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Question: 279

Topic: Distribution Standards Board
Hansard Page: ECITA 22

Senator Conroy asked:

What is the enforcement mechanism for the Distribution Standards Board?  

Answer: 

The Distribution Standards Board (DSB) is the self-regulatory arm of the Australian Catalogue Association, whose members print and distribute around 90% of all unaddressed advertising catalogues. DSB members abide by a strict Code of Practice to maintain standards of privacy, litter control, performance, co-operation with local authorities and compliance with relevant Environment Protection Agency guidelines.
The DSB has advised that when a company signs the industry Code of Practice it agrees to penalise any ‘walkers’ who disregard the Code. Walkers can be dismissed if they continue to disregard the Code after two warnings. If a signatory company to the Code disregards the Code, then its membership of the DSB could be cancelled. 
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Question: 280

Topic: HiBIS 
Hansard Page: ECITA 105-106

Senator Conroy asked:

Does the department have any information on the average amount of time that it takes a provider to obtain accreditation under the program and how long it took Telstra to obtain accreditation. You can take that on notice.

Answer: 

Telstra was registered as a HiBIS provider 31 days after the Department received its application.

At the end of May 2005, the average time for other HiBIS providers was 70 days from receipt of application, ranging from 15 to 162 days. The time taken to become a registered HiBIS provider relates directly to the quality and timeliness of information provided by applicants, both initially and in response to subsequent requests.
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Question: 281

Topic: HiBIS Demand Register - Maps
Hansard Page: ECITA 114 

Senator Lundy asked:

With respect to the demand register on the department’s web site, my reading of the map shows that it is currently updated to January this year, 21 January 2005.

So with respect to the map, shouldn’t you be updating it more than every five months?

Answer: 

Prior to 21 January 2005, the accumulated demand map was updated regularly on the Department’s website (fortnightly or monthly). During that time, a pattern emerged indicating that while numbers of registrants continued to increase, they appeared to be increasing in the same general areas each month, with no significant shift observed regarding locations where demand was reported. It was decided that updates of this map would benefit from a new methodology to make information on the map more accurate. The 21 January 2005 map was retained on the site to provide an indication of demand for HiBIS services, however during this period, at the time of the Budget Estimates Hearings on 24 May 2005, a replacement map, using the new methodology (current to 13 May 2005) was published. This map was published on the website, but was password protected until cleared for publication, which occurred in late May. 
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Question: 282

Topic: HiBIS 
Hansard Page: ECITA 117 and 130

Senator Lundy asked:

In the answer to question 141, which you have kindly provided the upgraded percentages on as a proportion between the different technologies, were you able to break down those percentages into dollar figures.

If you could break them down into the higher subsidy and the lower subsidy within each of the categories, that would be good.

Answer: 

As at 1 July 2005, the amount claimed for in dollars by technology and incentive level is as follows:

	Technology Platform
	Incentive Name
	Claims by Incentive Type (GST exc.)
	Total claims by platform (GST exc.)

	Cable
	Standard
	$607,068
	$607,068

	ADSL
	Standard
	$26,124,714
	$26,124,714

	Wireless
	Standard
	$2,378,435
	 

	Wireless
	High cost
	$6,571,719
	 

	Wireless
	Standard pre-existing
	$15,552
	 

	Wireless
	High cost - pre-existing
	$9,900
	 

	 
	Total wireless
	 
	$8,975,606

	One-way satellite
	Standard
	$3,714,480
	 

	One-way satellite
	High cost
	$133,650
	 

	One-way satellite
	Standard pre-existing
	$10,368
	 

	 
	Total one-way satellite
	 
	$3,858,498

	Two-way satellite
	Standard
	$173,527
	 

	Two-way satellite
	High cost
	$24,124,365
	 

	Two-way satellite
	High cost - pre-existing
	$122,472
	 

	 
	Total two-way satellite
	 
	$24,420,364

	 
	 
	 
	$63,986,250
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Question: 283

Topic: Outback Digital Network (ODN)
Hansard Page: ECITA 124

Senator Lundy asked:

So can you tell me which communities thought they were going to get that service and now are not?

Answer:

Communities listed in material provided by Outback Digital Network to support its application for funding were Peppiminarti, Mount Liebig, Haast Bluff, Papunya and Alpurrurulan.
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