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Communications, Information Technology and the Arts

Australian Sports Commission
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Output:  
1





Question: 306

Topic: Correspondence from Mr Alan Jones

Hansard Page: ECITA 299

Senator Lundy asked: 

Can you take on notice and provide the committee with all correspondence on the issue with Alan Jones in both the Ben Tune and the Shane Warne case either to or from you and Mr Jones or the commission.
Answer:

The correspondence refers to representations made by portfolio agencies to international bodies regarding certain regulatory matters that are not public knowledge, and to confidential discussions between members of the Boards and staff of these agencies.

Output:  1






Question: 307

Topic: Anti-Doping Compliance – Withholding of Funds

Hansard Page: ECITA 307

Senator Lundy asked:

Have you ever, in relation to anti-doping, withheld money from a sport?
Answer:

The Australian Sports Commission has not withheld money from a sport in relation to anti-doping.

Output:  1






Question: 308

Topic: Anti-Doping Assessment Process Compliance

Hansard Page: ECITA 307

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you tell me which sports failed to complete their assessments in round 2 by the deadline?
Answer:

Following requests from some sports, the Australian Sports Commission (ASC) and the Australian Sports Drug Agency (ASDA) gave some sports an extension after discussing the needs of the sport.  All sports given an extension met the revised NSO Anti-Doping Assessment deadline.

Output:  1






Question: 309

Topic: Correspondence with International Federations on Anti-Doping

Hansard Page: ECITA 308

Senator Lundy asked: 

Can you take on notice to provide correspondence between the Sports Commission and international federations in relation to anti-doping?
Answer:

The only correspondence between the Australian Sports Commission and international federations in relation to anti-doping is the attached letter to the International Triathlon Union (ITU) dated 11 February 2002.  This letter was emailed to the ITU.

11 February 2002

Mr Les McDonald
President
International Triathlon Union 

4 - 650 Clyde Avenue
West Vancouver   BC
CANADA  V7T   1E2
By email: ituhdq@telus.net 
Dear Mr McDonald

In accordance with the protocols developed for the purposes of the disclosure of information under the Customs Administration Act 1985 and the Australian Sports Commission Act 1985, the Australian Sports Commission (ASC) has received information concerning the importation of prohibited performance enhancing substances by a competitor involved in triathlon.

Under these protocols, as the possession of prohibited performance enhancing substances by an athlete may be in breach of the International Triathlon Union’s (ITU) Anti-Doping Policy (Policy) and Triathlon Australia’s Anti-Doping Policy, the ASC is permitted to disclose this information to the ITU. 

In order to pass on relevant information, we first require your written assurance that the information provided will only be used in the context of the proper application of the ITU Policy. Upon receipt of this assurance, the ASC will be pleased to pass on this information.

If you require any further information, or clarification on the above, please contact Nadine Cohen on + 61 2 6214 1453 or email, nadine.cohen@ausport.gov.au.

Yours sincerely

Stephen Fox

Manager

Sports Funding and Evaluation

Output:  1






Question: 310 

Topic: Representations by ASC Board Members on Drugs and Anti-Doping Policies

Hansard Page: ECITA 308

Senator Lundy asked: 

Has any board member of the Australian Sports Commission written any letter or made any representation on with anything to do with drugs and anti-doping policies worldwide? (As quoted by Mr Peters).
Answer:

The ASC is not aware of any letter or representation by any ASC Board member in relation to this matter.

Output: 1 






Question: 311

Topic: Anti-Doping Assessment Process – National Sporting Organisation Compliance 

Hansard Page: ECITA 309

Senator Lundy asked: 

(Mr Peters says) “I am happy to provide the list of sports that have not been 100 per cent compliant in terms of ticking every square and everything else.  It will be a significant number.”
Answer:

There are no sports that the Australian Sports Commission (ASC) or the Australian Sports Drug Agency (ASDA) regard as non-compliant with the National Sporting Organisation Anti-Doping Assessment Process.  All sports involved in the assessment process are committed to working with the ASC and ASDA to continue to enhance all aspects of their anti-doping programs.
Output:  1






Question: 312

Topic: Drug Testing Results

Hansard Page: ECITA 312

Senator Lundy asked: 

(Mr Peters says) “Again, I am happy to respond on notice as to how many positives versus how many failures to show there are.  ……I am happy to provide an historical perspective on that.”
Answer:

According to Australian Sports Commission records since February 1996 there has been 157 positive tests and 18 failures to comply recorded.

Output:  1






Question: 313

Topic: Anti-Doping Compliance – Athlete Whereabouts

Hansard Page: ECITA 312

Senator Lundy asked: 

Are you able to identify specific sports which, regardless of their motivation, are having difficulty complying with the athlete whereabouts and contact information requirements?
Answer:

There are no sports that the Australian Sports Commissions or the Australian Sports Drug Agency regard as non-compliant with the National Sporting Organisation Anti-Doping Assessment Process.  The following sports, by nature of the sport, are having difficulty in meeting athlete whereabouts and contact information requirements.  This is often due to athletes travelling and competing overseas, and athletes travelling overseas to compete in the off-season.  

Archery
Athletics

Baseball
BMX

Boxing
Cycling

Equestrian
Hockey

Judo
Modern Pentathlon

Paralympic
Rowing

Rugby League
Rugby Union

Skiing
Squash

Tennis
Triathlon

Waterpolo
Waterskiing

The ASC and the Australian Sports Drug Agency are monitoring and/or working with these sports to identify, develop and implement strategies to improve the collection of athlete whereabouts and contact information.

Output: 1  






Question: 314

Topic: Athletics Australia – Withholding of Funds

Hansard Page: ECITA 319

Senator Lundy asked: 

Can the Sports Commission respond on notice with respect to the ASC's position on Athletics Australia withholding funding provided by them to AA for the athletes? Has that specific issue been resolved?
Answer:

Refer to answer for question 322.

Output:  1






Question: 315

Topic: Sports Leadership Grants for Women

Hansard Page: ECITA 319
Senator Lundy asked: 

Can you provide me with a breakdown of the sports leadership grants to women?
Answer:

Refer to Question 323.

Outputs:  1






Question: 316

Topic: Free Trade Discussions

Hansard page: ECITA 342

Senator Carr asked:

I will ask a similar question of all the other agencies in the portfolio.  I would like to know what representations have been made [to DCITA and DFAT] with regard to the free trade discussions and the nature of those representations.

Answer:

None.


Output:  






Question: 317

Topic: Staffing arrangements under the Public Service Act

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked: 

For each agency staffed under the Public Service Act within the Minister’s portfolio:

1. What were the numbers of Senior Executive Service staff at each SES Band level at 30 June 1996 and at 30 June for each subsequent year, including the number and level of SES staff as at 31 March 2003; 

2. What were the minimum and maximum salary levels for each SES Band, whether determined by Australian Workplace Agreements or otherwise, as at 30 June 1996 and at 30 June in each subsequent year, including those at 31 March 2003; 

3. What were the number of staff with salaries overlapping SES salaries as at 30 June 1996 and at 30 June in each subsequent year, including as at 31 March 2003 and what were the minimum and maximum levels of these salaries; 
4. How many people are currently employed other than under the Public Service Act, including under contract arrangements, at salary levels equivalent to the SES and what are the minimum and maximum levels of the salaries paid.
Answer:

The Australian Sports Commission does not employ any staff under the Public Service Act.
Output: 1 






Question: 318

Topic: Anti-Doping Assessment Process – Non-Compliance

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Given the article published in The Age on Saturday 31/5/03 which reveals that Cycling had failed to comply to the Anti-Doping assessment processes and yet no action was taken by the Australian Sports Commission, can you:

1. Outline the circumstances and details in which the sport of Cycling did not comply;

2. Provide information about the process involved in the case of cycling not complying to the Anti-Doping Assessment Processes;

3. Detail who was notified of this breach?

4. Detail what action was taken by the ASC?

5. Did the ASC board consider this matter?

6. Was this matter considered by the full board?

7. What were the reasons for not applying sanctions or not withholding funding in the case of Cycling?

8. Did the ASC fail to act as purported in The Age (31/5/03) article?

9. On what grounds the ASC choose not to withhold funding as they are obligated to do under the framework?

10. Have these issues been resolved? 

11. What steps will be taken to ensure compliance in round 3?

12. Are there any other sports which have not complied and have they been dealt with – please provide details?”

Answer:

1. The report in The Age was incorrect.

2. Cycling Australia has complied with the National Sporting Organisation Anti-Doping Assessment Process.

3. There was no breach, therefore no party was notified of a breach.

4. No action was taken by the Australian Sports Commission (ASC) as there was no failure to comply with the Anti-Doping Assessment Process.

5. No.  There was no breach or failure to comply, therefore there was no matter for the ASC Board to consider.

6. As above - There was no breach or failure to comply, therefore there was no matter for the ASC Board to consider.

7. Cycling Australia is compliant with the Anti-Doping Assessment, therefore there is no reason for the ASC to apply a sanction or withhold funding.

8. As above - Cycling Australia is compliant with the NSO Anti-Doping Assessment, therefore there is no reason for the ASC to apply a sanction or withhold funding.  

9. The ASC did not have to withhold funding from Cycling Australia, as Cycling Australia is compliant with the NSO Anti-Doping Assessment.

10. Whilst Cycling Australia is compliant with the NSO Anti-Doping Assessment, the ASC and ASDA are working with Cycling Australia to continually improve their management of Anti-Doping issues and Cycling Australia’s NSO Anti-Doping Assessment results.

11. As Above - The ASC is working with Cycling Australia to improve their management of Anti-Doping issues and implement specific strategies to improve Cycling Australia’s NSO Anti-Doping Assessment results.

12. All sports have complied with the NSO Anti-Doping Assessment Process.

Output:  1






Question: 319 

Topic: Register of Notifiable Events

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

1.
Since 1996 have their been any positive testing of athletes/NSOs that are currently on the RNE which there has not yet been a tribunal convened?  

2.
Can you provide a list of athletes/NSOs which remain on the RNE and any reasons for these athletes/NSOs not processing these results as is required of them under the Anti-Doping framework?

3.
Does the ASC plan enforce compliance upon government-funded sports as per the ASC’s obligations under the framework?

Answer:

1.
Yes.

2.
Other than recent notifications, there are five cases on the Australian Sports Drug Agency’s (ASDA) register of notifiable events (RNE) that have been reported to the Australian Sports Commission (ASC) and have not been resolved.   The ASC has been advised by ASDA that, in accordance with legislative provisions, the ASC is unable to name the athletes involved in the five cases.  The ASC is, however, able to provide the following information relating to the cases:

(a)
Cycling

(i)
The case is being dealt with by the Australian Olympic Committee (AOC).  The AOC has referred this case to the Court of Arbitration for Sport.

(ii)
The athlete is imprisoned.  Cycling Australia is in the process of notifying the athlete of the hearing process.

(b)
Skiing

(i)
The athlete is overseas.  Skiing Australia will conduct a hearing once the athlete returns to Australia.  The ASC is assisting Skiing Australia to progress this matter.

(c)
Bobsleigh

(i)
The ASC is aware of two matters involving a bobsleigh competitor.  The sport of bobsleigh is not funded by the ASC.  The ASC understands the matter is with the AOC.

3.
The ASC Board policy is to withdraw funding from a sport that the Board considers is not compliant with the NSO Anti-Doping Assessment and/or the ASC’s general funding terms and conditions.

Output:  1






Question: 320

Topic: Stuart Rendell

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

1.
Can you confirm that an Australian Sports Drugs Agency (ASDA) officer who was on secondment to the Australian Sports Commission (ASC) found out about the seizure by customs of banned substances in 1999, prior to April 16 2003?

2.
What was the date that the officer became aware of the incident?

3.
Was the officer being paid by the ASC?

4.
Did this officer conduct their own inquiries into this matter?

5.
Did this officer inform ASC of their findings?  If so on what date?

6.
Who did this officer report their findings to?  What action did the supervisor take in relation to these findings?  Please provide dates and details.

7.
What were the duties of this officer while under secondment at the ASC?

8.
Was this officer reprimanded for investigating this information?  Can you provide details?

Answer:

1. Yes.

2. The officer was notified in mid-February 2003 regarding a possible breach of an anti-doping policy.  The officer was not provided with any information regarding the athlete, the circumstances regarding the possible breach, or details of who had made the claim.  No specific details were provided to the officer until 14 April 2003.

3. Yes.

4. Yes.  Following the advice of 14 April, the officer made informal enquiries into the matter prior to notifying the relevant manager.

5. Yes.  The officer informed the ASC of the issue on 16 April 2003.

6. The officer informed the relevant manager of the issue on 16 April 2003 and provided information to the manager regarding the informal enquires the officer had undertaken.  The manager undertook the following actions in accordance with relevant ASC procedures:

· 16 April 2003 – Following the officer notifying the manager of the issue, the manager immediately informed the relevant ASC General Manager of the issue.

· 16 April 2003 – ASC contacted the Australian Customs Service (ACS) to seek information on the issue.

· 22 April 2003 – ASC contacted Athletics Australia and provided initial information from the ACS.

· 22 April 2003 – ASC contacted ASDA by telephone and provided a brief summary in accordance with the Customs Administration Act (1985).

7. Duties of the officer while on secondment to the ASC included:

a. Assist with doping infractions and results management 

b. Provide advice to national sporting organisations (NSO) regarding amended Anti-Doping Policies

c. Assist with the NSO Anti-Doping Assessment

d. Assist with the preparation of ASC Board Papers

e. Assist with issues regarding the Tough on Drugs in Sport Strategy
f. Assist with the preparation of World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) briefings

g. Assist in providing feedback on complementary State legislation.

8. No.

Output:  2






Question: 321

Topic: Australian Paralympic Committee Funding

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

1.
Is it correct that despite the Australian Paralympic Committee sending a team of 173 athletes to the Athens Olympics have only received $100,000 as opposed to the $940,000 provided to able-bodied athletes?

2.
Can the ASC provide details of how this figure was decided upon and whether this amount is enough to ensure that the full team of Australian Paralympians are able to attend the 2004 games?

Answer:

1. ASC funding for the APC over four-year period 2001-05 (covering the period up to and including the 2004 Paralympics) is around $14 million, a significant increase over the previous four-year period ($6.275 million).  In 2003-04 the APC will receive $3.75 million and a further $240,000 is allocated from within the AIS budget to support APC Alpine and Swimming Programs.

In addition, Australian Paralympic athletes will receive $100,000 in Direct Athlete Support (DAS) in 2003-04 to assist their preparations for the 2004 Athens Paralympics.  The method of allocation of these funds is to be determined through consultation between the ASC and the APC 

2. These allocations were determined as part of the Government’s Budget deliberations and subsequently by the ASC in consultation with the APC. 

Output:  1






Question: 322
Topic: Athletics Australia Athlete Contracts

Written Question on Notice: 
Senator Lundy asked: 

I refer to this (Weekend Australian 15/2/03) article concerning athletes contracts with Athletics Australia which states that -

“Sixteen of the top 40 athletes in the country refused to sign by the January 31 deadline, complaining AA had tied payment of government funds to them making up to six promotional appearances for Telstra, the principal sponsor of athletics in Australia.”

1.
What is the ASC’s position on AA withholding funding provided by the ASC to AA from athletes?

2.
Has this issue been resolved?

Answer:

1. Based on information provided by AA, AA has not withheld ASC funding from athletes.  
2. The ASC understands that all of the 40 athletes offered national squad agreements to date have signed or agreed to sign. 

Output:  1






Question: 323

Topic: Sports Leadership Grants for Women

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

This program was an initiative of the Office of the Status of Women and the ASC which offered grants to either individuals or incorporated sporting organisations in three areas, indigenous women, women in a disability sport, and general.  Applications closed on Tuesday February 11 2003.

1.
How many people/organisations applied for these grants?

2.
Can the ASC provide a list of people or organisations which received grants, and explain the process by which the recipients were chosen.  

3.
Can you provide a breakdown of grants awarded?

4.
Is this program to be continued?

Answer:

1.
902 applications were received.

2.
A selection committee comprising of representatives of the ASC and the Office of the Status of Women (OSW) reviewed the applications.  Applications were assessed against the criteria outlined in the grant guidelines.  

Under the arrangements established between OSW and the ASC, the Minister Assisting the Prime Minister on the Status of Women was to consider the recommendations from the selection committee.  On 19 March 2003 the Minister approved the funding of 45 grants totalling $193,480.  

The ASC notified all of the grant applicants who were successful in receiving funding.  The ASC also wrote to all applicants who were not successful.

3. List of Grant Recipients

	Name
	Town
	State
	Number of

Women
	 Funding 

	Albany Leisure & Aquatic Centre
	Albany
	WA
	25
	$3,000

	Australian Swimming
	Various
	Various
	5
	$5,000

	Australian Swimming Incorporated
	Various
	Various
	10
	$9,500

	Ballarat Basketball Association
	Ballarat
	VIC
	20
	$5,000

	Ballarat City Rowing Club
	Ballarat
	VIC
	20
	$7,400

	Broome Touch Association
	Broome
	WA
	40+
	$6,000

	Calliope & District Riding for the Disabled
	Gatton & Gladstone
	QLD
	8
	$1,800

	Casey Hockey Club
	Gippsland region
	VIC
	15
	$1,400

	Central Highlands Sports Assembly
	Central highlands
	VIC
	30
	$8,000

	Christine Deering
	Ongerup
	WA
	1
	$900

	Eastern Goldfields Netball Association
	Kalgoorlie region
	WA
	120
	$10,000

	Etty Bay Surf Life Saving Club
	Far North
	QLD
	6
	$3,000

	Gymsports Management
	Kingston
	TAS
	12
	$2,280

	Hawker Community Sport Centre
	Hawker
	SA
	30
	$800

	Hay Netball Club
	Hay
	NSW
	60
	$2,630

	Hay Pony Club
	Hay
	NSW
	20
	$2,000

	Hockey Queensland
	Cairns
	QLD
	15
	$10,000

	Hockey SA
	Various
	SA
	4
	$4,600

	Holbrook Gymnastics Club
	Holbrook
	NSW
	10
	$5,630

	Holiday Coast Soccer
	Coffs Harbour
	NSW
	25
	$2,240

	Illawarra Disability Trust
	Wollongong
	NSW
	3
	$800

	Jennifer Haines
	Daisy Hill (Nth)
	QLD
	1
	$2,800

	Josephine Williams
	Various
	WA
	2
	$800

	Joy Wood
	Humpty Doo
	NT
	1
	$2,500

	Keppel Coast Gymnastics Club
	Yeppoon
	QLD
	16
	$3,800

	Leonora Girls Club
	Leonora
	WA
	12
	$7,000

	Linda Bentvelzen
	Echuca
	VIC
	10 to 30
	$300

	Motorcycling Tasmania
	Various
	TAS
	6
	$6,000

	Murray Bridge-Mannum Gymnastics
	Murray Bridge
	SA
	5
	$1,600

	New England & District Soccer Association
	Armidale
	NSW
	16
	$1,900

	Nhulunbuy Community Neighbourhood
	Nhulunbuy
	NT
	2
	$1,100

	North Queensland Touch Association
	Nth Qld
	QLD
	20
	$9,000

	Northern Tasmanian Regional Development Board
	Various
	TAS
	15
	$4,500

	Northern Territory University
	Alice Springs
	NT
	20
	$8,400

	NSW Roller Sports Incorporated
	Various
	NSW
	30
	$10,000

	Pittsworth & District Amateur Swimming Club
	Toowoomba
	QLD
	2
	$400

	Queensland Soccer Federation
	Various
	QLD
	200
	$10,000

	Riding for the Disabled Victoria
	Various
	VIC
	120
	$7,000

	Riding for the Disabled WA
	Geraldton
	WA
	11
	$2,600

	Riverland Sport & Recreation Forum
	Various
	SA
	40 to 80
	$7,300

	Shire of Moora
	Midlands region
	WA
	100+
	$5,500

	Slade Point Athletic Club
	North Mackay
	QLD
	4
	$2,000

	Sonya Bail
	Bundaberg
	QLD
	1
	$800

	TaSRaD
	Launceston
	TAS
	8
	$1,000

	Women on Water
	Narooma 
	NSW
	25
	$5,200

	TOTAL FUNDING
	
	
	 
	 $193,480


4.
Initial discussions have taken place with OSW for a continuation of grants in the 2003/04 financial year.  Further discussion will take place in August 2003, upon completion of the current round of projects, when OSW in consultation with the ASC will assess the outcomes of the current grants program and make a recommendation on a future program.

Output:  2






Question: 324

Topic: AIS Sports Awards for 2002

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

In regard to the AIS Sport Awards for 2002 held on Wednesday 5 March 2003:

1.
Can ASC provide a list of all recipients?

2.
How are recipients chosen?

3.
Senator Kate Lundy, the Shadow Minister for Sport did not receive an invitation to these awards – why not?

Answer:

1.

	Award
	Name
	AIS Program

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Petria Thomas
	Swimming

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Michael Milton
	APC Skiing

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Alisa Camplin
	Winter Sports

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Jobie Dajka
	Cycling - Track

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Nathan Baggaley
	Sprint Kayak

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Philippe Rizzo
	Gymnastics

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Nathan Deakes
	Athletics

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Daniel Geale
	Boxing

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Richard Moir
	Golf

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Mirinda Carfrae
	Triathlon

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Brad Kahlefeldt
	Triathlon

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Tim Cuddihy
	Archery

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Hollie Grima
	Basketball - Women's

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	David Barnes
	Archery

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Todd Reid
	Tennis

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Darren Bundock 
	Sailing

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	John Forbes
	Sailing

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Sean Eadie
	Cycling - Track

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Justin Norris
	Swimming

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Jana Pittman
	Athletics

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Rebecca Sattin
	Rowing

	AIS Sports Achievement Award
	Victoria Roberts
	Rowing


	Award
	Name
	AIS Program

	AIS Junior Athlete of the Year
	Todd Reid
	Tennis

	AIS Team of the year
	Darren Bundock 
	Sailing

	AIS Team of the year
	John Forbes
	Sailing

	AIS Athlete of the Year
	Petria Thomas
	Swimming

	Ross Herbert Memorial Scholarship - Golf
	Luke Hickmott
	Golf

	Brent Harding Memorial Scholarship – Swimming
	Josh Taylor
	Swimming

	Nathan Meade Memorial Scholarship – Diving
	Steven Barnett
	Diving

	Darren Smith Memorial Scholarship – Road Cycling
	Peter Dawson
	Cycling  

	AIS Vocation Achievement Award
	Melissa Mills
	Water Polo - Women's 

	AIS Vocation Achievement Award
	Gill Foster
	Soccer - Women's 

	AIS Education Achievement Award
	Robert Newbery
	Diving

	AIS Education Achievement Award
	Sam McGregor
	Water Polo - Men's 

	AIS Coach of the year
	Martin Barras
	Cycling - Track


2.
There is a process for nomination and selection of all AIS awards.  

For athlete awards each program nominates candidates from the sport program subject to set criteria primarily focusing on their competition performances over the preceding year.  A selection committee, comprising two coaches and a senior staff member, then reviews all nominations and provides final recommendations to the AIS Director.  The AIS Director has the final approval of the recommendations.  

In the case of the memorial scholarships, coaches from the four programs involved nominate a suitable recipient based on the qualities of the individual.  

The AIS Athlete Career and Education staff are consulted in relation to the nominations for the vocation and education awards.

All AIS Coaches are eligible for the Coach of the Year award.  Group Sport Managers, Program Administrators and other coaches provide nominations.  Criteria include the holistic philosophy and personal qualities of the coach as well as the competition performance of their athletes.  

3.
The Australian Sports Commission (ASC) adopts the protocol that if the Minister is attending an ASC-organised event, the ASC will seek the Minister's agreement to invite the Shadow Minister.  On this occasion the Minister was unable to attend and therefore the Minister's agreement was not sought for the Shadow Minister to attend this event.

Output:  1






Question: 325

Topic: Athletics Australia Finances

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

In reference to an Article in Herald Sun 27/5/03 Running Short of Cash and many subsequent reports in which it is claimed that Athletics Australia is in financial difficulty. The Chief Executive of AA has admitted that there is financial difficulty, but maintains that AA will remain viable.

1. Is it true that AA is indeed in financial trouble and facing insolvency?

2. Is the ASC aware of AA’s problems, and can the ASC explain why some athletes and officials have been waiting five or six months for payment?

3. Have state based member associations and state institutes received their allocated funding from AA?

4. How long has the ASC been aware of the financial difficulties?

5. Can you provide the committee details of Audit reports conducted and their details. Which accountancy firm conducted these reports this year and last year?

6. What is the funding allocation for AA for the next financial year?

7. What steps will the ASC take to ensure insolvency does not occur?

Answer:

1. The AA CEO has advised the Commission that AA is experiencing cash flow problems.  The Commission has requested the AA CEO to have AA’s financial position confirmed by an independent party to ascertain the extent of the problem.

2. Yes, the Commission has been advised that AA is experiencing cash flow problems.  

In relation to payment to athletes, AA has advised that all contracted athletes have been paid.  

AA does not remunerate officials.  The CEO has advised that there is one contractor, who also acts as an official, who is waiting on payment for work only recently completed.  This matter is within the normal business credit cycle and relates to the contracting work.

3. The ASC understand that State Institutes and Academies have not received payments due to them from 1 January 2003.  AA has advised that any outstanding payments will be met by 31 August 2003.

4. The ASC was formally made aware of AA’s cash flow problems during the month of May 2003.

5. AA’s Annual Audited statements are a matter of public record, and are published in AA’s Annual Report.  For 2001-2002 they were completed by Ernst and Young.  The same firm will commence preparation of AA’s Independent Audit Report for 2002-2003 in July.

6. The total allocation to AA for 2003-2004 is $3,598,219. 

7. In line with its objective of encouraging a strong and vibrant sports industry, the Commission provides a number of services to assist Sports with their governance, planning and financial management.  The ASC will continue to work with AA to determine appropriate financial and management strategies to minimise exposure to financial risk.

Output:  1






Question: 326

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Could details be provided of the current funding arrangements to the sport of Olympic Wrestling in Australia, and the level and amounts of funding provided to the sport of wrestling in Australia since 1994.

Answer:

For the 2002/2003 financial year the ASC has set aside an indicative high performance grant of $30,000 for wrestling.
	Australian Wrestling Union

	
	1994/95
	1995/96
	1996/97
	1997/98
	1998/99
	1999/00
	2000/01
	2001/02
	2002/03

	High Performance Program
	99,000
	186,500
	77,469
	74,033
	68,250
	70,000
	38,750
	30,000*
	30,000*


*not released 

Output:  1






Question: 327
Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 
Senator Lundy asked: 

Is it true that Australian Wrestling has had their funding withheld last year and what where the reasons for this? Will their funding be reinstated this year?

Answer:

Yes, the ASC withheld funding for the 2001/2002 financial year.  The reasons for withholding funding from the AWU were due to concerns over their ability as a national body to be both representative of, and have clear control over, the sport in Australia. 

For the 2002/2003 financial year the ASC has set aside an indicative high performance grant of $30,000 for wrestling.  Release of these funds is contingent upon the sport’s ability to engage in and complete a proposed governance and constitutional review and for the Board of the AWU to take reasonable steps to implement any subsequent recommendations.  (See also question 340).

Output:  1






Question: 328

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

If these funding issues relate to governance, wasn’t an attempt made by 4 of the six states to formulate draft constitutional amendments?  Why were these amendments not accepted?

Answer:

As an incorporated body in Victoria, this was a matter between the AWU and the Victorian Justice Department.

It is the understanding of the ASC that the proposed constitutional amendments put forward by the Board endorsed officer (Mr Anthony Goonan) were legitimately defeated in a vote of eight for and four against by the AWU Conference.

Output:  1






Question: 329

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

I understand that an ASC official – Sue Bacon was involved to facilitate negotiations between the AWU stakeholders and the ASC and AOC.  Why is Ms Bacon no longer performing this role?

Answer:

Ms Bacon was successful in gaining the position of Group and Stakeholder Coordinator in the Planning and Reporting section of the Australian Sports Commission.  Ms Bacon has been replaced by Mr Paul Grogan, Manager of the NSO Business Support Centre.  Mr Grogan is also the nominated Sports Consultant for Wrestling.

Output:  1






Question: 330

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Are you aware that during the time in which Mr Anthony Goonan served as a representative of the six State Associations belonging to Australian wrestling and during the process of formulating draft constitutional amendments, involving all stakeholders etc, the President of the AOC and the CEO of the AOC refused to recognize Mr Goonan’s official role.

Answer:

The Australian Sports Commission was aware that there were issues between Mr Goonan and representatives of the AOC with regards to Mr Goonan’s role.

Output:  1






Question: 331

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

During the first half of 2003, has the ASC worked with the President of the AWU directly - effectively bypassing the official AWU representative – is the ASC aware of this?  What are the ASC’s reasons for doing so?

Answer:

The ASC has worked with both the President of the AWU and the official AWU representative as appropriate.

Output:  1






Question: 332

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Is the ASC aware that the President of the AWU does not have the support of the Members of the AWU for constitutional alteration work to be undertaken?

Answer:

The ASC is aware that there are concerns amongst the membership of the AWU in relation to constitutional alteration.  Extensive stakeholder consultation is an integral part of constitutional reform and the ASC will ensure that this occurs during the proposed review.

Output: 1  






Question: 333

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Is the ASC aware that the Members (State Associations) of AWU are on the verge of attempting to dismiss the President of the AWU for acting in a unilateral manner to the detriment of the wrestling sport?

Answer:

Yes.  This will be a matter for the sport to resolve through due process.

Output: 1 






Question: 334

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Is the ASC aware of any evidence that the President of the AOC is working outside his own guidelines and advice to the authorised officer and the CEO of the ASC?

Answer:

The ASC is not aware of any evidence of the alleged matter.

Output:  1






Question: 335

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Is the ASC aware that because of the current standoff in Wrestling that the situation as it now stands is that the official body for Wrestling has not provided any advice on Selection Criteria for Athens Olympics effectively disadvantaging athletes?

Answer:

The ASC understands that selection criteria have been promulgated in the lead up to the first stage of selection trials in Adelaide on 27-29 June 2003.

Output:  2






Question: 336

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

How are these selection trials for Athens now being facilitated?

Answer:

The ASC understands that the first stage of the selection trials were held in Adelaide on 27-29 June 2003.

Output:  1






Question: 337

Topic: Small Sports Business Support Pilot Program

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Can the Minister/ASC provide details of progress, success or otherwise, of the status of the National Sports Organisation (NSO) Small Sports Business Support Pilot program commenced in July 2002, under the Government program 'Building Australian Sports' announced in the 2001/2002 Commonwealth Budgets.

Answer:

The purpose of the NSO Business Support Centre program is to improve the operational capacity, business insight and sustainability of a group of NSOs through the provision of strategic and operational advice and support services including communication and information technology, finance and human resource management. 

Feedback from participating sports has been positive with sports looking to implement long term sustainable management practices.

The ten sports currently participating in the program are:

Australian Amateur Ice Racing Council;

Australian Fencing Federation;

Australian Handball Federation;

Badminton Australia;

Deaf Sports Australia;

Ice Skating Australia;

Modern Pentathlon Australia;

Polocrosse Association of Australia;

Table Tennis Australia; and 

Wrestling Australia.

Output:  1






Question: 338

Topic: Small Sports Business Support Pilot Program

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Minister/ASC to provide details of the current status of this program to date, and the improvements or otherwise that can be substantiated under this program, for all sports covered under this program.

Answer:

The NSO Business Support Centre is currently operating with two full time and one part time staff to assist the nominated sports address their identified needs.

As this is the first year of a three year pilot program it is premature to make such an assessment, early indications are that sports are responsive to the services provided and have all recently completed negotiations extending their agreements for the 2003/2004 financial year.

Output:  






Question: 340

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Minister/ASC to provide details of current status of work being undertaken by the Australian Sports Commission in its review of Governance of the Australian Wrestling Union.

Answer:

At the request of the Australian Olympic Committee in January 2003 the ASC offered to undertake a joint review with the AWU and to provide associated funding in the order of $30,000.  This offer was agreed to by the AWU Board of Management as reflected in advice to the ASC in mid-February 2003.

Following this the ASC made contact to progress the review and met with the President of the AWU on 6 May 2003 to draft the terms of reference and other arrangements for the governance and constitutional review.  The meeting proposed a review oversight committee comprising Jim Sinclair (President AWU), John Saul (Vice President AWU), Anthony Goonan (AWU Member) and two Senior Sports Consultants from the ASC, Paul Grogan and Erni Rauter.

The ASC is currently awaiting formal notification from the Board of the AWU accepting the terms of reference for this joint ASC/AWU initiative.

Output:  






Question: 341

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

What efforts have been made by the ASC to determine that the President of the AWU is acting in the best interests of the sport of wrestling?

Answer:

The ASC, through its Sport Development and Performance group, constantly works with all funded sports to achieve outcomes that are in the best interest of the sport as a whole.  In terms of the proposed review this will continue to be the aim of the Commission.

Output:  






Question: 342

Topic: Wrestling

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

Why has the ASC bypassed the Board & Member State Associations authorised ASC liaison officer for the AWU since January 2003?

Answer:

The ASC has not bypassed the Board and Member State Associations’ authorised ASC liaison officer, but has continued to liaise with both Mr Goonan (the authorised ASC liaison officer of the AWU) and the AWU President, who is also authorised to deal on behalf of the AWU.


Output:  1






Question: 343

Topic: Budget 2003

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

The total appropriation for the ASC in the 2003-04 budget is $122.472 million cut back from 2002-03 in which the allocation was $134,298million

1.
How will this reduction be affected across the ASC?

2.
What programs will be affected by this reduction in funding for 2003-04?

3.
Will there be staffing cuts the ASC as a result of this reduced funding?

Answer:

1.
Decreases in revenues from Government for 2003/04 are due to the Government's decision to cease the application of, and funding for, the Capital User Charge (CUC).  This decision will have no impact on the ASC's activities or financial performance (refer page 348 of the DCITA Portfolio Budget Statements 2003/04). 

2.
Not applicable.

3.
Not applicable.

Output:  2






Question: 344

Topic: Olympic Athlete Funding

Written Question on Notice: 

Senator Lundy asked: 

1.
With this budget falling in an Olympic year is this $1 million allocated in the 2003-04 budget going to cover expenses?

2.
How will the ASC determine the allocations to NSO’s and Athletes?

3.
This is a serious shortfall, with the AOC planning to send 520 athletes and 300 officials to Athens, which constitutes its biggest team going to an overseas games.

Answer:

1. With respect to decreases in the appropriation – see answer to question 343.  

2. See attached guidelines for Direct Athlete Support..

3. There is no shortfall – see response to question 343.

Attachment to QON344
ASC Direct Athlete Support (DAS) for 2004 
Summer Olympic & Paralympic Athletes

Guidelines for Implementation
Updated: 11 August 2003
Introduction

The Australian Sports Commission (ASC) is committed to providing direct support for Australia’s high performance athletes to enhance preparation for the 2004 Olympics and Paralympics.  The 2004/06 National Sporting Organisations (NSO) Workshops in October 2002 identified that the greatest need in preparation for Athens 2004 is for funding to assist athletes to train and compete on a full time basis.  The Australian Olympic Committee (AOC) also agreed with this assessment.  To this end a number of submissions have been made to the Federal Government through the Minister for the Arts and Sport since October 2002.  

Subsequent developments have included an offer from the Prime Minister to fund a joint Direct Athlete Support (DAS) program with the AOC on a dollar for dollar basis.  The AOC rejected the Government’s offer, which would have required committing funds from its Australian Olympic Foundation fund, announcing instead that it would increase its Medal Incentive Scheme (MIS) by $940,800 in 2004 as a result of increased sponsorship revenue.

In the Federal budget the Government has announced a $1M package of assistance matching the additional AOC funds.  This document sets outs the guidelines for the implementation of the ASC DAS scheme which will distribute these funds directly to athletes from July 2003. 

Objective

The primary objective of the ASC’s DAS scheme is to provide direct funds to targeted elite athletes, selected on the basis of medal potential and individual need, to assist their daily living and training environment while they prepare for the 2004 Olympic and Paralympic Games. 

Funding Criteria

Funding to targeted Olympic athletes will be distributed on the basis of:

1. Medal potential

· Based on performance at 2002 & 2003 agreed benchmark events

· Individual sports - medal results only

· Relays, multi athlete events – medal results only

· Team events – semi finalists, i.e. top 4

· Special consideration outside of these criteria based on a case that medal potential exists despite lack of medal performance in benchmark event

· Athlete injury resulting in lower than expected performance at benchmark event

· Other circumstances impacting on benchmark event result

2. Individual need

· Assessment based on sport’s submission 

· Assessment should include

· Eligibility for AOC MIS

· Eligibility for your sports athlete support scheme (if applicable)

· Personal circumstances including income, family situation etc

· Sport specific preparation requirements, e.g. a team sport may centralise the Olympic team 6 months out from the Games

Distribution of Funds

Process for Olympic Athletes

Sports will be invited to make submissions on the basis of the funding criteria according to the process below.

1. NSOs will be notionally allocated a number of $10,000 DAS grants based on medal potential as indicated by their performances at 2002 benchmark events and taking into consideration the overall funding available.

2. In the case of team sports, relays or multiple athlete events (eg Rowing 8, Canoe K4, Cycling teams pursuit) the notional allocation of DAS grants will be 50% of the Olympic team size, noting that NSOs may make submission for special consideration on the basis of medal potential and individual need. (See point 5 below.)

3. NSOs will be required to demonstrate need for individual athletes using the notional allocation as a guide as to total number of athletes potentially eligible for DAS.  

4. The submission must show the proposed distribution of the DAS allocation to individual athletes.  Within the proposed distribution flexibility will be permitted to allow for NSO priorities in:

a. The timing of payments, e.g. a team sport centralising its team early in 2004 may wish athletes to receive the DAS funding for the whole period in January

b. The spread of funds within an agreed range across a defined number of athletes.  In order to make a tangible contribution to the athlete’s daily living and training environment the minimum amount to be allocated per athlete will be $8,000.

5. NSOs will also be able to submit a separate proposal for special consideration of athletes who did not achieve medal results at 2002 benchmark events, e.g. as a result of injury, but for whom an argument could be made for Athens medal potential.

6. A moderating group comprised of senior ASC staff and a representative of NESC will oversight final decisions on DAS allocations following assessment of NSO submissions.

7. DAS will be provided directly to the athlete’s bank account in two instalments, the first in July 2003 and the second in January 2004 following a review of performance in November 2003.

Paralympians

$100,000 will be set aside to support 2004 Paralympic Athlete preparation with the distribution of these funds to be determined through consultation between the ASC and the APC

Olympic Athletes

Initially an amount of $940,000 will be available to provide Direct Athlete Support to 2004 Olympic athletes.

Olympic athletes will qualify to receive DAS funding based on their performances at benchmark events (as agreed by the ASC) in 2002 and 2003 and their eligibility under the conditions of the ASC Direct Athlete Support program.


ASC funds are for the purpose of individual support, development and competitive preparation needs.  These funds will assist in meeting the needs of elite athletes in their daily living and training environment while they prepare for the 2004 Olympic Games.


All eligible athletes will be reviewed following the designated 2003 benchmark event. 

All funds provided directly to athletes from the ASC will be dependant upon the NSO providing details of their performances in benchmark events as they occur, and their individual need.

Review

Eligibility of athletes for DAS will be reviewed in November 2003 following benchmark events on the basis of:

1. Results as an indicator of medal potential 

2. Changed personal circumstances in regard to individual need.

It is possible that individual eligibility for DAS may change on the basis of this review of the primary criteria - medal potential and need.  

Eligibility:

To be eligible for the ASC DAS scheme athletes must:

· Maintain a preparation and competitive program, endorsed by the NSO, to be of sufficient standard required to perform to benchmark standard or higher at the 2004 Olympic Games. 

· Have met with the relevant ACE advisor and be pursuing a career / education action plan.

· Sign the program agreement (this includes areas relating to maintaining levels of training and preparation, alterations to payment and review mechanisms for injured or ineligible athletes, general eligibility review processes and personal details and directions on what should be declared as income for the purposes of ASC funding).

· State and be able to demonstrate after tax income levels below $50,000AUD pa. Including the receipt of any accommodation, meals and or living allowances under residential programs (eg. AIS Residential Athletes) and AOC Funds or other direct athlete payments.

ASC DAS Funding Timelines 2003-04

	TASK
	TIMEFRAME

	Email notification to NSOs
	30th May

	Notional allocation and proformas for application and special consideration sent to NSOs
	6th June

	Submissions from NSO's against notional allocation on basis of need 
	20th June

	Moderating group decisions on allocation of DAS funds
	27th June

	Paralympian DAS allocations agreed with APC
	27th June

	Contracts sent to athletes
	30th June

	Return of signed Athlete contracts
	16th July

	First DAS payment
	31st July

	Review of eligibility based on 2003 benchmark event results and individual need
	November

	Second DAS payment
	January 2004
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