting rights to directors is being considered by Government. It was developed following extensive consultation with industry players. Following Government approval, it is proposed that interest groups be provided with a further opportunity to comment on the proposed approach, in accordance with the Government’s election commitment. 
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Question: 45 and 46

Topic: Sport section establishment

Hansard, Page 30

Senator Lundy asked: Perhaps I could ask for a table of all personnel, their responsibilities, appropriate levels and how it relates to the rest of the department.

Senator Schacht asked: Could you take it on notice and provide us with the details of the establishment of the sports section?

Answer:

Sport has been established as a separate Branch within the Arts and Sport Division. The current establishment of the Branch consists of nine staff at the following classifications:

General Manager

Manager (EL2)

4 x EL1  

1 x ASO 6

1 x ASO 5

1 x ASO 4

The functional responsibilities of the Sport Section are:

· Implementation of the Government’s Backing Australia’s Sporting Ability policy as it relates to expenditure of the $7.4m funding for anti-doping initiatives.

· Coordination of Commonwealth involvement in the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games.

· Anti-doping in sport – International:  Provision of advice, in consultation with the Australian Sports Drug Agency and other relevant agencies (eg Australian Sports Commission, , Australian Government Analytical Laboratories, etc) on international anti-doping issues as they relate to World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) and International Inter-governmental Consultative Group on Anti-Doping in Sport (IICGADS).  Coordination of briefs for Australian Government representatives on WADA and IICGADS.

· Anti-doping in sport – Domestic: Coordinate implementation of the Government’s Tough on Drugs in Sport strategy, and monitor implementation by relevant Commonwealth agencies.

· Implementation and follow-up of Game Plan 2006, the strategic national plan for the sport and leisure industry released in February 2001 (Action Agenda for the sport and recreation industry, launched 2001).

· With the Australian Sports Commission, provide advice to the Commonwealth member of the Sport and Recreation Ministers’ Council, and represent the Commonwealth on the Standing Committee on Recreation and Sport (SCORS).

· Administration of the SCORS Consultancy Fund.

· Provision of secretariat for, and participation in, the Recreation and Sport Industry Statistics Group (RSISG), a SCORS statistical sub-committee made up of representatives from the Australian Sports Commission, each state and territory, the Sport Industry Association and the National Centre for Culture and Recreation Statistics (ABS).  RSISG’s role is to improve the information available on sport and recreation, including participation levels and impact on economics, consumption and social life.

· Provision of advice to the Minister on appointments to the boards of the Australian Sports Commission, the Australian Sports Drug Agency, the Australian Sports Drug Medical Advisory Committee, and the Australian Sports Foundation.

· Administration of national recreation safety organisation grants supporting water safety and alpine safety programs.

· Coordinate preparation of amendments to the Australian Sports Commission Act and the Australian Sports Drug Agency Act and sub-ordinate legislation, as required.

· Liaison with the Australian Sports Commission and the Australian Sports Drug Agency on relevant sport and anti-doping issues.

· Provision of policy advice on Commonwealth involvement in sport issues, as required.
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Question: 238

Topic: Green Phone Inc

Hansard Page: 134

Senator Schacht asked:

From 1997-98 right through to when you gave the first consultancy fee – so right back two or three years ago at least – from the very beginning.  I want you to you to take on notice which members of parliament, both state and federal, lobbied in support of the grant being made by Networking the Nation.  That wrote to you and/or the minister and the federal government in any of its forms to get the money paid.

Answer:

The NTN Board has received letters of support from the following Federal Members of Parliament since the project commenced in 1998:

David Hawker MP


Member for Wannon

John Forrest MP


Member for Mallee

Stewart McArthur MP


Member for Corrangamite

Patrick Secker MP


Member for Barker

Michael Ronaldson


former Member for Ballarat

Senator the Hon Judith Troeth
Senator for Victoria
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Question: 239

Topic: Green Phone Inc

Hansard Page: 134

Senator Schacht asked:

Re KPMG review… I would like to put in a request that when it is finished it be made available to the estimates committee.

Answer:

KPMG has conducted a review of the management of grants to GGTRA and Green Phone Inc under the NTN program for the NTN Board.  The report was recently presented to the NTN Board.  The NTN Board will convey the outcome of its consideration of the report to the Minister.  The Minister will decide on the appropriateness of the release of the report.
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Question: 240

Topic: TSI community information campaign

Hansard Page: 138

Senator Conroy asked:

Regarding the $6.7 million appropriated in 2001-02 for the TSI response, improving community awareness regional campaign, can the department provide figures for what proportion of that appropriation has been spent for campaign advertisements that were made public prior to the 10 November federal election?

Answer:

The Department spent a total of $3,240,210 for advertising production and placement prior to the November 10 Federal election.

Of this total $1,302,225 (GST exclusive) was spent on production of TV, press and radio advertisements that were made public prior to November 10.

The Department spent $1,397,425 (GST exclusive) on placement of Connecting the Nation community information campaign advertisements prior to the November 10 Federal election.

The cost for production of approximately 3.75 million copies of the Connecting the Nation Special Report insert was $540,560 (GST exclusive).
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Question: 241

Topic: Connecting the Nation – TV Ads

Hansard Page: 139

Senator Conroy asked:

Who decided that Connecting the Nation TV ads would run in the electorates of Wide Bay, Eden-Monaro, Hume and Kalgoorlie? Who has an electoral map with margins on it?

Answer:

Advertising ran in all areas in regional Australia. The decision to run advertising in regional and rural areas was based on the creative proposal of Clemenger BBDO Sydney and approved by the Ministerial Committee on Government Communications.

The placement of advertisements was based on the regional TV footprints of the commercial broadcasters.  Electorates were not a consideration in the coverage of these advertisements.
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Question: 242

Topic: TSI Response ‑ Indigenous Communities ‑ Payphones

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked: 

TSI Response – Indigenous Communities

Given the funding for this program finishes at the end of this financial year, has there been any enhancement of payphone services in Indigenous communities thus far as the result of the appropriation? If not when is this expected?

Answer:

The particular appropriation of $400,000 was appropriated for a strategic study by the Department of Communications Information Technology and the Arts (DCITA) into the telecommunications needs of discrete Indigenous communities.

As a part of its response to the Telecommunications Services Inquiry (TSI) the Government did, however, undertake to work with Telstra and Indigenous communities, to improve community access to public payphones.  This initiative has been undertaken as part of the core responsibilities of DCITA.  

Progress in improving access to payphones in Indigenous communities has been slowed by the need to verify those communities in need of payphones.  While an initial list of unserved communities was available from the 1999 Indigenous Community Housing and Infrastructure Needs Survey (CHINS), there were concerns about the currency and accuracy of the data.  Detailed, current data was therefore sought from Telstra on the availability of payphones and other services in Indigenous communities.

DCITA and ATSIC have now provided to Telstra a list of the top 20 priority communities along with contact information so that Telstra can program site visits, to consult with the communities and organise installation schedules.

Other communities will be programmed for site visits according to their relative priority and having regard to the lessons learned from the early visits. 
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Question:243

Topic: TSI community information campaign

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

1. Was the Ministerial Committee on Government Communications involved in the decision on where to screen networking the nation ads prior to the last federal election?

2. Was Ms Jane Seaborne involved in this decision?

3. If she was involved, how much has she been paid for any consultancies associated with TSI Improving Community Awareness?

4. Can the Department provide details of which federal electorates were subject to Connecting the Nation advertising prior to the federal election and which were not?

Answer:

1. The Ministerial Committee on Government Communications was involved in all key decisions regarding the Connecting the Nation community information campaign. This included the decision to broadcast TV ads for the campaign into the 32 regional TV footprints around the country.

2. Ms Jane Seaborne was a subcontractor to the creative agency, Clemenger BBDO Sydney.

The decision to screen ads in all 32 regional TV footprints was based on the proposal by Clemenger BBDO Sydney and agreed by the MCGC. The Department is unaware of any involvement by Ms Seaborne in the Clemenger BBDO proposal.

3. No money was paid directly to Ms Seaborne by the Department. Ms Seaborne was a subcontractor to Clemenger BBDO Sydney for the community information campaign. The Department is unaware of the details of any payments made by Clemenger BBDO to Ms Seaborne.

4. Electorates played no part in determining where advertising would take place. The community information campaign targeted regional, rural and remote Australia and therefore all non-urban electorates would have been subject to Connecting the Nation TV advertisements. Canberra was the only capital city subject to TV advertising due to the reach of the Canberra TV footprint into surrounding regional areas.

Radio advertising was restricted to regional, rural and remote areas. There was no radio advertising in metro or capital city markets.

Press advertising focused on regional, rural and remote areas only. Additionally, rural weeklies such as The Land, Herald and Weekly Times and Queensland Country Life were targeted with press advertising. Also, non-capital city dailies, such as The Albury-Border Mail, and Indigenous publications such as The Yamaji News were targeted with press advertising. The Connecting the Nation Special Report was inserted into a total of 348 newspapers, including eight rural weeklies, two Indigenous newspapers and 338 regional newspapers. 
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Question: 244

Topic:  Telstra Privatisation

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

1. What precisely is the Government’s current policy on the further privatisation of Telstra?

2. Does the Government believe that the level of service delivery of rural and regional Australia is such that Telstra can now be fully privatised?

3. If not, how far from appropriate levels is such service delivery?

Answer:

1. The Government has indicated that it will not proceed with any further sale of Telstra until it is fully satisfied that arrangements are in place to deliver adequate telecommunications services to all Australians.

2 & 3
The Government is committed to ensuring that telecommunications service levels across regional, rural and remote Australia are adequate, and that Australians living in these areas can access the social and economic opportunities enabled by new digital services.  The Government’s current focus is to ensure that the $163 million package addressing concerns raised in the Telecommunications Services Inquiry (TSI) is implemented fully and effectively.  The TSI response builds on the significant improvements to service provision, reliability and performance achieved in recent years through the Networking the Nation program and other Social Bonus initiatives.
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Question: 245

Topic:  Telstra Privatisation

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

4. Does the Minister consider that the problems with Telstra identified in the Telecommunications Service Inquiry, such as the reliability problems in some parts of the network and consumer communications problems, have been rectified?

Answer:

The Government’s response to the Telecommunications Services Inquiry, together with the expenditure of some $920 million from the partial sale of Telstra as targeted funding support for the Social Bonus and Networking the Nation programs, is directed specifically towards improving telecommunications service provision, reliability and performance, particularly for rural and remote area customers.

The Government is monitoring the progress of the implementation of the TSI response initiatives on an ongoing basis.
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Question: 246

Topic: Telstra Privatisation

Written Question on Notice: 246

Senator Conroy asked:

5. Does the Minister concede that last weeks ACA Telecommunications Performance Report still shows problems in Telstra’s service delivery?

Answer:


The Australian Communications Authority Telecommunications Performance Report 2000-2001 shows that despite an increase in Telstra’s reported Customer Service Guarantee related faults, Telstra has achieved improved compliance in rectifying those faults.  The ACA report also shows that there is room for further improvements by Telstra in a number of areas. 

The Government expects Telstra to maintain and improve standards of service to its customers.  As part of its response to the Telecommunications Service Inquiry, the Government requested the ACA to develop a reliability framework for Telstra as the primary universal service provider under the USO regime.  The reliability framework will provide the capability to measure reliability throughout the customer access network, and to take swift action to remediate problem service areas and problem individual services.  The Government has also announced that new licence conditions will be imposed on Telstra to improve its services for priority customers.
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Question: 247

Topic: Telstra Privatisation

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

6. When does the Government anticipate that the level of service delivery will be adequate enough to enable full privatisation?

Answer:


The Government monitors the performance of the telecommunications sector on an ongoing basis.  Any decisions relating to the further sale of Telstra are a matter for the Government.
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Question: 248

Topic:  Telstra Privatisation

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

7. At the point of full privatisation of Telstra does the Government intend to impose any new obligations upon the company other than those already in place under existing legislation and regulations?

Answer:


The Government regularly reviews the operation of the telecommunications sector in the public interest.  Such actions are independent of any decisions that the Government might take in relation to a further sale of Telstra.
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Question: 249

Topic: Networking the Nation projects

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

Of the Networking the Nation projects approved so far:

(a) How much of the total cost of Networking the Nation grants have gone to funding the actual installation of new physical communications infrastructure (ie funds for the installation of lines poles towers phones computers exchanges etc)
(b) How much of the total cost of Networking the Nation grants have not gone to funding the actual installation of new physical communications infrastructure (ie funds for consultants reports, grants to assist in the preparation of further applications, etc)?
Answer:  

It is not possible to provide accurate figures for the breakdown of expenditure as requested.  Many NTN projects involve a number of different elements involving both physical infrastructure installation and activities.  Projects involving the installation of new physical infrastructure usually involve planning and design work.  Projects which may be principally non-infrastructure related (eg training projects) could also include the installation of some physical infrastructure.

Based on categorisations made by applicants, it is estimated that around $233 million has been approved for projects involving the installation of physical infrastructure.  These projects include projects providing Internet points of presence, video-conferencing equipment, public Internet access centres and services, network equipment, services or IT products, and projects facilitating e-commerce and/or other online service delivery facilities or systems.

Around $179 million has been approved for projects categorised as providing telecommunications or IT related training services or equipment and support services, projects delivering online services and information, and planning studies or projects to raise awareness.

It should be noted that, as some projects are counted in both the physical infrastructure and the non-physical infrastructure categories, the sum of the two figures exceeds the total amount approved by the NTN Board.
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Question: 250,251,252

Topic: Monitoring and Evaluation of NTN Projects

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

1. The Department’s annual report states that the Department had commenced a sample-based program of compliance checks of NTN funded projects.  Approximately how many funding recipients have had compliance checks so far?

2. What proportion of total Networking the Nation funding recipients do they represent?

3. What has been the result of those checks?

4. What proportion of total existing Networking the Nation funding recipients does the Department plan to be subject to these compliance checks?

5. The Department’s annual report states that independent consultants have been employed to conduct on-going evaluations of the program?

6. Which consultants are these?

7. How much have they been paid in 2000-2001, and what are they expected to be paid in 2001-02?

8. Why is the Department not in a position to conduct on-going evaluations of the program as performed by these consultants?

Answer:  

1. Four projects have had independent audits completed to date.  The independent audits complement inspection visits by the Department’s project managers.  Most projects are inspected by departmental project managers at least once over their funding lives.  All projects receiving over $100,000 of Commonwealth funds are also required to provide an audited financial statement at the conclusion of the project.  For projects receiving smaller amounts, the Chief Executive Officer of the recipient organisation must certify that all funds have been expended in accordance with the grant terms and conditions. 

2. To date less than 1% have been subject to random independent audits.  As noted above the vast majority of projects are physically inspected by departmental officers.

3. The independent audits have not raised major concerns.  Only minor issues have been raised in relation to some projects in part, reflecting the ongoing consultation and inspection visits by departmental project managers.  

4. The Department intends to maintain arrangements whereby nearly all funded projects are physically inspected by departmental officers and may be subject to occasional random audits by independent auditors.  The number of independent audits in 2002 is yet to be finalised.

5. Yes.

6. Purdon Associates Pty Ltd, ACN 008 610 080 of Southern Cross House, 3/9 McKay Street Turner ACT 2612.

7. In 2000-2001 Purdon Associates was paid $66,000 inclusive of GST.  The contract provides for the consultants to be paid on satisfactory performance in preparing evaluation reports.  Hence the funds paid to the consultant in the 2001-02 financial year will be dependent on the output they deliver.

8. It may be beneficial for an evaluation to be conducted by an organisation that is separate from the one implementing the program.  In addition, conducting these on-going evaluations itself would require the Department to divert resources to the task at the cost of Departmental performance in other areas.  Engaging a consultant avoids this problem.  
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Question: 253 & 254

Topic: Regulation of Submarine Telecommunications Cables

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

1. Regarding the Departmental Discussion Paper, Regulation of Submarine Telecommunications Cables, released in February last year, what is the current status of that discussion paper?
2. What was the nature of the submissions to the discussion paper?  Can you give a broad outline of the submissions received and their commentary on the discussion paper?
3. Is there any policy or legislation being developed resulting from that discussion paper?

4. Does such policy include measures for the determination of appropriate compensation for fishing and other industries adversely affected by the laying of submarine telecommunications cables?

Answer:

1. The discussion paper disseminated for comment between February and April 2001, is the most current public document in relation to the proposed submarine cable protection regime.  The discussion paper, entitled ‘Regulation of Submarine Cables’, can be accessed under ‘submarine cables’ on the Department’s website at www.dcita.gov.au.

The paper outlines a proposal for a submarine cable protection regime that, if implemented, would give effect to the recommendations of the National Bandwidth Inquiry.  

2. Twenty-four submissions in response to the discussion paper were received.  A broad range of interests were represented, including those of the telecommunications cable companies and international industry association, fishing and petroleum industry bodies, and State, Territory and Commonwealth government agencies.

The majority of submissions were supportive of most aspects of the proposed regulatory regime with responses varying in line with industry interests.  The telecommunications industry was generally in favour of the concept of protection zones, while the fishing industry placed emphasis on alternative solutions.

Submissions received from State and Territory governments and Commonwealth government departments generally focussed on coastal and marine planning issues and the effect of current legislation on the proposed submarine cable regime.

The submissions can be accessed under ‘submarine cables’ on the Department’s website at www.dcita.gov.au.

3. The proposals are being further developed to take into account the issues and suggestions contained in the submissions received in response to the discussion paper.  The Government will be considering the revised proposed submarine cable regime.  The policy framework has not been developed into a legislative proposal at this stage.

4. Addressing the interests of affected stakeholders is one of many issues that the Government will consider in the context of the final form of the regime.
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Question: 255

Topic: Networking the Nation

Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Since 1997, approximately $800 million has been announced under the Networking the Nation program, the social bonus and the response to Besley Inquiry to improve regional telecommunications services.

Of that funding, can the department provide details about the extent to which funding has been allocated to substantial infrastructure projects greater than $2m to carriers or providers other than Telstra?  In each case can the department provide information about who the funding was provided to, the amount of funding and the details of the projects?

Answer:  

The Department is unable to provide the details requested as commercial organisations such as Telstra and other carriers and service providers are not eligible to directly receive Networking the Nation (NTN) funds.  

Under the NTN program guidelines, funding is provided directly to not-for-profit organisations (with the exception of the Building Additional Rural Networks fund which supports the establishment of new networks and services by competing universal service providers within the Universal Service Obligation contestability pilots).

In many cases, NTN grant recipients purchase services and infrastructure from carriers and carriage service providers, including Telstra.  It is a standard condition of receiving NTN grants that the grantee purchases such services or infrastructure through competitive processes, eg by calling for tenders, the outcome of which is a matter for the grantee.  In many cases these purchasing decisions have not been finalised.  It is also common for grantees of NTN funds to purchase from more than one provider.  

A list of infrastructure projects greater than $2m is attached, including the grant recipient details.  Where the grantee has provided information on successful tenderers this is included.  It should be noted the amount approved represents the total amount of funds that could be provided to the grantee and does not represent the amount of money provided to the tenderers.

Attachment to Q255

NTN Infrastructure projects greater than $2m

(Please note that the amount approved does not represent the amount being tendered).

NSW


Project Code:
NSW2000/264


Project Title:
Rural Link Program


Organisation Title:
NSW.Net (State Library of New South Wales)


Amount Approved Total:
$4,990,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Telstra and more specialised equipment providers


Project Code:
NSW2001/352


Project Title:
SE NSW Telecommunications Links Project


Organisation Title:
Eurobodalla Shire Council


Amount Approved Total:
$2,273,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Tender not completed


Project Code:
NSW2001/328


Project Title:
Southern Phone Co


Organisation Title:
Eurobodalla Shire Council in association with the Australian Capital Region Development Council


Amount Approved Total:
$2,500,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Tender not completed

NT


Project Code:
NT2001/073


Project Title:
NT Connect


Organisation Title:
Local Government Association of the Northern Territory


Amount Approved Total:
$5,451,400.00


Successful Tenderer/s: 
Tender not completed


Project Code:
NT1997/8


Project Title:
The Electronic Outback


Organisation Title:
Office of Communications, Science and Advanced Technology


Amount Approved Total:
$3,200,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Optus

QLD


Project Code:
QLD2001/310


Project Title:
Cape York CDMA Mobile Telephony Provisioning


Organisation Title:
Cape York Peninsula Development Association Inc. (CYPDA)


Amount Approved Total:
$3,439,500.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Telstra


Project Code:
QLD2001/365


Project Title:
Island Watch (Lagaw Asmer) Project


Organisation Title:
Queensland Government Department of Health


Amount Approved Total:
$5,457,307.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Tender not completed


Project Code:
QLD2001/302


Project Title:
QLD Local Government - Connecting Communities - Phase Two


Organisation Title:
Local Government Association of Queensland Inc.


Amount Approved Total:
$4,687,628.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Still to be tendered


Project Code:
QLD1997/008


Project Title:
Growzone


Organisation Title:
Local Government Association of Queensland Inc.


Amount Approved Total:
$4,687,628.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Still to be tendered

SA


Project Code:
SA2001/238


Project Title:
Local Government Electronic Services Program


Organisation Title:
Local Government Association of South Australia


Amount Approved Total:
$4,472,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Still to be tendered

TAS


Project Code:
TAS1998/023


Project Title:
Telehealth Tasmania Network 


Organisation Title:
Department of Health & Human Services


Amount Approved Total:
$5,595,880


Successful Tenderer/s: 
State Government has fixed contract with Telstra to deliver telecommunications services for it’s agencies. Other more specialised equipment providers also engaged. 
VIC


Project Code:
VIC1998/71


Project Title:
Victorian Rural Libraries Online


Organisation Title:
VICNET: Victoria's Network


Amount Approved Total:
$3,479,407.00


Successful Tenderer/s: 
Multiple Tenderers


Project Code:
VIC2001/232


Project Title:
Food Bowl Remote Mobile and Wireless Local Loop


Organisation Title:
City of Greater Shepparton


Amount Approved Total:
$1.63m


Successful Tenderer/s:
AAPT

WA


Project Code:
WA1998/31


Project Title:
Telecommunication network infrastructure for multipurpose community and telehealth needs


Organisation Title:
Health Department of Western Australia


Amount Approved Total:
$8,000,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
State Government has fixed 2 carrier panel contract with Telstra and Optus to deliver telecommunications services for it’s agencies. Other more specialised equipment providers also engaged.


Project Code:
WA2000/138


Project Title:
Linking Councils and Communities


Organisation Title:
Western Australian Local Government Association


Amount Approved Total:
$5,673,334


Successful Tenderer/s: 
Grantee has not advised

Multistate projects


Project Code:
MST1997/1


Project Title:
Farmwide Regional Access Network


Organisation Title:
Farmwide Pty Ltd


Amount Approved Total:
$6,210,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Heartland 


Project Code:
MST2000/94


Project Title:
Green Triangle Communications


Organisation Title:
Greater Green Triangle Region Association


Amount Approved Total:
$2,310,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Marconi


Project Code:
MST1998/38


Project Title:
Outback Digital Network


Organisation Title:
Outback Digital Network


Amount Approved Total:
$2,900,000.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Telstra and NDC


Project Code:
MST2001/125


Project Title:
Outback Digital Network Ltd (ODN)


Organisation Title:
Outback Digital Network


Amount Approved Total:
$5,223,206.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Telstra and NDC


Project Code:
MST2001/143


Project Title:
PYCom (Pitjantjatjara Yankunytjatjara Communications)


Organisation Title:
Pitjantjatjara Yankunytjatjara Media


Amount Approved Total:
$2,093,631.00


Successful Tenderer/s:
Tender not completed
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Question: 256

Topic: BITS Incubator Program

Written Question on Notice:

Senator Lundy asked:

BITS - Refer to answers provided to Questions on Notice Q.69.  The answer confirms my concerns that the Ministers made a big noise about the regional operations of the successful applicants of the BITS incubators.  Doesn’t this confirm that the regional operation will not be effective?

Answer:

The response to Question 69 provided details in relation to regional activities being undertaken by the ITem3 incubator.  Other regional activities being undertaken under the program include:

Information City Victoria, based in Melbourne, has a node at the Greenhill Enterprise Centre at the University of Ballarat. This node offers the same range of services available to start-ups in Melbourne, including accommodation and office services, access to business development advice and mentoring, legal and accounting advice, and technical assistance. The node will service approximately 8 start-ups at any given time.

Australian Distributed Incubator (ADI) is a virtual incubator (though it will maintain physical presences) and as such will be accessible to entrepreneurs Australia-wide regardless of their location. The incubator will take advantage of electronic tools to deliver its services to start-ups in regional locations.

Incubators established under the program are continuing to examine opportunities for establishing further regional linkages.
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Question No.: 257

Topic: BITS Incubator Program

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked:

BITS - Refer to answers provided to Questions on Notice Question 72.  The last paragraph in this response states, as part of its monitoring responsibilities, the Department will pursue post incubator experience of incubatees.  How will this be reported to Parliament?

Answer:

Incubators are required to report details on graduated incubatee firms.  This information will be reported on in each annual report, which will be publicly available.

In addition to the annual reporting requirement, the Department will be monitoring post incubator experience of incubatees as an important element of the evaluation of the objectives of the program, which include assisting incubatees to reach their full potential.  A mid-term review is scheduled to take place in the second half of this year while the full evaluation will be undertaken at the completion of the program on 30 June 2004.
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Question: 258

Topic: Social Bonus Initiatives

Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Refers to Answers provided to Question on Notice Question 74.  In relation to the table provided, can you tell which of the programs listed have had changes (reductions) in the amounts as a result of the Besley report response initiatives?

What are the Besley report response programs and how much has been a) allocated and b) expended to date?

Also in relation to this table, can you explain the underspend in the BITS intelligent island program?

What has happened to connecting Tasmanian schools project?
What is the Department’s view of the Telstra decision to stop their school program in Victoria?
Answer:

A sum of $6.0 million has been allocated from the NTN Internet Access Fund towards the Internet Assistance Program, which was announced as part of the Government's May 2001 response to the findings of the Telecommunications Service Inquiry.

The Government's May 2001 package of initiatives in response to the findings of the Telecommunications Service Inquiry included $163.1 million of Commonwealth funding.  Progress reports on the implementation of the overall package of initiatives are available on the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts website (under "T" for Telecommunications Service Inquiry).  Information on expenditure on the initiatives which involve Commonwealth funding is as follows:

Allocation and expenditure (to 28 February 2002) on TSI funding initiatives

Initiative
Allocation 
Expenditure to 28 Feb 2002

Mobile phones for towns over 500
$37.7m over 3 years from 2001-02
$0.5m

Mobile phones for other areas
$50.5m over 3 years from 2001-02
$3.7m

Internet Assistance Program
$12.0m over 3 years from 2001-02
$3.7m 

National Communications Fund
$52.2m over 4 years from 2001-02
$0.7m

Consumer representation and research
$3.4m over 4 years from 2002-03
Nil

Needs of Indigenous communities
$0.4m in 2001-02
$0.4m

Community awareness campaign
$6.9m over 2 years from 2001-02
$5.0m

With respect to the BITS Intelligent Island program, there is no under-spend in the program.

The $20 million scheduled for payment in 2001-02 is expected to be paid in June 2002.

With respect to the Connecting Tasmanian Schools project, the $27 million Connecting Tasmanian Schools allocated has been administratively separated into two components; a Government School Component and a Non-Government School Component. 

MOUs for both components were signed with the Tasmanian Department of Education on 14 June 2000. 

A total of $26,600,000 has been paid to the Tasmanian Department of Education. Of this, $18,926,400 has been paid for the Government School Component, and $7,673,600 for the Non-Government School Component. 

The Department of Education has advised that 80 per cent of classrooms in Government schools and colleges have access to the Internet. 

Telstra’s decisions in relation to its relationship with Victorian schools are a commercial matter for the company.
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Question: 259

Topic:  SEA Program Expenditure

Written Question on Notice:

Senator Lundy asked:

BITS – Refer to Answers provided to Questions on Notice

Question 76 and 77 (from the June 2001 Budget Estimates Hearings).
What was left to show for the $2.368m spent on the SEA, before renegotiation and restructuring?  Provide details of the organisation and funding arrangements.

Please provide details of the Government’s strategy (including announced policies) and specific programs to support the software sector of Australian ICT industry.

Answer:

The $2.368m established Software Engineering Australia (SEA) in the marketplace as an organisation to improve the technical capability of Australian software companies.  The initial funding was expended on state-based infrastructure, training, networking activities and specific projects listed below.  These activities were directed at raising the Australian software industry’s proficiency with software process improvement methodologies and awareness of technologically advanced concepts.

SEA Projects comprise:


Training & Coordination (Victoria)


Java Lab (Tasmania)


National Metrics and Benchmarking (NSW)


Configuration Management (SA)


SME/Defence Software Business Improvement (ACT)


Process Improvement for Shrinkwrap Software (ACT)


National Component Management Project (WA)


Software Agents (Vic)


Metrics – Australian Software Metrics Association Alliance (Vic)

The program was re-structured in 2000, involving the creation of a strategic national focus through SEA (National).  The Commonwealth entered into a single $14 million grant deed with SEA, committing program funds for the period 20 June 2000 to 30 June 2003.  

Payments under the grant deed are based on performance against agreed milestones.  

Software companies are eligible for support under more general ICT industry development programs such as the Building on IT Strengths Incubator Program as well as the general AusIndustry innovation support programs and Export Market Development Grants.

Further, Government broadband and content-based initiatives such as the Advanced Networks Program and the National Communications Fund will stimulate opportunities for the software sector.  

In strengthening Australia’s ability to generate breakthrough technologies, the Government’s initiative to establish a world class ICT Centre of Excellence will also stimulate opportunities for the software sector.  The Centre will focus on the commercialisation of new technologies to ensure a greater economic and social return on Australia’s ICT talent.

Outcome 2, Output 2.1





Question: 260
Topic: Quantum Computing

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

BITS - Refer to Answers provided to Questions on Notice Question 78.
What is the nature and extent of Government support for quantum computing in Australia?

Answer:

In December 1999 the Australian Research Council (ARC) awarded $9,480,005 in a grant to the Special Research Centre for Quantum Computer Technology. 

In November 2000, the Government announced an additional $9 million funding over three years to help the Centre accelerate its research program.  Funding for this grant was provided from four portfolios: Education, Training and Youth Affairs; Defence; Industry, Science and Resources and Communications, Information Technology and the Arts. Payments are being channelled via the ARC.

This support for the Centre is not associated with the Building on IT Strengths (BITS) program.

In addition to the above payments, the ARC has paid a further $1,110,243 in 2002 to various grants for quantum computing related activities, not necessarily in association with the Special Research Centre for Quantum Computer Technology.
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Question: 309

Topic: Datacasting Services Review

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

How is the Department progressing with the Datacasting Services Review?

Answer:

The Government announced in its election commitments that it would commence a review of the current datacasting rules in early 2002. On 19 December 2001 the Department released an issues paper on the review. Comments were invited on issues by 25 January 2002. The submissions received in response to this paper are currently being considered in the preparation of a report on the review that will be tabled in Parliament. All submissions, with the exception of one received in confidence, have been posted on the Department’s web-site. 
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Question: 310

Topic: Datacasting Services Review

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

How many submissions have been received?

Answer:

Thirty-one.
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Question: 311

Topic: Datacasting Services Review 

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

Were there any complaints about the short time frame for the submissions?

Answer:

Some respondents sought an extension to the submission due date, and arrangements were made with those respondents to accept late submissions.
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Question: 312

Topic: Datacasting Services Review

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

What has been the general nature of the submissions from the various groups involved?

Answer:

Submitters offered a wide range of comments on the various issues on which comments were sought in the issues paper.  These included:

· The commercial environment facing potential datacasters and the scope to establish viable datacasting services under the existing regulatory arrangements; 

· Options for change, including:

· Liberalising the existing genre rules, 

· Case by case assessments by the Australian Broadcasting Authority, 

· Defining datacasting as ‘interactive’, and 

· Allowing other services in addition to datacasting (eg. Provision of open narrowcasting services or subscription narrowcasting or broadcasting); 

· Arrangements after the end of the moratorium on commercial broadcasting licences at the end of 2006; and

· Licence allocation. 

All submissions, with the exception of one received in confidence, have been posted on the Department’s web-site.  
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Question: 313

Topic: Datacasting Services Review

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

Are there any submissions in support of the existing regulatory framework?

Answer:

Yes. 
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Question: 314

Topic: Datacasting Services Review

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

When does the Department expect the review to be completed?

Answer:

Submissions have been received and the issues raised are being considered.  The review will be finalised as soon as possible.
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Question: 315

Topic: Datacasting Services Review

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

When will the review be made public?

Answer:

The issues paper and all submissions to the Datacasting Services Review have been posted on the Department’s web-site, except where one respondent requested that their submission be treated in confidence. The issues raised are being considered and the review will be completed as soon as possible.  A report of the review will be tabled in Parliament within fifteen sitting days of its completion.   

Outcome 2, Output 2.1 





Question: 316

Topic: Datacasting Services Review

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:

When will the Government release its response to the review?

Answer:

The report on the review will be completed as soon as possible and will be tabled in Parliament within fifteen sitting days of its completion.  
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Question: 317

Topic: ABA Anti-Siphoning Report

Written Question on Notice: 317
Senator Conroy asked:

Has the Department drafted a response to the ABA anti-siphoning report which was released on the 13th August 2001?

Answer:

No.  The Government’s election commitments undertook to extend the anti-siphoning regime for 12 months (until December 2005) while it considered its response to the ABA report. 
Outcome 2, Output 2.1

 



Question: 318

Topic: ABA Anti-Siphoning Report

Written Question on Notice: 318

Senator Conroy asked:

When does the Government plan to release a response to this report?

Answer:

The Government is currently considering the issues raised in the ABA report.
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Question: 319

Topic: Internet Content Legislation

Written Question on Notice: 319

Senator Harradine asked: 

What is the status of state and territory internet content legislation?  What has been the nature of correspondence and discussions with state and territory governments?

Answer:

Schedule 5 of the Broadcasting Services Act 1992 (the Commonwealth legislation) regulates the activities of Internet service providers and Internet content hosts, however, the States and Territories continue to carry primary responsibility for regulating producers of content and persons who upload or access content.  The enactment of consistent State and Territory laws imposing obligations on those who produce, provide or use prohibited Internet content is a component of the Commonwealth scheme.  The Commonwealth has encouraged the State and Territories to enact such legislation through the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General (SCAG) Censorship Ministers.  Model State and Territory Internet content legislation was agreed to in 1999. 

To date, only Victoria, Western Australia and the Northern Territory have legislation dealing with objectionable material on the Internet. 

· VIC: Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995, Part 6 – On-line Information Services

· WA: Censorship Act 1996, ss 99-102

· NT: Classification of Publications, Films and Computer Games Act, 

      Part 7 – Computer Services

In all three jurisdictions this legislation was enacted before the introduction of the Commonwealth legislation, which came into effect on 1 January 2000.  As a result, the legislation is not based on the Model provisions designed to complement the Commonwealth scheme.  There is no indication at this stage of proposals to bring this legislation into conformity with the Commonwealth legislation. 

New South Wales and South Australia have made moves to enact the Model legislation, however in neither jurisdiction have the provisions become law yet.

· NSW: The Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games) Enforcement Amendment Bill, has passed through both houses of the NSW Parliament.  However, it is now the subject of an inquiry by the Standing Committee on Social Issues.  The Committee is to examine whether the Bill will be able to effectively regulate objectionable material on-line and the impact this regulation will have on the fair reporting of news and current affairs and legitimate Internet use.  This Committee is due to provide Parliament with its final report by 7 June 2002.  

· SA: The Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games) (Miscellaneous) Amendment Bill was introduced into the South Australian Parliament in November 2000.  The Bill was later split in two and the Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games) (Miscellaneous) Amendment Bill No 2, which comprised the online content provisions, was referred to a select committee.  As a result of the recent election in South Australia the Bill has now lapsed and there has been no indication yet as to whether the new Government proposes to reintroduce it.

Queensland, Tasmania and the ACT do not have any legislation dealing with restrictions of on-line material.
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Question: 320

Topic: Community Television

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:  Can the Department provide an update on the review of Digital Transmission of Community Television?

Answer:

Under clause 60C of Schedule 4 to the Broadcasting Services Act 1992 (the BSA), the Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts is required before 1 January 2002 to cause a review to be conducted into the regulatory arrangements that should apply to the digital transmission of community television broadcasting services (CTV) using spectrum in the broadcasting services bands and how access to spectrum should be provided free of charge.

To assist the review process, on 15 January 2001, the Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts directed the Australian Broadcasting Authority (ABA) to undertake an investigation into the trial of CTV that has been conducted since 1992.  The ABA submitted its report to the Minister on 31 July 2001.  

The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts (the Department) released a discussion paper on the digital transmission of CTV on 5 June 2001, and invited submissions from all interested parties.  The Department received 17 submissions in response to the discussion paper, as well as comments on the ABA’s submission from other parties.  The Department also employed a consultant (Convergent Consulting) to analyse the costs of digital carriage of CTV.

The review process has been completed and the Department is finalising its report of the review for Government consideration.
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Question: 321


Topic: Community Television

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked: When does the Government plan to release a response to that review?

Answer:

The Government will consider the issues identified in the report of the review.  Under clause 60C of Schedule 4 of the Broadcasting Services Act 1992, the report must be tabled within 15 sitting days after completion.
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Question: 322


Topic: Community Television

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked:  What strategy is the Government pursuing to migrate the various Channel 31 community TV stations to digital?

Answer:

Digital transmission of CTV services is one of the issues being examined in the review referred to in question 320.  
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Question: 323


Topic: Community Television

Written Question on Notice

Senator Conroy asked: Why are these community television stations still on annual licences only?

Answer:

Community television stations are licensed by the Australian Broadcasting Authority on a trial basis only and are therefore provided with temporary licences.  The trial is currently due to cease on 31 December 2002.  The trial was extended by the ABA at the direction of the Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts in 2001 while the Government considers the future of the sector.
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