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Consideration of Budget Estimates Hearings 29 May 2002
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Question: 220

Topic: Gungahlin Drive

Hansard Page: ECITA 297

Senator Lundy asked for the Terms of Reference for the Joint ACT Department of Urban Services and the Australian Sports Commission Environmental Health Impacts Study.

Answer:

The objective of the Joint ACT Department of Urban Services and Australian Sports Commission Environmental Health Impacts Study is to complete an assessment of environmental health issues on the “western alignment” for the Gungahlin Drive Extension in the area adjoining the Australian Institute of Sport. The project will: 

· assess the potential environmental health issues, effects and impacts (eg noise and air pollution) of the construction and use of Gungahlin Drive Extension on the Australian Institute of Sport (AIS), specifically in relation to high performance athletes training at the AIS facilities (including the athletics track) and living/staying in the AIS residences;
· provide advice on available options to ensure that the ASC’s and AIS’ operations continue at standards which do not reduce in any way the quality of athlete living and training conditions and athletic performance.
The scope of work will include the following:

1. Meet with the project team at the beginning of the project. This meeting will include representatives from the Department of Urban Services and the Australian Sports Commission (ASC), and will be held in Canberra.

2. Establish existing conditions in regards to noise and air quality at the Australian Institute of Sport (AIS) which would then be used as the basis for determining any impacts arising from Gungahlin Drive Extension. The majority of this information is available in the documents listed in Section 5 Reference Information.

3. Assess the potential environmental health issues, effects and impacts (eg from noise and air pollution) of the construction and use of Gungahlin Drive Extension on the Australian Institute of Sport (AIS). This is specifically in relation to high performance athletes training at the AIS facilities (including the athletics track) and living/staying in the AIS residences.

4. If the assessment shows that there are any impacts, provide advice on available options to ensure that the ASC’s and AIS’ operations continue at standards which do not reduce in any way the quality of athlete living and training conditions and athletic performance. 

5. Prepare draft and final reports.

Outcome 1, Output  2 






Question: 221

Topic: Gungahlin Drive

Hansard Page ECITA  297

Senator Lundy asked for a list of consultants in regard to the Gungahlin Drive extension.

Answer:

The consultants are:

Professor Tord Kjellstrom - National Centre for Epidemiology and Population Health, ANU

Dr Ken Fitch - Chairman Medical Advisory Committee, Australian Sports Drug Agency

Professor Louis Pilotto - Head, Department of General Practice, School of Medicine, Flinders University

Professor Terry Dwyer - Director, Menzies Centre, University of Tasmania

Professor Alan Morton - Retired Academic, Exercise Physiology

Outcome 1, Output  2 






Question: 222

Topic: Gungahlin Drive

Hansard Page ECITA  301

Senator Lundy asked for the date of the commissioning of the Eldamar Research Associates study on the Impacts of the Gungahlin Drive Extension (Western Option) on the Australian Institute of Sport.

Answer:

The date of commissioning was 5 March 2002.

Output: 1,2








Question: 223

Topic: Gungahlin Drive

Hansard Page ECITA 303

Senator Lundy asked if the Australian Sports Commission (ASC) provided Dr Ray Brindle with the 100 metre measurement for the purposes of the Eldamar Research Associates study on the Impacts of the Gungahlin Drive Extension (Western Option) on the Australian Institute of Sport.

Answer:

No. The ASC provided Dr Brindle with its best estimate of a possible western alignment based, inter alia, on information provided by the ACT Department of Urban Services at a meeting with the ASC on 8 April 2002. This incorporated a range between 120 and 250 metres as indicated on page 5 of the Eldamar Study Report which identifies the specific input data adopted for assessment by the researchers.

Output: 2








Question: 224
Topic: Bruce Stadium Redevelopment – Monitoring of Atmospheric Conditions
Hansard Page: ECITA 304
Senator Lundy asked: 

When Bruce Stadium had significant construction activity … did you put in place any special program to monitor atmospheric conditions that could adversely affect athletes, or indeed notice any change in their health and performance when that was occurring?

Answer:

The nature of the work being undertaken, the location of the construction site relative to other Australian Institute of Sport facilities, and the prevailing wind patterns meant that such action was not deemed necessary during the redevelopment of the Bruce Stadium. Institute medical staff did not detect any adverse affects on the health of Institute athletes as a result of the Bruce Stadium project.

However, problems were encountered during the construction of carparks to the west of the Institute campus, in the area earmarked for the Gungahlin Drive extension. The major earthworks required to form the dirt carparks resulted in a significant dust problem which caused concern among Institute scientists, coaches and athletes. The prevailing westerly winds were a major contributing factor to the dust problem. 

Output:  1,2








Question: 225 (a)

Topic: AIS Facilities Project: Expenditure by Source and Year

Hansard Page ECITA 307

Senator Lundy asked for a breakdown of total projected expenditure on the AIS facilities project by source (capital injection and depreciation reserve) and year.

Answer:

See attached sheet.

Output:  1,2








Question: 225 (b)

Topic: AIS Facilities Project: Expenditure by Individual Facility Project and Year

Hansard Page ECITA 307

Senator Lundy asked for a breakdown by facility project of the projected expenditure figures by source (capital injection and depreciation reserve) and year.

Answer:

See attached sheet.

Please note that individual facility projects cannot be broken down into funding source (capital injection and ASC Building Depreciation Reserve). Funding sources are only calculated for the overall funding requirement of $65.4m (refer to the answer to question ECITA 307/1 for the breakdown of funding source).

The figures for individual projects are budget estimates which have been adjusted for expected forward year price increases (as per Government forward year parameter changes). The budget figures have been prepared by the ASC and have been reviewed by independent quantity surveyors. It is expected that some changes, both up and down, will occur to individual facility estimates as formal planning processes are progressed. The ASC will manage these changes so that the overall AIS Facility Project budget of $65.4m is maintained. The timing of individual projects can also be expected to change slightly as formal planning occurs.

Output:  All ASC Outputs






Question: 226

Topic: AIS Facilities Project: Site Planning and Project Schedule

Hansard Page ECITA 309

Senator Lundy asked for copies of the two versions of the preliminary site plan for facilities and a time schedule by facility.

Answer:

The table at Attachment 1 provides preliminary details of the proposed Facilities Investment Project program of works. The timings in the table are based on a preliminary works program, which anticipates Parliamentary approval being obtained in early 2003/04. These timings should therefore be considered as indicative only. They will be reviewed as individual projects are refined, in terms of scope and the project program is developed in preparation for seeking Parliamentary approval. 

Also attached are two preliminary siting plans. Attachment 2 locates all the proposed buildings within the ASC core lease, east of Leverrier Crescent. This plan has limited scope to accommodate changes in building layouts or site orientations as the building designs are developed. Attachment 3 is an alternative siting plan, which increases planning options by proposing to locate two buildings to the west of Leverrier Crescent. This plan assumes that the alignment of Gungahlin Drive Extension has been resolved and that the ASC can negotiate satisfactory changes to the area’s lease purpose and term.

During the early part of FY 2002/03, the ASC proposes to engage a planning consultant to review and update the current site master plan. This review will examine the siting options for each new building or building extension, and will recommend sites based on the sound planning principles and preliminary building design concepts.

Attachments:

1.
Facilities Investment Program: Indicative Project Schedule.

2.
Facilities Investment Program: Preliminary Siting.

3.
Facilities Investment Program: Alternative Siting.

Attachment 1

Facilities Investment Program: Indicative Project Schedule

Description
Indicative Construction Timings


Start
Completion

Sports Education and Development Centre
April 2004
March 2005

AIS Service Hub
April 2004
May 2005

Redevelopment of AIS Residences, Dining and Kitchen Facilities
August 2004
June 2007

Improved facilities for Volleyball
October 2004
April 2005

Extended Gymnastics Hall
November 2004
June 2005

Improvements to the Rowing Centre
November 2004
June 2005

AIS Arena Airconditioning
November 2004
June 2005

Upgrading of campus engineering services 
December 2004
December 2006

Training Facility for Boxing/Cross-training
January 2005
June 2005

Upgrading Technology and Airconditioning the Training Halls
March 2005
February 2006

Modernising of the ASC building
July 2005
January 2006

Water Polo Pool
July 2005
June 2006

Improvements to the Existing Pool Complex
August 2005
March 2006

Hydrotherapy Recovery Centre
August 2005
June 2006

Athletes’ Physical Development Centre
March 2006
April 2007

Output:  1,2
Question: 227

Topic: Categorisation of Sports for Funding Purposes

Hansard Page ECITA 317

Senator Lundy asked: Can you supply me with a list of what sports you have categorised under that A to E criteria?

Answer:

The attached lists provide details of sports categorised for both high performance and sport development funding purposes.

CATEGORISATION OF SPORTS 2001 – 2002

HIGH PERFORMANCE

Sport

Sport

Sport

Sport

Sport


Athletics
A
Baseball
B
Archery
C
Badminton
D
Callisthenics
E

Australian Rules Football 
A
Bowls
B
Boxing
C
Bocce
D
Croquet
E

Basketball
A
Equestrian
B
BMX
C
Fencing
D
Handball
E

Cricket 
A
Golf
B
Canoeing
C
Ice Racing
D
Lacrosse
E

Cycling
A
Gymnastics
B
Diving
C
Ice Skating

Modern Pentathlon
E

Hockey
A
Motor Sports
B
Indoor Cricket
C
Orienteering
D
Shooting, Association
E

Netball 
A
Motorcycling
B
Judo
C
Parachuting
D
Synchronised Swimming
E

Rowing
A
Skiing
B
Karate

Polocrosse
D
Universities
E

Rugby League 
A
Soccer 
B
Roller Sports
C
Pony Clubs
D
Wrestling
E

Rugby Union 
A
Softball
B
Shooting, Clay Target
C
Powerlifting
D



Sailing
A
Squash
B
Shooting, Pistol 
C
Shooting, Full Bore
D



Swimming 
A
Surf Life Saving
B
Taekwondo
C
Shooting, Target Rifle
D



Tennis
A
Surf Riders
B
Touch
C
Table Tennis
D





Ten Pin Bowling
B


Weightlifting
D



CATEGORISATION OF SPORTS 2001–2002 

SPORT DEVELOPMENT GRANTS

Sport

Sport

Sport

Sport

Sport


Australian Rules Football
A
Athletics
B
Canoeing
C
Archery
D
BMX
E

Basketball
A
Baseball
B
Equestrian
C
Badminton
D
Boxing
E

Cricket (M)
A
Bowls (M&W)
B
Golf (M)
C
Bocce
D
Croquet
E

Gymnastics
A
Cycling
B
Golf (PGA)
C
Calisthenics
D
Golf (W)
E

Netball
A
Hockey
B
Motor Cycling
C
Diving
D
Ice Racing
E

Rugby Union
A
Rugby League
B
Motor Sports
C
Karate
D
Ice Skating
E

 
 
Sailing
B
Orienteering
C
Lacrosse 
D
Indoor Cricket
E

 
 
Soccer (M &W)
B
Polocrosse
C
Pony Clubs
D
Judo
E

 
 
Softball
B
Roller Sports
C
Table Tennis
D
Powerlifting
E

 
 
Surf Life Saving
B
Rowing
C
Taekwondo
D
Skiing
E

 
 
Touch
B
Shooting (combined)
C
Triathlon
D
Water Skiing
E

 
 
Tennis
B
Surf Riders
C


Weightlifting
E

 
 
Swimming
B
Ten Pin Bowling
C
 
 



 
 
Squash
B
Volleyball
C
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Water Polo
C
 
 
 
 

Output:  2








Question: 228

Topic: AIS Staffing – Scientists and Doctors

Hansard Page ECITA 319

Senator Lundy asked: How many of those positions are scientists or doctors?

Answer:

The following table provides a break-up of the Sports Science Sports Medicine staff of the Australian Institute of Sport. The numbers are expressed in Full-Time Equivalent (FTE) positions.

Job Type
FTE

Biomechanist

Dietician

Doctor

Masseur

Nurse

Physiologist

Physiotherapist

Psychologist

Scientist

Technician

Business Development

Management

Support

TOTAL
8

3

2.5

4

1

10

6

4

4

8

1

4

7.5

63

Output:  1,2








Question: 229

Topic: Sports Funding Model

Hansard Page ECITA 321

Senator Lundy asked: Are you able to express in writing how you categorise all those things?

Answer:

The Australian Sports Commission (ASC) provides funds through national sporting organisations to support their high performance and sport development programs. Each sport is required to advise the ASC of its proposed use of funds in the context of its strategic, high performance and sport development plans. If the proposed use appears sound in the context of the ASC’s strategic objectives then the national sporting organisation manages the funds independent of ASC involvement, subject to ongoing compliance with and agreement between it and the ASC including funding terms and conditions.

High Performance 

The high performance program provides funding to support sport’s high performance infrastructure, including international competition, training camps, elite coaching, intensive training centres, sports science and sports medicine, elite development pathways, high performance planning and athlete career and education support. 

To determine eligibility for and relativity of funding, each national sporting organisation is assessed against: 

· International competitiveness – based on the results achieved by the sport at major international competitions over the past 5–10 years;
· National significance/public interest/public expectation – an assessment based on the level of interest in the sport as indicated by public (spectator) and media interest in the performances of Australian athletes and teams including world championships, world cups, Olympic and Commonwealth Games; and

· International profile – based on the number of countries that are active participants in major world championships and qualifying events.

Organisations are given a point score against each criterion that results in a sport receiving a score and being placed into a funding category, based on this score, ranging from A to E. In determining the scores, sports are also moderated against each other in each individual criterion. Sports are able to move up and down categories over time according to the criteria. 

Sport Development Program

The sport development program currently provides funding to national sporting organisations for coaching, officiating and club/organisation development. The program is designed to provide:

· An ongoing focus on sport development, with a particular focus on the development of a delivery infrastructure within the sport;

· Greater flexibility for the eligible organisation to determine priorities within the parameters established by the sport development grants scheme;

· Greater clarity in relation to funding decisions;

· A clear link between funding and performance measures; and

· Incentives for eligible organisations committed to achieving outcomes in the area of sport development.

To determine the level of funding, sports are categorised by assessing their current performance in a number of areas of sport development. The application of the following assessment criteria results in an organisation being placed into a funding category:

· Analysis of quantitative data, specifically participation numbers, numbers of accredited coaches and officials and number of clubs/associations; 

· Inclusion of national strategies and performance measures for coaching, officiating and club/association development in the organisations’ planning and review documents;

· Status of national coaching programs and delivery structures;

· Status of national officiating systems and delivery structures; and

· Status of national club/association development systems and delivery structures.

The application of the assessment criteria results in an agency receiving a score and being placed into a funding category A-E based on this score.

The funding bands allow for some annual movement of eligible organisations up or down within and between categories based on the assessment against the assessment criteria outlined above and the annual performance review.

Output:  1








Question: 230

Topic: SportNet

Hansard Page ECITA 324

Senator Lundy asked: Can you provide to the committee any written correspondence to or from Telstra that relates to this issue of SportNet and their withdrawal from SportNet?

Answer:

Copies of relevant correspondence are attached.

[Copy of correspondence provided in hard copy, available from secretariat]

Output:  1








Question: 231

Topic: Accredited Coaches

Hansard Page ECITA 325

Senator Lundy asked: Can you provide an explanation as to why the latest annual report states an increase of over 12,000 coaches, but when you look at the actual figures there appears to have been a decrease of some 8,369 coaches?  Also, why does the PBS have a figure of 87,000 accredited coaches?

Answer:

Coaches are accredited within the National Coaching Accreditation Scheme (NCAS) for a four-year period, after which their accreditation lapses unless they complete updating requirements. 

At the end of the 1999/00 financial year, a total of 102,193 coaches were actively accredited. This included coaches newly accredited during the year, as well as those coaches already accredited for a four-year period. During 1999/00, the accreditation activity processed during that year (including newly accredited coaches, those upgrading from a lower accreditation level to a higher one, and coaches updating their accreditation for another four years) totalled 22,794.

At the end of the 2000/01 financial year 93,824 coaches were actively accredited. During 2000/01 18,388 accreditations were processed (12,997 new and 5,391 updated coaches equals 18,388). 

Both the 1999/00 and 2000/01 ASC Annual Reports provided the above information in the Program Reports section. However, an error has been noted in the way that these statistics have been reported in the overview sections of both these annual reports. The new activity for each year has been reported as an overall increase in the number of coaches, when in fact it is simply the accreditation activity processed within that year.

The PBS figure of 87,000 accredited coaches was an ASC estimate based on the number of coaches from previous years.

Output:  2








Question: 232

Topic: AIS Review Report

Hansard Page ECITA 331

Senator Lundy asked: Can the complete review be made available to the committee?

Answer:

A summary of the review report is attached. Should members of the committee require further information a briefing can be provided.

Output:  2








Question: 233

Topic: Australian Institute of Sport - Research

Hansard Page ECITA 331

Senator Lundy asked: Can you provide details, including the financial implications, reporting dates, fields of inquiry and staff involved in the two technical benchmarking projects, the 20 approved applied research projects and the three commercially funded projects?

Answer:

The question asks about three fields of research: applied research projects; commercially funded projects; and technical benchmarking projects.

Applied Research Projects

Attachment 1 provides details of the 20 approved applied research projects commissioned by the Australian Institute of Sport in 2001/02.

Commercially Funded Projects

The Australian Sports Commission is a full participant in the Cooperative Research Centre for MicroTechnology. The Commission contributes $200,000 per annum cash, and its total cash and in-kind contribution is $520,000. In return, the ASC is currently receiving $600,000 in-kind from the Centre. Details of projects are at Attachment 2.

Technical Benchmarking Projects

Technical benchmarking projects involve two staff, Professor Peter Fricker (Assistant Director AIS, Technical Direction) and a project officer who has yet to commence employment at the AIS. Currently one benchmarking exercise is being undertaken on Sport Psychology, and a second project will be undertaken in the second half of this calendar year. The budget allocation for benchmarking as such is $130,000 (excluding Professor Fricker’s salary costs).
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