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Question: 273

Topic: Australia Business Arts Foundation
Hansard Page: ECITA 101/102

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you provide a breakdown of how AbaF’s budget is distributed amongst the programs in order to fulfil the role that they talk about filling – increasing private sector support for Australia’s cultural life? …. Could you try as part of that breakdown to attribute various proportions of that funding to each of AbaF’s roles, if that is possible from the department’s point of view.
Answer: 

The 2004-05 DCITA funding of $1.652 million, through the Cultural Development Program, will be used to fund AbaF’s core activities and to leverage additional funding from the private sector to support AbaF programs. The DCITA funding is budgeted across AbaF programs as follows:
	Program
	Amount

	Advocacy
	$172,267

	Business Arts Partnerships
	$406,138

	Business Volunteering for the Arts
	$55,178 

	Council Arts and Business Program 
	$20,760 

	Publications and Training Materials
	$180,799 

	Communications, Marketing and Research
	$273,533

	Corporate Services, Offices (x 6) & Infrastructure
	$543,325 

	TOTAL
	$1,652,000 
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Question: 274

Topic: Australia Business Arts Foundation
Hansard Page: ECITA 101

Senator Lundy asked:

Are you able to break down the $1.652 million in the forthcoming budget and disaggregate that figure in any way?

Answer: 

Please refer to the answer given to Question 273.
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Question: 275

Topic: Australia Business Arts Foundation
Hansard Page: ECITA 102

Senator Lundy asked:

Could you provide that to the committee? (the funding agreement with AbaF).

Answer: 

The 2003-04 Funding Agreement, including a Variation of Funding Agreement, between the Commonwealth of Australia as represented by the DCITA and Australia Business Arts Foundation Ltd is attached.
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Question: 276

Topic: Australia Business Arts Foundation – Administrative Support for Artsupport 
Australia
Hansard Page: ECITA 102

Senator Lundy asked:

When you say administrative support, do you mean another partial position? (Ms Bean responds: … but I will check and give you the full breakdown of what support is provided to the AbaF person in Melbourne).

Answer: 

No DCITA funding is allocated towards administrative support for Artsupport Australia. 
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Question: 277

Topic: Regional Arts Fund
Hansard Page: ECITA 102

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you give me the exact figures for the previous four years and then the figures that were announced in this year’s budget?

Answer: 

The breakdown of expenditure is:

	State/Territory
	2000-2001*
	2001-2002#
	2002-03#
	2003-04#

	QLD
	$375,000
	$391,800
	$391,800
	$408,600

	WA
	$375,000
	$391,800
	$391,800
	$408,600

	NSW
	$375,000
	$391,800
	$391,800
	$408,600

	VIC
	$375,000
	$391,800
	$391,800
	$408,600

	SA
	$315,425
	$326,500
	$326,500
	$340,500

	NT
	$207,500
	$215,000
	$215,000
	$226,100

	TAS
	$167,500
	$175,000
	$175,000
	$182,500

	ACT
	$42,500
	$45,000
	$45,000
	$46,500

	RAA
	$189,165
	$70,000
	$70,000
	$70,000

	Aust Council
	$159,557
	$100,000
	$100,000
	$100,000

	TOTAL
	$2,581,647
	$2,498,700
	$2,498,700
	$2,600,000


*
Program managed by Australia Council for the Arts.  Includes $81,647 carried forward from 1999-2000.

#
Program managed by the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
The RAF program was renewed in the 2004-05 Budget with funding of $10.7 million over 
4 years. 
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Question: 278

Topic: Australia Council Allocation from Regional Arts Fund
Hansard Page: ECITA 103

Senator Lundy asked:

Could you take it on notice to provide a full breakdown of how that Australia Council allocation from the Regional Arts Fund has been spent over the last three years? And the decision making process around the allocation of that funding? Could you provide full details, whether it is the council or staff? However the money is spent, I want to know how, who, why, what and where.

Answer: 

The Australia Council has received an allocation of the Regional Arts Fund (RAF) from DCITA since the RAF was set up in 1996. Each year Council has used the fund for a number of projects that conform to the guidelines set down for RAF by DCITA (originally in consultation with Council and the States and Territories).  DCITA allocated $100,000 per year to the Australia Council for 2001-2004.

Since 2000 Council has spent its RAF allocation on ‘lighthouse’ projects – that is, projects of national significance that had the potential to become a ‘model’ of sustainable cultural development, partnerships, and skills development, particularly in isolated and remote communities, that could be used by other agencies.  Given the non-ongoing nature of the RAF allocation, Council has supported one-off projects that could have a longer term impact through leading by example.

The decision on the Australia Council RAF allocation is made by the Chief Executive Officer after a process of cross Division/Board consultation. The decision is then reported to the Australia Council.  All decisions are made against the objectives of the Regional Arts Fund.

All of the projects have met DCITA’s objectives and acquittal requirements.

A summary of expenditure and outcomes 2000-2003 is provided below.

2001-2002

Grease - Community Outreach Program 

In 2001 the Australia Council funded ($75,000) the Really Useful Company to deliver a regional community outreach program in association with the national tour of the musical Grease. A key goal of the outreach program was to promote direct and effective forms of engagement with the arts for individuals, young people and communities in regional and rural centres and to develop professional development options for local artists and arts companies. 

The program provided education kits for local schools and opportunities for the local arts sector to engage with the creative crew, and media relations and presentation skills workshops.  All of these elements were designed to pursue long-term sustainability by building the capacities of the arts and media sectors in regional and rural centres.  
The Grease Community Outreach Program brokered relationships between local government, schools, youth arts and other community organisations to engage with this major cultural program.

2002-2003

Queensland Biennial Festival of Music
$100,000 from the Regional Arts Fund was provided for the QBFM in 2003.

In entering into a funding agreement with QBFM for their 2003 program, the Australia Council supported a new and innovative approach to regional development practice. The funding for the Festival was directed towards:

· Fees associated with the involvement and participation of locally based producers, artists and community artsworkers in events and workshops

· Incentive investment funding towards projects developed through new partnerships with local government authorities not previously involved in the Biennial, where Council funds were at least matched with local government funds.

The 2003 QBFM was staged in 17 regional Queensland communities - nearly six times the number involved in the 1999 Festival. Unlike a set music program which tours to every community, however, this Festival involves the staging of a special event in each community—and most of these are new, commissioned works. The cultural programs and workshops in 2003 featured Queensland, national and international artists working with local residents to develop significant and unique events in their region. 

QBFM 2003 achieved very strong results against the key performance indicators agreed between both organisations – notably in contributing to the development of long-term benefits for regional communities, in developing partnerships, building community participation and growing audiences, and in marketing and communications. Many of the performances attracted huge audiences and received unprecedented media coverage.
The Australia Council’s Policy Communication Research Division also provided $100k towards the QBFM.

2003-2004

The Council spent $65,725 in Regional Arts funding in 2003-2004.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 279

Topic: Regional Arts Fund 
Hansard Page: ECITA 104

Senator Lundy asked:

How else do they [Regional Arts Australia] acquit that money?
Answer: 

As part of the current Regional Arts Fund, Regional Arts Australia receives $70,000 per year for national regional arts initiatives. Since 1 July 2001, Regional Arts Australia has received $210,000 in RAF funds, which has been expended on:
· Communications Exchanges, national networking forums to discuss ways in which the profile of the arts in regional Australia can be improved;

· Groundswell, the 2002 National Regional Arts Conference;

· Progressing the National Strategic Framework Creating Cultural Communities, including the development of cultural alliances, promotion, strategic planning and partnerships;

· Preparation for Meeting Place, the 2004 National Regional Arts Conference; and

· Development of the ‘Heartwork – Great Arts Stories from Regional Australia’ publication.
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Question: 280

Topic: Regional Arts Fund
Hansard Page: ECITA 104/105

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you tell me what percentages are spent in each state and territory? And the dollar figures? When you are doing the state breakdown, could you identify the actual organisations that receive Regional Arts Fund funding as well?

Answer: 

Regional Arts Fund (RAF) Allocations (2001-02 – 2003-04)
	State
	RAF Allocation
	Percentage

	NSW
	$1,192,200
	15.7%

	VIC
	$1,192,200
	15.7%

	Qld
	$1,192,200
	15.7%

	WA
	$1,192,200
	15.7%

	SA
	$993,500
	13%

	TAS
	$532,500
	7%

	NT
	$654,100
	8.6%

	ACT
	$136,500
	1.8%

	Australia Council
	$300,000
	4%

	Regional Arts Australia
	$210,000
	2.8%

	TOTAL
	$7,595,400
	100%


The Regional Arts Fund (RAF) is administered by the following Regional Arts Organisations in each State and Territory:  

ArtsACT

Arts NT

Country Arts SA

Country Arts WA

Queensland Arts Council

Regional Arts NSW

Regional Arts Victoria

Tasmanian Regional Arts
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Question: 281

Topic: Regional Arts Fund
Hansard Page: ECITA 104

Senator Lundy asked:

Are you aware of whether the Regional Arts Association receives other Commonwealth funding, including through the Australia Council?

Answer: 

Since July 2001, the Australia Council has provided $170,000 in funding to Regional Arts Australia for various joint national initiatives, such as the development of the Regional Arts Australia website, national cultural mapping and cultural planning.

Regional Arts Australia received funding over the period 2000-01 – 2003-04 of $600,000 from the Department of Family and Community Services and $600,000 from the Department of Communications, IT and the Arts for the joint initiative Creative Volunteering – No Limits. 

As part of Creative Volunteering – No Limits, the Australian National Training Authority provided funding of $15,000 to Regional Arts Australia.

The department is not aware of funding from other Commonwealth sources to Regional Arts Australia.
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Question: 282

Topic: Cultural Development Program
Hansard Page: ECITA 108/109

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you please provide me with a breakdown of expenditure under the Cultural Development Program for 2003-04? If you are taking that on notice, could you also take on notice the 2004-05 figures?

Answer: 

The Cultural Development Program funding allocations for 2003-04 and 2004-05, as approved by the Minister for Arts & Sport, are provided at ATTACHMENT A.
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Question: 283

Topic: Portfolio Budget Statements
Hansard Page: ECITA 110

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you take on notice reconciling that with a list of all of those ins and outs that you described so it adds up, hopefully?

Answer: 

An explanation of the variations between the 2003-04 and 2004-05 Portfolio Budget Statements in relation to Outcome 1 is at Attachment A.
Outcome 1, Output 1.2 





Question: 284

Topic: Old Parliament House and the National Portrait Gallery
Hansard Page: ECITA 112

Senator Lundy asked:

Can the department provide a breakdown of outcome 1.2 relating to Old Parliament House and the National Portrait Gallery, including a breakdown by function and cost to the department for each of the components? ….. I am looking for as complete a breakdown as possible.

Answer: 

Old Parliament House (OPH) and the National Portrait Gallery (NPG) are a Branch of the Arts and Sport Division of the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts.  The estimated 2004-05 published budget of Output 1.2 is made up of the following functions:

OPH Revenue from Government


 $9,674,845

NPG Revenue from Government


 $4,506,944
Sub total Revenue from Government

 $14,181, 789

OPH Other Revenue




 $ 955,962

NPG Other Revenue




 $  675.219
Sub total Other Revenue



 $1,631,181
Total Output 1.2




 $15,812,970
Estimated Administered Depreciation for Building and Collections Assets is $5,752,000
Outcome 2, Output 2.1 





Question: 285

Topic: Melbourne Commonwealth Games Taskforce
Hansard Page: ECITA 115

Senator Lundy asked:

Have you found what the other positions being created are for yet?

Answer: 

The increase of 23 to 34 refers to staffing attributed either directly or indirectly to Output 2.1.  The increase of nine reflects the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Taskforce measure and the other two reflect an increased allocation of indirect resources such as Finance, Property, Legal, and Human Resource functions. 
Outcome 2, Output 2.1 





Question: 286

Topic: Melbourne Commonwealth Games Taskforce
Hansard Page: ECITA 115

Senator Lundy asked:

Are you in a position, Mr Isaacs, to tell me what level these positions are being created at? That is, is there going to be a task force leader and eight APS2s? What is the structure? Have you got that worked out yet?

Answer: 

The Melbourne Commonwealth Games Taskforce (M2006 Taskforce) is located within the Sports Branch, Arts and Sport Division.  The structure of the M2006 Taskforce is:

· 1 x SES Band 1 

· 1 x Executive Level 2

· 1 x Senior Public Affairs Officer Grade 1

· 1.75 x Executive Level 1

· 8 x APS 6

· 1 x Public Affairs Officer Grade 2

· 1 x APS 5

· 1 x APS 4

The SES Band 1 officer also has responsibility for the Sport Program Section and the 

Anti-Doping Section.

Two additional APS 5 staff will join the Taskforce in August 2005.

The Taskforce will deal with non-security and communications/media issues.  Security issues will be handled by the Protective Security Coordination Centre working closely with the Taskforce.
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Question: 287

Topic: Melbourne Commonwealth Games Funding

Hansard Page: ECITA 116

Senator Lundy asked:

But how much of it is for drug testing? What was the figure? Do you have details of the rest of it? (Referring to the $3.3 million provision to the Victorian organisers of the games).

Answer: 

The Australian Government is to provide direct financial assistance of $102.9 million to the Victorian Government for the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games (M2006 Games).  Of this, $3.3 million is provided for the purchase of cost recovered services from Australian Government agencies.

The M2006 Organising Committee has indicated that it intends to contract the Australian Sports Drug Agency (ASDA) to conduct the event drug testing program for the M2006 Games.  The estimated value of the drug testing contract is $1.3 million.  Other agencies that have entered into initial discussions with the M2006 Organising Committee about the provision of services are:

· Australian Communications Authority (ACA) – broadcasting and communications services, including venue inspection, licensing, frequency assignment, interference investigation and testing

· estimated value up to $1.5 million;

· Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service (AQIS) – off-shore pre-clearance inspection of cargo, goods and athletes and on-shore inspection of cargo and goods

· estimated value $0.1 million;

· Trans-Tasman Therapeutic Products Regulatory Authority (TTTPRA) – provision of advice and import permits for therapeutic products in teams’ medical kits

· estimated value $0.1 million; and

· Department of Defence – non-security support such as venue management, flypasts and the recording of national anthems
· estimated value to be determined.
Exact costs and the full extent of service requirements will only be determined once the M2006 Organising Committee has finalised its service specifications.  Overall, it is expected that the value of Australian Government cost recovered services purchased will be at least $3.3 million. 
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Question: 288

Topic: Melbourne Commonwealth Games Funding
Hansard Page: ECITA 122

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you tell me where the remaining $18.5 million is being redirected from?

Answer: 

A range of Australian Government agencies have indicated that they will provide services on an absorbed cost basis to the M2006 Games.  For many agencies, provision of such services is a core function, for example postal services.  In other instances, agencies will provide the service to ensure the efficient staging of the Games, for example sourcing additional staff to ensure efficient passenger facilitation as visitors to the Games arrive in and depart Australia.  Some absorbed costs relate to specific initiatives agencies will undertake to leverage national benefits from the Games, for example, tourism promotion initiatives, or will be undertaken in response to a request from the M2006 Organising Committee, for example, diplomatic support.

An outline of absorbed cost services to be provided to the M2006 Games and current estimates of the cost of providing these services are below.  For most agencies, these costs are indicative only and will be revised as final service specifications are received from the M2006 Organising Committee and/or detailed planning proceeds.  

Airservices Australia

· Preparation for and provision of air traffic services and airspace management services during the Games  

· estimated cost $0.046 million

Attorney General’s Department

· Indicia Protection legal/policy advice on copyright aspects of possible legislation providing indicia protection for M2006 Commonwealth Games (subject to the Victorian Government formally requesting Australian Government legislation)
· estimated cost $0.001 million

Australian Customs Service

· Writing/editing, design, production and e-publishing of information brochures for Games visitors and other corporate communication and media activities prior to and during the Games  

· Costs associated with planning, management and sourcing and training additional staff locally and from interstate to ensure efficient passenger facilitation during the Games period

· Sourcing additional cargo terminal officers and international post screening officers to ensure efficient cargo assurance activity during the Games period

· estimated cost $1.121 million

Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service

· Surveillance of cultural event locations and hospitality venues to ensure items (for example, food and items of animal and/or plant origin) of quarantine concern, including designated quarantine waste, are appropriately disposed of (in an approved manner) or returned to their country of origin

· Planning and travel costs associated with the Games’ preparation, accommodation for relocated staff to assist throughout the Games and overtime expenses to cover expected additional workloads 

· Temporary relocation of x-ray machines to provide additional baggage x-ray capacity at Melbourne Airport and ensure efficient passenger facilitation  

· Costs associated with placing quarantine media officers in Melbourne to handle quarantine-related media issues during the Games period

· Clearance of passengers and accompanied luggage on arrival in Australia (money provided under a resource agreement with the Department of Finance and Administration related to the passenger movement charge)
· Pre-arrival campaign on Australia’s quarantine requirements
· estimated cost $0.953 million

Australian Sports and Drug Agency

· National domestic testing program targeting athletes likely to represent Australia at the M2006 Games in the two years leading up to the M2006 Games
· estimated cost $2.621 million

Australian Trade Commission

· Salary costs associated with M2006 Business Club Australia and follow up work

· estimated cost $0.250 million

Australian Tourist Commission

· International tourism promotion activities prior to and during the Games, including advertising, public relations activities, Visiting Journalist Program activities and representation at the Games Media Centre

· estimated cost $2.850 million

Department of Defence

· Provision of non-security defence services and support, for example, personnel for ceremonial support (an initial estimate only subject to final specification information from the Victorian Government).  NOTE: some of these services may be provided on a cost recovered basis

· estimated cost could be as high as $5.126 million

Department of Education, Science and Training

· Education initiative linking existing websites to Commonwealth Games education program
· Potential funding under the Industry Training Strategies Program for projects which will assist in the wider utilisation by employers of the flexibilities available under nationally endorsed Training Packages and lead to greater uptake of New Apprenticeships (level of funding depends on responses to a request for tender)
· estimated cost $0.255 million

Department of Employment and Workplace Relations

· Enhancement of the Australian Job Search Website to help jobseekers access jobs created in the lead-up to and during the M2006 Games
· estimated cost $0.190 million

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

· Diplomatic support and liaison with other Commonwealth governments in support of the M2006 Organising Committee

· A possible informal meeting of Commonwealth Trade Ministers who may be in Melbourne at Games time, aimed at advancing Australia's wider trade policy interests
· Expansion of Australia-South Pacific (ASP 2006) and Africa sports development programs and extension of ASP 2006 to 30 June 2007

· estimated cost $3.000 million

Department of Health and Ageing
· Provision of medical and pharmaceutical services to Commonwealth Games Family Members not covered by reciprocal Medicare arrangements
· estimated cost $0.045 million

Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs

· Sports partnership initiative under the Living in Harmony program with the Australian Sports Commission and peak bodies for the 16 sports in which athletes will compete at the Commonwealth Games

· Public Affairs Strategy
· Enhancement of Visiting Australia Website to provide information for Games visitors
· Decommissioning of M2006 website amendments

· estimated cost $0.287 million

Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet

· Coordination of a Royal Visit by Her Majesty The Queen that incorporates a visit to the Games 

· Possible Prime Ministerial hospitality at the Games, including a corporate box at the Melbourne Cricket Ground 

· Coordination of Guest of Government visits by Heads of State or Royalty that incorporate a visit to the Games 

· Facilitation of international arrival and departure of Royalty, Heads of State and Heads of Government making private/transit visits during the Games period (cannot be costed until number of visits known)

· estimated cost $1.750 million

Department of Transport and Regional Services

· Provision of advice and promotional material to ensure that economic and tourism benefits extend to regional Australia

· estimated cost $0.004 million

IP Australia

· Provision of assistance with the drafting of Commonwealth legislation to protect M2006 indicia, including the provision of advice on drafting instructions, draft Bills and associated documents (subject to the Victorian Government formally requesting Australian Government legislation)
· estimated cost $0.016 million.
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Question: 289

Topic:  Film Tax Offset
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

Given that the Government funded AusFILM (under the Cultural Development Program) has undertaken intense lobbying for the Film Tax Offset scheme to television and for that to include the option of bundling, why has the Government not heeded this advice in relation to bundling?  

Answer: 

The extension of the refundable film tax offset to the production of television series does not include the bundling of multiple productions to qualify under the measure.  This decision makes Australia competitive with the New Zealand scheme and ensures Australia remains attractive as a destination for offshore productions.
From an employment, training and economic perspective, the impact of a handful of large budget feature films and television series is much greater than that of several low-budget telemovies.

The extended offset is designed to encourage television series productions of a size and scope unfamiliar to our local television production industry. It is expected that these large-budget series will provide Australian personnel not only with ongoing employment but with opportunities to experience the innovative production techniques, new media and production concepts often associated with high-value productions.
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Question: 290

Topic:  Film Tax Offset
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

I am sure that the Minister is aware that AusFILM commissioned a report in 2003 by the Allen Consulting Group which estimated that bundling could attract between $60 million and $105 million in production to Australia.  Is this now seen as a lost opportunity and does the Government plan to include bundling in the scheme in the future?

Answer: 

The Government is committed to providing opportunities to the Australian film industry in relation to television productions which are of a size and scope rarely experienced in the local industry. Large-budget series productions provide the greatest level of opportunity for Australian industry personnel to experience new production techniques and innovations in an environment of comparatively ongoing employment. The extension of the offset to television series provides these significant opportunities.
The Government continues to investigate ways of stimulating the film and television industry in Australia. The Government’s election policy, A World Class Australian Film Industry, includes a commitment to implement a series of measures at a cost of $86.9m over four years to strengthen the film sector by attracting greater levels of private finance, redressing the current downturn in local production and keeping the sector competitive through script and skills development. This package was developed in consultation with the industry.
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Question: 291

Topic:  Film Tax Offset


Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

What has been AusFILM’s response to the newly announced scheme?  Could you please provide any formal response?

Answer: 

AusFILM has commended the Federal Government on extending the film tax offset to large budget television series.  

A formal statement by AusFILM was released on 11 May 2004 which applauds the Australian Government’s support for the film and television industry (attached).
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Question: 292

Topic:  Film Tax Offset
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

Is it the opinion of AusFILM that the failure to include Bundling mean that the perceived benefits of this scheme will be far less than anticipated?
Answer: 

While AusFILM certainly advocated bundling in relation to extending the offset to television series, AusFILM has also recognised that the scheme will benefit cast and crew and provide opportunities for training especially in the area of visual effects.

Outcome 2, Output 2.1 





Question: 293

Topic: Anti-Doping Research Program
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

In regards to funds AGAL has received from the Anti-Doping Research Panel (ADRP), please provide figures for what the total funding pool made available for distribution via ADRP grants has been each year from 2000-01 onwards, and what budgeted funding is for the coming financial year?

Answer:

The Sport and Recreation (Anti-Doping) program appropriation did not commence until 2001-02.

Total funding pool available to the ADRP in 2001-02 was $785,000. Total funding to AGAL was $785,000.  

The total funding pool available to the ADRP in 2002-03 was $789,366. AGAL received $418,494.

The total funding pool available to the ADRP  in 2003-04 was $885,140. AGAL received $419,940.

The program meets Australia’s annual subscription to the World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA), expected to be approximately $326,000 in 2005, with the balance of funds  directed to the ADRP. The total funding pool available to the ADRP  in 2004-05 is expected to be approximately $889,000.
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Question: 294

Topic: Anti-Doping Research Program
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

For each of these years please provide information regarding funding amounts made to organisations and for what specific projects these grants were made.

Answer:

In  2001-02 the Anti-Doping Research Panel (ADRP) funded the following projects:

Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratories (ASDTL), a division of Australian Government Analytical Laboratories (AGAL), were provided with a one off grant of $785,000 towards the cost of the following anti-doping research projects:
- Initial development of a Test for Growth Hormone;
- Recombinant EPO in urine;
- Extension of Statistical Profiling;
- Analysis of Sports Supplements;
- Carbon Isotope Ratio Mass Spectrometry(CIRMS) Inter-laboratory Study; and
- Carbon Isotope Ratio Mass Spectrometry (CIRMS) Profiling Study.
In 2002-03 the ADRP funded the following projects:

Kolling Institute of Medical Research - A grant of $149,459 was provided towards the cost of the following project:  Detection of Bio-Markers of Human Growth Hormone Administration by Surface-Enhanced Laser Desorption Time-of-Flight (SELDI-TOF) mass spectrometry.

Garvan Institute of Medical Research - A grant of $221,413 was provided towards the cost of the following project:  Defining interactions between anabolic and peptide hormones: requirement for a robust test for growth hormone doping.

Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratories (ASDTL), a division of Australian Government Analytical Laboratories (AGAL) - A grant of $153,641 was provided towards the cost of the following project:  Improved Method for the Detection of Erythropoietin Isoforms in Urine.

Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratories (ASDTL), a division of Australian Government Analytical Laboratories (AGAL) - A grant of $153,641 was provided towards the cost of the following project:  Statistical population studies to support new analytical methodologies using EPO 2000 Project urine samples.

In 2003-04 the ADRP funded the following projects:

Ongoing 2002-03 projects receiving funding in 2003-04:
Garvan Institute of Medical Research - A grant of $300,000 was provided towards the cost of the following project:  Defining interactions between anabolic and peptide hormones: requirement for a robust test for growth hormone doping.
Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratories (ASDTL), a division of Australian Government Analytical Laboratories (AGAL) - A grant of $183,400 was provided towards the cost of the following project: Improved Method for the Detection of Erythropoietin Isoforms in Urine. 
Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratories (ASDTL), a division of Australian Government Analytical Laboratories (AGAL) - A grant of $159,500 was provided towards the cost of the following project: Statistical population studies to support new analytical methodologies using EPO 2000 Project urine samples.

Kolling Institute of Medical Research - A grant of $97,600 was provided towards the cost of the following project: Detection of bio-markers of human growth hormone administration by surface-enhanced laser desorption ionisation time-of-flight (SELDI-TOF) mass spectrometry.
New projects that received funding in 2003-04 :
Anzac Research Institute – A grant of $67,600 was provided towards the cost of the following project:  Identification of Potentially Undetected Androgens Derived from Marketed Non-Androgenic Steroids: Implications for Sport.
National Analytical Reference Library (NARL), a division of Australian Government Analytical Laboratories (AGAL) - A grant of $77,040 was provided towards the cost of this project:  Development of Certified Reference Materials for the detection of doping with nandrolone.
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Question: 295

Topic: Anti-Doping Research Program
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Please provide information on how organisations make a submission for funding to the ADRP, including a copy of any submission guidelines or forms used.

Answer:

The Anti-Doping Research Panel (ADRP) administers its grants through a public tender process.  A copy of the relevant information kits is attached.

AUSTRALIAN ANTI-DOPING RESEARCH FUNDING
Guidelines for Applicants

Background

Under the Backing Australia’s Sporting Ability - A More Active Australia policy, funds have been allocated for new anti-doping research. In the 2003/04 financial year there is $200,000 available for new anti-doping research to improve the analytical capability of detecting banned substances and doping agents. The Anti-Doping Research Panel (ADRP) is currently calling for applications of up to $100,000 with a preference to fund single year projects. It is unlikely that funds will be available for projects spanning several financial years. A grant round will again be available in the 2004/05 financial year.

The ADRP will coordinate the allocation of the research funding and monitor the progress of funded projects. The ADRP comprises a 6-person panel with members from the Australian Sports Drug Agency, Australian Sports Commission/Australian Institute of Sport, Australian Government Analytical Laboratory/Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratory, as well as two non-government scientific experts. The ADRP is chaired by a representative of the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts.  

The Backing Australia’s Sporting Ability policy provides funding specifically for ‘new research to reveal those using currently undetectable drugs and masking techniques’. In considering priority areas for funding this financial year, the ADRP has taken into account the research priorities of the World Anti-Doping Agency, and is seeking funding applications of up to $100,000 for the priority areas described in selection criterion 6(a) or 6(b) below.

Selection Criteria

The following five criteria are mandatory, and must be satisfied for an application to be considered further.

1. The application must demonstrate that the proposed research project provides value for money.
2. The application must demonstrate that the research organisation:

a) has a clear knowledge and understanding of the proposed project, and the expertise and equipment to undertake it;

b) is financially viable;

c) is willing and able to comply with Commonwealth Government funding requirements (as evidenced in the draft Funding Agreement).

3. The application must demonstrate that the proposed project has been cleared through, or has been submitted for consideration by, a National Health and Medical Research Council specified ethics committee.

4. The application must demonstrate that the research funds will be fully expended in Australia (applicants may, however, collaborate with international organisations).

5. The application must identify the International Olympic Committee accredited laboratory(ies) that they will communicate or collaborate with to ensure that the new or modified detection protocols and methodologies developed by their research can be implemented by IOC accredited laboratories.
Applications that do not satisfy the above mandatory criteria will not be considered further. 

The ADRP will make determinations on the allocation of anti-doping research funding based on its assessment of the extent to which the remaining research applications address the following criteria:

6. a) The extent to which the application is consistent with, and will make a relevant and useful contribution to, the following priority anti-doping research areas:
i. factors enhancing the oxygen carrying capacity of blood;

ii. factors regulating and enhancing growth;

iii. exogenous and endogenous anabolic steroids; and

iv. Projects relating to the prohibited substances list. 

b) The ability of the application to demonstrate an understanding of research priorities in another relevant area of sport anti-doping research, and detail an innovative and relevant proposal for research in that area which the ADRP considers could lead to new and/or improved detection methodologies.

7. The ability of the applicant to demonstrate the scientific robustness of the proposed research project to the satisfaction of the ADRP and any independently appointed reviewers.

8. The ability of the applicant to demonstrate that other funds or ‘in kind’ support have been committed to the project.
Further information

9. The applicant should provide information on any other funding approvals or applications for the project specified.

10. Information should be provided on the time commitment of each individual researcher on the project. 

11. The organisation should provide confirmation that it is in agreement with the ‘National Principles of IP Management for Publicly Funded Research’, developed in May 2001 by the ARC, ATICCA, AVCC, NHMRC, DETYA, DISR and IP Australia.
Selection Process

Applicants must complete the application form and all requested attachments with reference to these Guidelines and Selection Criteria. 

The attached draft Funding Agreement is indicative of the type of Agreement that applicants will be expected to sign if they are offered funding. Any offer of funding will be subject to the applicant agreeing to comply with the terms and conditions stipulated in the Agreement. It is therefore important that you read the Agreement, and bring to our attention any provision on which you may wish to negotiate. However, it is not possible in some cases for the Australian Government to make changes to suit a recipient.

Applications must be addressed to Mr Ben Corbett, and returned to the Sport and Public Sector Support Branch of the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts, GPO Box 2154 Canberra 2601 by no later than 30 January 2004.

Applicants will be notified in writing of the outcome of the selection process.

Contact officer: Mr Ben Corbett

Tel: 02 6271 1052, Email: Ben.Corbett@dcita.gov.au
Please Post Applications to:

GPO Box 2154

CANBERRA ACT 2601

SPORT ANTI-DOPING RESEARCH FUNDING PROPOSAL

Application Form and Information Requirements

Organisational Details

	Legal name of organisation
	

	
	

	Short name or trading name
	

	Type of organisation
	( Non-profit organisation
	( Regional organisation

	
	( For profit organisation
	( Educational institution

	
	( Registered charity/charitable

    organisation
	( Aboriginal or Torres Strait 

    Islander organisation

	
	( Health institution
	( Government

	
	( Community group
	( Private individual

	
	
	

	Postal address
	

	Street name & number/PO box
	

	
	
	

	Suburb/Town
	

	
	
	

	City
	
	
	State/Territory
	
	
	Postcode
	

	
	

	Nominated contact for project/program
	

	Title
	

	
	

	First name
	

	
	
	

	Last name
	

	
	
	

	Position
	

	
	
	

	Phone
	

	
	
	

	Facsimile
	

	
	
	

	Email address
	


	Organisation Identification

Australian Business Number (ABN) or Australian Company Number (ACN):

	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	

	Is the organisation

	GST registered?
	Yes
	
	No
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Incorporated?
	Yes
	
	No
	

	
	
	

	If yes, please provide the incorporation number and year of incorporation

	Incorporation number
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	

	Date of incorporation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Purpose/objective/mission statement of organisation (5 lines max)


Information Requirements

The following information must be provided with this application.

	1. Details of any ethical considerations for the project.

· Include a copy of National Health and Medical Research Council approved ethical committee application form, informed consent form, and documentation of the ethical approval process.



	2. A detailed budget for the project. This should include: 

· a detailed cost item breakdown;

· details of where the funds will be spent; and

· details of any other capital or in-kind support secured for the project.



	3. Consultation and/or collaboration arrangements.

· Identify the International Olympic Committee accredited laboratory(ies) that you will communicate or collaborate with to ensure that the new or modified detection protocols and methodologies developed by your research can be implemented by IOC accredited laboratories.



	4. Project summary, suitable for publication (maximum 1000 words).



	5. Project description.

· This should focus on the expected outcome of the project and the selection criteria (max 5 pages).



	6. Project timetable, including proposed milestones.



	7. Project management plan, including reporting and evaluation plans.



	8. Other enclosures.

a. Curriculum vitae of principal investigator with 10 relevant, recent publications

b. Curriculum vitae of main collaborating investigators with 5 relevant, recent publications

c. List of literature relevant to the project (max 10 publications)




DECLARATION:  I declare that, to the best of my knowledge, the information provided in this application is true and complete, and that I have read, understood, and agree to comply with the Guidelines for Applicants.

Signature of CEO or equivalent office holder: 

Date: 
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Question: 296

Topic: Anti-Doping Research Program
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Are there restrictions on the types of organisations who can apply for funding?
Answer:

There are no restrictions on the types of organisations who can apply for funding. 

Organisations must comply with the criteria specified in the Guidelines for Applicants attached under Question 295. 
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Question: 297

Topic: Anti-Doping Research Program
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Do all research projects funded by ADRP grants have to be completed in Australia by Australian research organisations or are overseas organisations, or Australian organisations based overseas able to apply for funding?
Answer:

All applications must demonstrate that the research funds will be fully expended in Australia.  
Outcome 2, Output 2.1 





Question: 298

Topic: Anti-Doping Research Program
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Of the research projects funded by the ADRP, please provide details of results/outcomes this research has turned out so far, and provide details of publications in which these research results have appeared.
Answer:

2001-02 projects
By its very nature, it takes many years for the results of anti-doping research to materialise.  Moreover, research for developing new detection methods is incremental in that the findings from one research project will be the building block for subsequent research projects.  

The key outcomes from projects undertaken in 2001-02 included:

· Preliminary research into the development of a test for human growth hormone. This has provided a base for current research into this issue;

· The adaptation of the testing method for EPO to detect similar substances eg Aranesp.  This work led to a testing method that was successfully used at the 2002 Salt Lake City Winter Olympic Games;

· The development of a database for EPO testing, and as a result identifying that serum EPO could not be correlated with urinary levels; and 

· The enhancement of mass spectrometry technology in drug detection.  

A list of publications that can be allocated to specific projects is listed below.
	Paper 
	Project(s)

	J. Grinyer, B. Herbert, N. Packer, C. Howe, G.J. Trout and R. Kazlauskas, Initial Development of an Imobilised pH Gradient Gel for the EPO Urine Test in Recent Advances in Doping Analysis (10), Proceedings of the Manfred Donike Workshop, 20th Cologne Workshop on Dope Analysis. W. Shanzer et al (ed), 2002, pp249-252.

	Recombinant EPO in urine 



	K.C. Keung, C. Howe, L.Y. Gui, G. Trout, J.D. Veldhuis, K.K. Ho, Physiological and pharmacological regulation of 20-kDA growth hormone, Am. J. Physiol. Endocrinol. Metab., 2002, 283, E836-43.

	Initial development of a test for growth hormone



	A.T. Cawley, R. Kazlauskas, G.J. Trout, J.H. Rogerson and A.V. George, Isotopic fraction of endogenous anabolic androgenic steroids and its relationship to doping control in sports, J. Chromatog. Science, submitted for publication (scheduled for publication in early 2005). 
	Carbon isotope ratio mass spectrometry profiling study

and 

Statistical population studies to support new analytical methodologies using EPO 2000 Project urine samples. Also related to 2002-03 and 2003-04 ADRP funded projects

	A. Cawley, J. Rogerson, K. Rahman, G.J. Trout and R. Kazlauskas, Preliminary Results on the Carbon Isotope Ratios of Ketonic Steroids in Urine Samples Collected from Different Countries, in Recent Advances in Doping Analysis (11), Proceedings of the Manfred Donike Workshop, 21st Cologne Workshop on Dope Analysis. W. Shanzer et al (ed), 2003, pp183-193.


	Carbon isotope ratio mass spectrometry profiling study




2002-03 projects:
These projects are on-going. One publication listed above also relates to the project “Statistical population studies to support new analytical methodologies using EPO 2000 Project urine samples”. 
2003-04 projects:
These projects are on-going. There are no published results to date. 
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Question: 299
Topic: Anti-Doping Research Program
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you please provide a complete list of current ADRP panel members, including the organisation they represent and their capacity within that organisation? 

Answer:

The current Anti-Doping Research Panel (ADRP) members are:

· Mr Kevin Isaacs, General Manager, Sport Branch, DCITA

· Mr John Mendoza, Chief Executive Officer, ASDA

· Professor Peter Fricker, Assistant Director (Technical Direction), AIS 

· Dr Terry Spencer, Australian Government Analyst, AGAL
· Professor Ken Fitch (independent expert) – practising sports physician and Adjunct Professor in the Department of Human Movement, University of Western Australia
· Professor David Handelsman (independent expert) – Professor of Reproductive Endocrinology and Andrology, University of Sydney
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Question: 311

Topic: Sport and Anti-Doping, DCITA
Hansard Page: ECITA 16/17

Senator Lundy asked:

So can you tell me what the grassroots sports fund is? (Sen Kemp responds: I think that the Prime Minister probably had in mind the important programs we have in place to encourage grassroots sport. He may have used a term which is not commonly used, but I will take it on notice).

Answer: 

There is no program specifically called the grassroots sports fund.  The Prime Minister was referring to general funding of grassroots sport.
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Question: 314

Topic: Funding for Sports
Hansard Page: ECITA 18

Senator Lundy asked:

Can I place a question on notice also to the department? If there is a slush fund out there through which these promises are actually honoured perhaps it was not through the Australian Sports Commission, so I ask the department to also peruse them.

Answer: 

DCITA has no grant program for sports clubs.

The only sport grant programs administered by DCITA are grants provided to national recreation safety organisations under the Water and Alpine Safety program and grants for anti-doping research under the Sport and Recreation (anti-doping) program.
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Question: 317

Topic: Elphin Sports Precinct
Hansard Page: ECITA 20/22

Senator Lundy asked:

Minister, can you fill us in on the current situation with the request for the Elphin Sports Precinct, seeing that we are talking about requests for funding? (Sen Kemp responds on page 22: I shall see where this particular proposal is at and either provide you with information or direct you to the people who can provide you with the information).

Answer: 

The Government had received a proposal for funding to contribute to the development of the Elphin Sports Precinct.  However, since that time issues have arisen locally and the proposal was withdrawn.  
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