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Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 1

Topic: Worker’s Compensation
Hansard Page: ECITA 5

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you tell me how many staff have taken leave for psychological injuries where there has been no worker’s compensation claim submitted?

Mr Pendleton—I would have to take that question on notice. 

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you also take on notice what the estimated cost has been of those staff absences?
Mr Pendleton—Yes.

Answer: 

The ABC is unable to provide an answer to the question. The ABC’s SAP HR system does not record the specific reason for sick leave absences; it only records whether the absence is with or without a medical certificate and whether the absence is paid or unpaid. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 2

Topic: Worker’s Compensation

Hansard Page: ECITA 5  

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Where are the six psychological injury claims located?

Mr Pendleton—The actual location? I would have to take that on notice.

Answer: 

At the hearing Senator Campbell asked about the number of claims that had been accepted by Comcare so far in 2005-06, and the answer that was given was six claims.

This answer was based on information provided by Comcare (as at 19 October 2005), which  identified only claims lodged in 2005-06, some of which related to previous Experience Years (EY) that were either accepted or were yet to be determined. It did not include those rejected. The Senator's question related to claims accepted by Comcare this experience year. The correct answer is 3 claims have been accepted (as at 19 October 05): 1 in Vic for injury in 05/06 year, 1 in SA for 04/05 EY and 1 in NSW for 04/05 EY (with 3 yet to be determined: 2 in NSW for 05/06 EY and 1 in WA for 04/05 EY). 

The Senator also asked if the claims had been lodged in this financial year to which Mr Pendleton answered yes. Mr Pendleton meant Experience Year, being 1 March 2005 to 28 February 2006 not the Financial Year.

Since that information was provided, another two claims for psychological injury (as yet undetermined) have been lodged that relate to the period prior to the hearing. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 3

Topic: Worker’s Compensation 

Hansard Page: ECITA 6  

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—In response to my question No. 34, you recommended against the acceptance of liability in one of the six cases. Was that the case involving the bullying?

Mr Pendleton—I would have to take that on notice.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Does no-one here have that information?

Mr Pendleton—We do not know and will have to take it on notice.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—So you are not able to tell me offhand which of the six cases you recommended against acceptance of liability?

Mr Pendleton—I do not have that information with me.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Would you take that on notice and provide us with an answer as soon as you can.
Answer: 
Yes, the ABC recommended against the acceptance of liability in one case and the case involved allegations of bullying behaviour. Comcare rejected the claim twice, on initial consideration and then by re-affirming its decision following a request for re-consideration.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 4

Topic: Staff Training Workshops

Hansard Page: ECITA 6-7

Senator Campbell asked:

 
Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL-...........Mr Pendleton, how many staff at the ABC in Western Australia have now undertaken the workshops you refer to in answer to question No. 22?

Mr Pendleton-I am not certain on the WA number. I know that across the ABC about 50 per cent of our staff have completed the training so far.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL-Have all the ABC management in Western Australia undertaken the mandatory training?

Mr Pendleton-I would have to take that on notice.

 

Mr Pendleton-Yes. Senator, I have just received the numbers in relation to the WA training: 194 staff have been trained-

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL-Out of how many staff?

Mr Pendleton-270.

 

Answer: 

Mr Pendleton provided the following answer on Hansard Page ECITA 7. 

Mr Pendleton-Yes. Senator, I have just received the numbers in relation to the WA training: 194 staff have been trained-

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL-Out of how many staff?

Mr Pendleton-270.

The answer provided at the time of the hearing did not specify the number of WA managers who have completed the training. All managers including supervisors, a total of 45, have completed the “Creating a Better Place to Work” training, with the exception of one manager who has recently returned from maternity leave. That manager will be trained early next year. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 5

Topic: Staff Training 
Hansard Page: ECITA 7

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator CAMPBELL- In your answer to question No. 26, you stated that 43, 58 and 19 health and safety representatives and management representatives were trained in 2002-03, 2003-04 and 2004-05. How come only 19 health and safety representatives and management representatives trained in 2004-05, yet you spent $50,000 more than you had budgeted for?

Mr Pendleton - I would have to take the question on notice and find out what the program was for the year. 

Senator CAMPBELL- Are there any members of the occupational health and safety committees that operate within the ABC who remain untrained?

Mr Pendleton – I would have to take that on notice.

Answer: 

Health and Safety Representative (HSR) training is conducted on an as needs basis.  

As at the date of the hearing, ten staff members who had recently joined OHS Committees (and two deputy HSRs who do not sit on the committees) had not completed HSR training. These staff were/are scheduled to undertake the training over November and December 2005. 

The number of HSRs trained in 2002-03 and 2003-04 was higher than in 2004-2005, because the ABC reviewed its Designated Work Groups and HSRs in New South Wales and Victoria, which resulted in new HSRs being elected. There was also a turnover of the membership of state-based OHS Committees. The numbers requiring HSR training have therefore dropped in 2004-05, as most HSRs staff have been through the training program. 

OHS expenditure does not exclusively consist of HSR training. However, HSR training expenditure did increase in 2004-2005 relative to previous years as a result of the ABC developing its own HSR Training course for Comcare accreditation so that reliance on external training providers is reduced.  

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 6

Topic: Internal Audit of Training
Hansard Page: ECITA 7/8  

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Is the ABC currently conducting an internal audit of the delivery of training?

Mr Pendleton—I am not sure where the internal auditors are; I would have to take that on notice. They may well be.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—You are not aware of whether there has been an internal audit conducted of the training section?

Mr Pendleton—I am not 100 per cent certain. I think there was a review on their plan for the year, but whether they have completed it I would have to take on notice.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Is there anybody here with you that is aware of what is happening inthe training section?

Mr Pendleton—I do not think so. Can I take that on notice?

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—If you take it on notice, if there was an audit conducted, can you provide us with the key findings and recommendations of that audit?

Mr Pendleton—Sorry, Senator. I think there was one conducted last year.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—That is probably the one I am talking about. Can you provide us with the key findings and the recommendations of that audit?

Mr Pendleton—I would have to take that on notice.
Answer: 

A review of the ABC Learning Department was completed in June 2005 and tabled at the Audit and Risk Committee meeting on 28 July 2005. This report is a Board report and therefore not able to be released. 

However the report’s findings related to the communication of learning and financial information between departments, and the recommendations can be summarised into four areas:

· Establish consistent definition of training – ABC Learning’s definition of “Structured Learning” is not clearly understood and/or accepted across all divisions. This results in inconsistencies in reporting and/or recording training amongst divisions. 

· Improve recording of training information – recording of training information in Learning’s Training Database, SAP and the quarterly FMR is not consistent. 
· Optimise communication of training information - increase interaction, communication and sharing of training related financial information as this is not regular enough. 
· Increase Review and monitoring - review and monitoring of Divisional performance against the ABC target to spend 2% of base salaries on training is not performed regularly.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 7

Topic: Internal Audit of Training
Hansard Page: ECITA 8  

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Was this matter referred to the full board?

Mr Pendleton—I am not aware that it was.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—So it was only done by the normal process through the subcommittee of the board.

Mr Pendleton—Yes. The subcommittee does update the board on its deliberations.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—I understand that, but there is a difference if it is done as a matter of course through the subcommittee or whether the subcommittee is concerned enough to refer the issue for consideration by the full board—and you say that did not happen.

Mr Pendleton—I am not aware.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you take that on notice and confirm it, or otherwise, for us? Are you aware of whether or not the subcommittee that considered the report made any of its own recommendations in respect of training?

Mr Pendleton—I would need to take that on notice.

Answer: 

The report was considered by the Audit and Risk Committee of the Board and not the full Board.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 8

Topic: Internal Audit of Training
Hansard Page: ECITA 8

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Did the subcommittee determine that a further external inquiry had to be undertaken into the delivery of training at the ABC?

Mr Pendleton—The ABC is in the process of undertaking a review of its learning initiatives and strategies throughout the organisation…………………..

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Have you put out terms of reference?

Mr Pendleton—The terms of reference have been drawn for that review……… .

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you make available to the committee the terms of reference for the inquiry?

Mr Pendleton—Yes.

Answer: 

The Terms of Reference for the review are as follows:

1.
Examine and benchmark against good practice in industry and against other comparable organisations the following aspects of the learning and development function:

· Service delivery model 

· Strategies

· Learning and development programs

· Program outcomes

· Evaluation, Monitoring and reporting processes

· Activity indicators

2. On the basis of these findings, make recommendations on improvements to the learning and development service.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 9

Topic: Staff training Unit 
Hansard Page: ECITA 9    

Senator George Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—How many positions are held by the training unit?

Mr Pendleton—I think there are about 19 or 20 positions in training.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Are all these positions filled at the moment?

Mr Pendleton—I would have to take that on notice.

[…………………..]

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you also take on notice how many of those positions are filled by temporary occupants?

Mr Pendleton—Yes.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Where will you draw the temporary occupants from?

Mr Pendleton—I would have to take that on notice.

Answer: 

The ABC Learning department has 17.8 full time equivalent (FTE) positions. 

One part-time position is not filled. However, it has been advertised and will be filled. 

There are four employees engaged on a temporary basis (in ‘specified task’ or fixed term employment) in ABC Learning. Two have been engaged for six months and two for 11 months. All have been engaged to backfill for Learning staff who are either themselves backfilling in other Learning roles or who are on maternity leave or on a special assignment.

Temporary vacancies within the Learning department have been and will continue to be filled in accordance with the ABC’s advertising and selection protocols. Temporary vacancies are generally advertised internally and/or externally within the training industry or in the general market.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 10

Topic: Placement of Staff Trainer 
Hansard Page: ECITA 10     

Senator George Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Isn’t one of your trainers working in Production Resources?

Mr Palmer—Not that I can recall, no.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you take that on notice and check it out.

Mr Palmer—I will.

Answer:

An ABC Learning Consultant worked 7 shifts in Production Resources from 10 October to 8 November 2005. On those shifts, the employee received training as a Switcher in TV transmission. 

The employee has a long career in production as well as in training. The employee requested the opportunity for training as a Switcher in TV transmission in Production Resources to maintain and gain some new production and technical skills. That training was approved.

Once trained as a Switcher in TV transmission, the employee may do ‘relief shifts’ in Production Resources. The training and work in Production Resources is unconnected to the employee’s work in ABC Learning.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 11

Topic: Internal Audit of Training
Hansard Page: ECITA 10  

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—How did the review that was undertaken of the performance of the unit match up against the corporate plan?

Mr Pendleton—The internal audit review?

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Yes.

Mr Pendleton—I would have to take that on notice.

Answer: 

As part of the review, an assessment was conducted against the Human Resources Business Plan, which links to the Corporate Plan. The assessment found that the ABC Learning Department had not met all of the relevant targets in the Business Plan. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 12

Topic: Placement of Staff Trainer 
Hansard Page: ECITA 10     

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—My advice is that this particular individual is working in Production Resources but not as a trainer.

Mr Palmer—They are not necessarily trainers. They facilitate training and they advise on training plans.

[……………………………….]

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—The advice I have been given is that at least in one instance that is not the case.

Mr Palmer—That could be the case. I am not familiar with it. I cannot recall those circumstances at this point in time.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you take it on notice and check it out for me.
Answer:

Refer to response to Question 9.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 13

Topic: Staff Training
Hansard Page: ECITA 11  

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Is it true that there was a group of senior managers from all the output divisions who met to consider the most effective means of delivering training and skills development, and that the head of training was excluded from their initial meetings?

Mr Pendleton—I am not aware of the meeting.

Mr Palmer—I am not aware.

[……………………]

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you take the question on notice and provide advice on that?

Mr Pendleton—Yes.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—If the meetings did take place and if the head of training was excluded, what were the reasons for excluding the head of training from the meetings?

Mr Pendleton—We will look into it.
Answer: 

A group of senior managers from the output divisions of the ABC have met informally several times in Sydney to discuss issues of mutual interest to the divisions including training and skills development initiatives. The Head of ABC Learning was invited to the third meeting of the group, which was specifically held on a date when she would be in Sydney.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 14

Topic: Training of Radio Presenters/Producers

Hansard Page: ECITA 11/12 
Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Ms Howard, did you commission Valerie Geller of Geller Media International to provide training to ABC local radio announcers?

Ms Howard—She provides training to presenters across all of radio. She has done that for the last five years.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Is that an ongoing contract?

Ms Howard—No, it is a year-by-year contract depending on whether there are enough new presenters coming through for her to train. It is not ongoing.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—How much does that exercise cost the ABC?

Ms Howard—Over the last five years I think it has cost us about six per cent of our training budget—or thereabouts. We can give you the figure for each calendar year if you wish.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you give us that in dollar terms?

Ms Howard—Yes, we can do that.

[……………………….]

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Can you provide me with what she was been paid for training over the past five-year period?

Ms Howard—Certainly. What we pay her also contains travel and accommodation costs.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Yes, I understand that. You might separate the travel and accommodation costs out from what she is directly paid to perform the training.

Ms Howard—If we are able to, we will.

Answer: 

For each of the past five calendar years, ABC Radio has paid Ms Valerie Geller:




Total


Fares/Accommodation

2000 $   81,893


$ 14,555

2001 $   79,320


$   4,624

2002 $ 119,823


$   1,868

2003 $            0



0

2004 $ 138,172


$   5,449

2005

$   90,545 * 


$ 19,512

* payments in process
The total paid to Ms Geller represents approximately 6.9 per cent of ABC Radio’s total training budget (2 per cent of its operational salaries budget) for the period since 1999/2000. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 15

Topic: Review of Bullying Policy
Hansard Page: ECITA 15 

Senator George Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Was this review put out to tender?

Mr Pendleton—We are taking quotes in relation to it.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Have you set out a set of criteria?

Mr Pendleton—Yes.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Is that available? Can you make that public?

Mr Pendleton—I can get that for you.

Answer: 

In August 2005, the ABC invited two organisations to submit proposals to undertake an independent review on the ABC's existing anti-bullying policy, processes and procedures. 

 

The firms’ proposals were compared and assessed against their proposed methodology, the degree to which the terms of reference for the review were addressed, experience in reviewing policies and processes against ‘best practice’ benchmarks and legislative requirements, experience in assessing factors that may lead to allegations of bullying behaviour, expertise and success as a provider of training on the topic, the mix of professional skills offered by the people that would conduct the review. 

 

In October 2005, the ABC commissioned IHR Australia to conduct the review.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 16

Topic: Workplace issues in the Tasmanian Office

Hansard Page: ECITA 18

Senator Campbell asked:

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—I understand that the inquiry is still afoot. What constitutes the allegation that Mr Cox made those allegations public outside the ABC?

Mr Palmer—I do not have those details.

Senator GEORGE CAMPBELL—Who made that allegation against Mr Cox?

Mr Palmer—I would have to go to the details; I do not have them with me today.

Answer: 

The ABC has no issue with Mr Cox raising matters with Senator Campbell or any other Senator. The ABC has no intention of pursuing any action against Mr Cox for copying his letter to his manager of 16 May 2005 to Senator Campbell. Mr Cox has been advised of this.

The letter of 25 August 2005 from Head of Local Radio, Mr Michael Mason, to Mr Cox was primarily concerned with Mr Cox’s behaviour towards his work colleagues and managers.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 17

Topic:  ABC Style Guidelines
Hansard Page: ECITA 28

Senator Santoro asked:

Senator SANTORO—I want to clarify the scope of the rule about ‘our’. In the November 2003 written answer to question No. 189, the ABC stated:

It is long accepted style that the ABC’s News and Current Affairs programs do not use “our” in any of these instances. Is that still the rule, Mr Cameron or Mr Green?

Mr John Cameron—Yes, it is.

Senator SANTORO—Would those instances include any of the following, and I ask you to listen carefully to this list: our Vietnam involvement; our sailors in Vietnam; our Anzacs; our diggers; our Australian Federal Police helping in London; our forensic police in Bali after the bombings; our secret intelligence services; and our defence and intelligence services? Would it be correct that you do not use ‘our’ in any of these instances?

Mr John Cameron—I would prefer not…………….

Senator SANTORO—Can you explain why your journalists used all those expressions and let me know

what, if any, action was taken?

Mr John Cameron—I would have to look at the people who were responsible for these style guide breaches and then get back to you……………………..

Senator SANTORO—Would you undertake to answer each one of them specifically and perhaps address the issue of context, which your chairman and now Mr Green seem to raise as perhaps being a lapse on my part when I consider the use of the word ‘our’ and that maybe if I considered it in context I might not be complaining?

Answer:

On the face of it the examples quoted represent breaches of the Style Guide.

The current Style Guide says:

 
Our: As in ‘our cities’, ‘our troops’, ‘our swimmers’, ‘our weather’, ‘our dollar’, etc. The ABC does not own cities, troops, a swimming team, or the weather - and it’s certainly not ‘our dollar’ that changes in value. 

The News Director’s various notes to staff about this issue, going back many years and including the March 2003 note before the start of the Iraq war, are aimed at clarity of language in News and Current Affairs programs.

The ABC has previously noted in correspondence with the Senator that there are occasional lapses in adherence to the Style Guide or Editorial Policies. It would be unrealistic for anyone to expect that they will not happen, when one considers that program-makers are making minute-by-minute decisions, often in rapidly changing situations where there are numerous competing sources, and they are often making decisions while they are broadcasting live to air. 

When such lapses occur, the ABC’s internal guidelines are followed. Occasional lapses are noted and followed up, and repeated transgressions will result in more serious action against staff. This internal management of staff when there are lapses, is appropriate and, importantly, a matter for the ABC. This is a crucial element of the ABC’s independence, as enshrined in the ABC Act. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 18

Topic:  ABC Style Guidelines
Hansard Page: ECITA 30

Senator Santoro asked:

Senator SANTORO—I would be grateful if you could inform the committee whether you spoke to Mr Dempster during October or September and whether it was before the 21st, when that further additional and, I am told, fairly blatant breach of the ‘our’ rule occurred on the New South Wales Stateline program.

Mr John Cameron—I will have a look at that.

Answer:

The ABC has found two uses of the word ‘our’ by Quentin Dempster on that program on October 21. These were:

1. “A look at the Gallipoli campaign now from both sides. At Scone, in the Hunter last night, locals turned out for the Australian premiere of a Turkish-produced documentary about our most famous military venture.”

2. “Now, our regular look at some of the people and events making news beyond the big smoke. Tracy Bowden has the précis.”

The first example represents a breach of the Style Guide, the second clearly does not. Mr Dempster was not spoken to about this specific incident but management has discussed the use of the word “our” with him in recent weeks.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 19

Topic: Use of ‘our’ Policy (1)
Hansard Page: ECITA 30

Senator Santoro asked:

Senator SANTORO—I will be coming back to that later, but in terms of the ‘our’ policy he [Walter Hamilton] produced a program about ‘our servicemen in Japan during the post-war occupation’. In the synopsis of that program broadcast on Foreign Correspondent on 20 September there is the following comment: ‘our servicemen’. You would expect a senior person like Mr Hamilton to be across the rule book, would you not?

Mr John Cameron—Yes, I would.

Senator SANTORO—Why have ABC journalists then breached the ‘our’ rule almost 500 times since March 2003, and what action have you personally taken in terms of those 500 breaches, bearing in mind that I want to stress that those breaches have been picked up in that small number of programs which I outlined before?

Mr John Cameron—If and when I hear them I generally contact either the person involved or the program producers et cetera. To that extent, I take that much action. I point out that, in the scale of offences against the style guide, the use of the word ‘our’, as in ‘our dollar’ occasionally and that sort of thing, is in such common parlance that it cannot be ruled out altogether from our day-to-day operation. It is a word that I would prefer was not used most of the time but, as I say, there is an exception to every rule and there are occasions when it may be appropriate. I would have to have a look at the instances you are talking about to see whether they go over the top in the offence of usage category.

Answer: 

See answer to Question 50.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 20

Topic: WA Stateline

Hansard Page: ECITA 31

Senator Santoro asked: 

Senator SANTORO—………..I go back to the answer to Senate estimates question No. 189 of November 2003. The ABC also quoted a memo from 1960—we go back and try to learn from history—issued to journalists by the Controller of ABC News Services, Mr W.S. Hamilton, who I gather is the father of the Walter Hamilton I quoted earlier. Mr Hamilton’s memo said that not just ‘our’ should be banned but also the word ‘we’. Would this question from the ABC’s Stateline Western Australia presenter, Rebecca Carmody, on 9 September to Mr Norman Moore— and I know that this will interest Senator Eggleston—be an example of that: ‘Do we need to get rid of the federal Liberal government’? I repeat: ‘Do we need to get rid of the federal Liberal government?’ I also have that on file and I am happy to supply it to you. Assuming that I am quoting in context and I am quoting accurately, how would you interpret that question, Mr Cameron? Who is the ‘we’ here?

Mr John Cameron—To be frank I do not like the sound of the question and I have not heard that example before. I would have to have a look at it again to see that it was actually said and in that context.

[…………….]

Senator SANTORO—Mr Cameron, I am going to provide you with the transcript of that particular interview, and I would appreciate it if you could provide me with some very specific answers, including any disciplinary action that you might have taken or that somebody within the executive hierarchy might have taken or intends to take, given that it has now been brought to your attention.

Answer: 

This was an interview with long-term Liberal Upper House MP, Norman Moore, and was about the emerging differences between the Liberals at State level and the party in Canberra. (The transcript is attached)

Norman Moore was expressing his views about what he described as a decline in the commitment to federalism. He commented that “Wherever you look, the Commonwealth is now dictating the direction of State Government policies around Australia.” He spoke candidly about the idea of Western Australia and other States seceding from the Commonwealth, if a suitable solution could not be found. In this context, he was asked whether he would like to see his Federal colleagues out of the picture altogether. 

No disciplinary action was taken against Rebecca Carmody.

TRANSCRIPT:

REBECCA CARMODY: For months the Premier has been telling anyone who will listen that the federal Government has become drunk with power. He says that the bender began in earnest when John Howard won a fourth term and sought to take over areas that traditionally have been the States’ responsibility, such as coastal planning, port regulations, health funding and industrial relations. But Dr Gallop is not the only one feeling uneasy about Canberra’s march over the states - some Liberal MPs are expressing concern as well. One of those is veteran state MP Norman Moore, a former Court Government minister who has been in the upper House for 28 years.

Norman Moore, welcome to Stateline.

NORMAN MOORE: Rebecca.

REBECCA CARMODY: There has been a concerted push by the Commonwealth to dictate to the States in a number of policy areas. How worried are you about this trend?

NORMAN MOORE: I’m very concerned indeed. I’m particularly concerned as there is a Liberal Government in Canberra that is intruding very aggressively into States’ responsibilities right around Australia. You see it in a whole range of areas: health, education, industrial relations ports, roads, environment almost every area of serious political policy-making, where the federal Government is intruding into States' responsibilities in way that I find very disturbing.

REBECCA CARMODY: So you believe that they have well and truly overstepped the mark.

NORMAN MOORE: Absolutely. What really concerns me is that it’s a Liberal Government that is doing it which professes to be a federalist Government, and, yet they are acting in a way which is very similar to previous Labor Governments. I would say that Howard’s is probably the most centralist Government since Whitlam’s.

REBECCA CARMODY: Has it become worse since the federal election since it won a fourth term?

NORMAN MOORE: I think so, particularly with their current decision to go ahead with the industrial relations reform and some of the almost blackmail approaches of Minister Nelson in respect of TAFE and the schools. But it’s been coming since the Howard Government was elected in the first place. It’s a reflection of the political position of the Prime Minister and his senior ministers who see themselves as being nationalists, if you like, as opposed to being federalists. I guess with all the Governments of the States being Labor, they see it as a great opportunity to get their fingers into the operations that rightly belong to the States.

REBECCA CARMODY: So, you’re saying that you agree with the Premier that they have become drunk with power.

NORMAN MOORE: I would not say they are drunk with power, but they are certainly using the power they have, and are using every mechanism available to them as a federal Government mechanisms that have been used by federal Governments in the past. The most notorious in recent history, from my point of view, has been Whitlam’s, but there have been Commonwealth moves to intrude into the States’ responsibilities ever since the Federation was formed in 1901.

REBECCA CARMODY: Would you say it’s a bit of arrogance, then? 

NORMAN MOORE: No, no. I guess it’s a determination by the Prime Minister and his Government to forge an Australian nation based on their ideals. If the States get in their way, they have to be pushed out of the way.

REBECCA CARMODY: What are the implications for Western Australia then if this trend continues?

NORMAN MOORE: The implications are that the State Governments will become quite irrelevant as the decisions they make now are largely determined by the federal Government. Most of the federal money coming to the States comes with strings attached: for example, federal money in relation to TAFE now has an industrial relations string attached to it; federal money for hospitals now has commonwealth strings attached. Wherever you look, the Commonwealth is now dictating the direction of State Government policies around Australia. That is not a good thing in my view because it will create a unitary state, which is what I have always opposed.

REBECCA CARMODY: So, why do we need those State Governments, though?

NORMAN MOORE: There is an old saying that power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely. The whole notion of federalism is that you have a division of power. Power does not reside in one place. The notion that all political power in Australia resides in Canberra with one unitary government is not good for the future of Australia, and the spreading and division of power is fundamental if we want to avoid the excesses of total power.

REBECCA CARMODY: What is the solution then? Do we need to get rid of the federal Liberal Government?

NORMAN MOORE: That is not the solution. In fact, it only leads to the next problem because a federal Labor Government of the future is just as centralist as, or more so than, what John Howard is portraying at the present time. The fundamental problem in Australia is that both major political parties at the federal level have strong centralist tendencies. The only way it can be resolved is for at least one of the major parties - hopefully the Liberal Party from my point of view - reverses its policy on this, and, in fact, goes back to its roots, which is to have a federalist party and a party that supports federalism in Australia. If we can’t have that, then Western Australia, with the other States, should get out of the Commonwealth. It’s the only way to look after their own interests.

REBECCA CARMODY: Are Western Australians being let down by the Liberal senators? The Premier says that they are because they’ve been relatively silent on this issue.

NORMAN MOORE: Senators from both parties over the years have tended to look after the interests of their parties as opposed to the interests of their States. I’ve got to say that there are senators in the Senate at the moment who are practicing things that they did not preach when they were seeking to get into the Senate in the first place.

REBECCA CARMODY: Do you care to name any of those people?

NORMAN MOORE: No, not particularly, but they know who they are - and most senators from Western Australia represent their political party as opposed to their State.

REBECCA CARMODY: What more should they be doing? What would you like to see the Liberal senators doing then?

NORMAN MOORE: Any member of Parliament from the Liberal Party at least should be supporting a federalist system in Australia. They should be arguing in the forums of their party for a federalist future for Australia, not a centralist future that is being foisted upon us.

REBECCA CARMODY: As this issue has cropped up, I’ve heard politicians of both persuasions talking about secession. Would Western Australia be better off just to simply break apart?

NORMAN MOORE: Absolutely. I have no doubt that Western Australia would be one of the most successful countries in the world if it was a separate country.

REBECCA CARMODY: Is this something we should be seriously contemplating?

NORMAN MOORE: Yes, we should be talking about it. We should be talking about it very thoroughly and in a very mature way. Let’s look at what the consequences are for Western Australia if it was a separate country. We have enormous resources. We’ve got a tremendous potential future as separate country if we were to secede. To achieve that would be very difficult indeed because you actually require a constitutional amendment, I understand, which would probably not be supported by the other States because they get 30 per cent of their revenue from Western Australia.

REBECCA CARMODY: You don’t think it is likely to happen, but it is a fallback position for Western Australia.

NORMAN MOORE: There was always a unilateral declaration of independence which has been used in other parts of world. I suspect it wouldn’t happen in Western Australia. I think that Western Australians need to start talking about a future as a seceded separate nation. At the end of the day, under a centralist system in Canberra, Western Australia will always be the biggest loser. We are a long way away - out of sight, out of mind. Federal politicians simply rely on Western Australia to produce a huge amount of wealth, but, beyond that, they would not know much about what goes on here at all.

REBECCA CARMODY: Norman Moore, thank you for joining me.

NORMAN MOORE: Thank you.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 21

Topic: Remembrance Day 

Hansard Page: ECITA 33

Senator Santoro asked: 

Senator SANTORO—Given that Remembrance Day is very close, will you be able to give me an undertaking that you will urgently look into this matter and ensure that the national broadcaster does not again dishonour those Australian servicemen and women who gave their lives fighting for their country through some politically correct moral equivalence that says Remembrance Day is on par with World AIDS Day, as the directive seems to suggest the ABC condones?

Mr John Cameron—I do not agree that it suggests that. There is certainly no intention to dishonour anyone. But you having raised it here, I will discuss it again as a matter of importance.

Senator SANTORO—Will you investigate that as a matter of urgency and get back to the committee in reasonable time before Remembrance Day?

Mr John Cameron—Yes, bearing in mind, as I said, there is no written policy or mandate on this issue. I will certainly undertake to discuss it again.

Answer: 

There is no News and Current Affairs policy that prevents presenters wearing poppies on Remembrance Day. It is left to individual presenters to decide if they want to do so. The same applies to wearing rosemary on Anzac Day.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 22

Topic: ABC Style Guide 

Hansard Page: ECITA 33

Senator Santoro asked: 

Senator SANTORO—Mr Cameron, I want to return to the ABC style guide and to your memo, particularly in relation to editoralisation and emotive language. I want to ask about the rule on using the expressions, ‘forced to defend himself’ and ‘more than’ at protest rallies. The words are ‘forced to defend himself’ and ‘more than’ at protest rallies. In March 2003, I gather you wrote in a memo, ‘Do not use anything that could be construed as emotional language or editorialising—people or politicians being forced to defend their positions, for example’. Do you recall that?
Mr John Cameron—I will take your word for it. I cannot recall having written it.
Senator SANTORO—Thanks, Mr Cameron. What have we had since that memo? Let me just give you a couple of examples: Kerry O’Brien on the 7.30 Report on 15 September 2003:
But, for Australia, Iraq is the war John Howard is still forced to defend in the Parliament.
That is a bit old you would probably say and maybe Mr O’Brien has learnt. Let us just go to a more recent example, in The World Today on 29 April 2004: The Prime Minister, John Howard, has been forced to defend his integrity ...
We go to one that is a little bit more recent, Elizabeth Jackson on Saturday AM on 30 July this year: ... the Federal Government has been forced to again defend the way it runs Australia’s detention centres. I think, Mr Cameron, you would agree with me that we have enough examples, although I do have many more. Can you explain why the rule that was laid down was breached in those three instances and on many other occasions that I could draw to your attention to? Again, could we have an answer that is respectful of this committee and not those earlier offerings like, ‘The ABC believes each of these circumstances were appropriate,’ or ‘They are occasional lapses.’
Mr John Cameron—They may well be defensible in the context of the story, but I will have a look at them. I undertake to do so.
Answer:
Phrases like ‘forced to defend’ are not banned. They can be used in a correct and appropriate manner. However, the reason such phrases are mentioned in style memos is that they can pose potential risks. News and Current Affairs management tries to ensure that journalists understand the meaning of these phrases, and the ways in which they can put the ABC at risk of straying into editorialising if used inappropriately.

The examples quoted by the Senator are justified by the circumstances. The Kerry O'Brien example (http://www.abc.net.au/7.30/content/2003/s946446.htm) relates to a day when the Prime Minister dealt with a number of repeated questions in Parliament, and then a censure motion. It was all prompted by revelations in the UK which resurrected the Iraq policy as an issue. Under those circumstances, it is an accurate and acceptable use of the phrase.

The World Today example (http://www.abc.net.au/worldtoday/content/2004/s1097412.htm) is equally apt. In this case, the story was about the public slanging match between John Laws and Alan Jones. John Laws had accused Alan Jones of suggesting that he could get the Prime Minister to withdraw support for David Flint. The story pointed out that the Prime Minister had been forced to publicly reject the suggestion that he could be told what to do by Alan Jones. The Prime Minister was forced by the circumstances to do something he would not otherwise have done - i.e. go on radio and deny he could be manipulated.

The ABC believes the third example, involving Elizabeth Jackson on AM , was also reasonable in light of a succession of controversial cases involving the treatment of immigration detainees and the sustained pressure placed on the Minister over a lengthy period of time to defend the immigration detention system.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 23

Topic: ABC Style Guidelines

Hansard Page: ECITA 34

Senator Santoro asked: 

Senator SANTORO—……In a similar vein, you have a rule about covering protest rallies and demonstrations on page 38 of the style guide relating to news staff. If I may quote for the benefit of the committee and others listening: Don’t say at least 1,000 turned up, or more than 1,000, or only 1,000, it may sound like we are impressed or otherwise with the numbers. It is best to say about and let others do the boasting or sneering if necessary. That is in your suggestions to them?
Mr John Cameron—Yes.
Senator SANTORO—Here is the ABC breaking that rule, boasting about the numbers and creating the impression they are impressed with opposition to the war in Iraq. Cindy Sheehan, whose son ... was killed in Iraq ... with more than 100 anti-war protestors travelling to Texas to join her. That was Eleanor Hall on The World Today on 18 August this year. That is a breach of that rule; would you agree with me?
Mr John Cameron—Again, in context there, it may or may not be. If there were 150 people there, then ‘more than’ is not necessarily subjective; it is probably factual.
Senator SANTORO—[……………………]
Let us go to another one: Hamish Robertson, on Saturday AM back on 8 March 2003, was talking about a small group of so-called human shields—my qualification, not his, by the way—in Baghdad. He said there were ‘more than 100 people’ in that group. Let us go to ABC Newsline, 5 March 2003: ‘More than 500 students have rallied through Brisbane to protest against war with Iraq’ and ‘More than 200 men have taken their clothes off for peace at Byron Bay’ on 24 February 2003. On 3 February 2000: ‘More than 3,000 people took part in the rally,’ which was, of course, an anti-Iraq war rally. Again, Mr Cameron, I have more examples. Could you explain to us why reporters did this, or do you want to go and have a look at the context?
Mr John Cameron—Let me have a look at the context again.
Answer:
The use of the ‘more than’ requires an analysis of whether the reporter had good reason to believe it really was more than the number mentioned (rather than ‘about’ the number mentioned), in which case he or she is being accurate and informative, or whether the numbers were inflated to make the event seem more important. In the absence of evidence to the contrary, News and Current Affairs assumes that the former is the case.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 24

Topic:  ABC Style Guidelines 
Hansard Page: ECITA 35/36

Senator Santoro asked:

Senator SANTORO—……At the last estimates I asked why this rule was breached in respect of David Hicks and immigration detainees. Mr Balding wrote back and said, ‘The ABC rejected the claim that there have been many repeated breaches.’ Since then, could you explain why, on 28 July, reporter Karen Barlow on The World Today referred to an immigration detainee as Nazanin three times; and presenter Tanya Nolan once?

Mr John Cameron—I will look at that one.

Senator SANTORO—Tanya Nolan on AM on 26 August this year referred to Baxter detainees by their first names 10 times. Why on 15 July 2005 did reporter David Mark on the Radio National version of AM refer to Cornelia Rau as Cornelia? Why did Alison Caldwell on The World Today on 12 September refer to deported American activist Scott Parkin as Scott? Why did Karen Barlow on The World Today on the same program refer to an immigration detainee by their first name twice? Why did Lateline refer to immigration detainee Saada Masolwa as just Saada three times and a friend, Abang Othow, as Abang once? Why did Barry Cassidy on Insiders on 10 July 2005 refer to the Labor leader, Kim Beazley, as Kim but the head of the Cornelia Rau inquiry as Palmer? Why did Maxine McKew on 3 June 2005 refer to Cornelia Rau as Cornelia and Christine Rau, her sister, as Chris?  These are fairly recent examples. I have raised this issue at two or three previous estimates hearings. I have asked Mr Balding to consult with you to see why those breaches are happening. I am not quoting 2003 examples as I have quoted, I think validly, in relation to some of the other breaches. We are talking about June, July and September. On Thursday, 26 May 2005, Paula Kruger on The World Today had immigration detainee, Mohammed Ali Mahmoud, become simply Mohammed. On Friday, 27 May 2005, and again on The World Today, in a story about the union campaign against workplace reforms we get ‘Sam, a Qantas engineer’. Incidentally, why does The World Today come up so many times? Is the executive producer familiar with the guidelines? Does he read your memos? Can you assure this committee that he actually reads your memos?

Mr John Cameron—Yes, I can in that case.

Senator SANTORO—Then why is he breaching your mandatory rules?

Mr John Cameron—I would have to have a look at one or two cases you quoted there, and no doubt I will. Sam, the engineer’ might be a scripting ploy, which is acceptable and quite proper. If you are speaking generically about someone, there are cases where people request confidentiality, where—

Senator SANTORO—We are talking about people like David Hicks and Cornelia Rau. We are talking about people whose names are very much in the public domain. They have not requested anonymity, I am sure. 

Mr John Cameron—‘Mr Hicks’s son, David’, in a sentence of that context might be acceptable, simply to avoid repetition.

Senator SANTORO—You will undoubtedly look at the context.

Mr John Cameron—I will look at the context of them.

Senator SANTORO—On Stateline Western Australia on 10 December 2004, Rebecca Carmody was interviewing an ALP candidate, Jaye Radisich, and a Liberal Party candidate, Dean Solly. The Liberal candidate was addressed as ‘Dean Solly’ but the ALP candidate was addressed simply as ‘Jaye’. Do you think that that level of familiarity is acceptable during an election campaign? One party gets one treatment, another party gets a different treatment.

Mr John Cameron—On the face of it, it does not seem acceptable, but I will have a look at the context again.

Answer:

The ABC Style Guide contains principles and standards that guide the work of News and Current Affairs staff, and also states that  “reporters and producers are expected to use common sense in applying these standards, and to refer up to their editorial line managers for guidance if in doubt”.

The Style Guide sets out preferred practice. This does not mean that every instance where first names are used is inappropriate or an example of bias or patronising behaviour.

For instance, first names may be used for reasons of confidentiality – where for some reason the person being interviewed or discussed has requested that their identities not be revealed and the ABC has agreed to such requests. This is the case in a number of the incidents cited in this question, including the references to Nazanin by Tanya Nolan and Karen Barlow; the Karen Barlow report referring to “Apollonia” and “George” on The World Today; and the reference to “Sam”, the Qantas engineer on The World Today. Where first names are used for reasons of confidentiality, the ABC would prefer this to be disclosed.

Tanya Nolan’s report referring to the Baxter Detention Centre says clearly “The detainee, who will be referred to as Paul, alleges he was assaulted by guards when he tried to defend another detainee known as John.” It is clear from the context that the detainees had requested anonymity and the ABC believes the use of the first names is acceptable. 

The ABC does not have a transcript of the David Mark report on Radio National AM as that program is not transcribed.

ABC News and Current Affairs would prefer that Alison Caldwell had not referred to Scott Parkin as “Scott” or that the report on Lateline referred to the subjects of the story by their first names, or that Paula Kruger referred to a detainee simply as “Mohammed”. With regard to the example of Rebecca Carmody on Stateline on 10 December 2004, the ABC would prefer that first names were not used in this context.


The ABC has no record of Barrie Cassidy referring to Kim Beazley as “Kim” or Mick Palmer as “Palmer” although the second reference would not be unacceptable in such a program.

ABC would prefer that Maxine McKew referred to Christine Rau by her full name or as Ms Rau, but the reference to Cornelia is understandable in the context and for clarity, just as referring to David Hicks by his first name in interviews with his father is understandable in the context. In the first instance the interviewer is dealing with two “Ms Raus” and in the second, two “Mr Hicks”. 

When first names are used, the normal practice of ABC news management is to follow up the issue and determine whether there are underlying problems.

If there has been a lapse in adherence to the Style Guide, individual staff members may be spoken to on a one-on-one basis about their scripts or interviews, or program producers may be reminded to look out for such lapses. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 25

Topic: Comments by Jon Faine on ABC Radio 774

Hansard Page: ECITA 37 
Senator Santoro asked:

Senator SANTORO—Staying with how the ABC shows sympathy for certain people or causes, Mr Green, in respect of the Bakhtiari case, can you check with Mr Jon Faine on radio 774 in Melbourne and find out if he said the following, which is quoted in press reports of this month: Many of us here at the ABC also felt great sympathy towards the Bakhtiaris ... and to one extent or another it probably leaks through to the way we cover a story. Would you check that out?

Mr Green—I will take that on notice.

Senator SANTORO—Would you also provide the committee with your opinion about that sort of statement and whether you think that is fair, balanced, unbiased and the sort of statement that you would want someone like Mr Jon Faine to be saying?

Mr Green—Certainly.

Answer: 

774 ABC Melbourne Mornings presenter Jon Faine has no recollection of saying, "Many of us here at the ABC also felt great sympathy towards the Bakhtiaris ... and to one extent or another it probably leaks through to the way we cover a story."  ABC Radio would be happy to investigate this further if details of the reported statement were provided. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 26

Topic: The World Today – John Highfield 

Hansard Page: ECITA 37

Senator Santoro asked: 

Senator SANTORO- Mr Cameron, did John Highfield say the following on The World Today on 19 July 2002:... one can only imagine the confusion and anguish that Mr Bakhtiyari must be feeling at the moment given the revelations about things happening this morning. Doesn’t that demonstrate Mr Faine’s point about ABC sympathy for the Bakhtiaris?
Mr John Cameron—I will have to have a look at that. It was four years ago.

Answer:
Yes, the presenter did say the words quoted. 

The ABC acknowledges that Mr Highfield’s comments were sympathetic towards Mr Bakhtiyari. However, the ABC does not agree that this is indicative of any systemic bias within the Corporation.

Mr Highfield is no longer an employee of the ABC.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 27

Topic: Conflict of Interest of Radio Announcer 

Hansard Page: ECITA 38 
Senator Santoro asked:

(1) Senator SANTORO—Did Matthew Abraham of ABC 5AN, who frequently attacked Senator Vanstone over the Bakhtiari affair, have his children at the same school as the Bakhtiaris and was he involved in the campaign supporting them and campaigning for them?

Mr Green—I would have to take that on notice.

Senator SANTORO—If he did, do you think that is a conflict of interest?

Mr Green—I am not fit to make a comment until I look at the example.

Senator SANTORO—But if he did, would that have been a conflict of interest, assuming that he was involved in that campaign?

Mr Green—I cannot assume anything until we look at the case.

Senator SANTORO—Would you undertake to give a very specific answer to those questions? Was he involved in the campaign supporting them and the campaigning for them and yet still attacking the minister of the day in relation to that issue?

Mr Green—Most certainly.

Senator SANTORO—Thank you.

(2) Senator SANTORO—….. Just returning to Jon Faine and an interview with a Jemaah Islamiah supporter and apologist on 5 October this year, why did Faine refer to Mr Osama bin Laden and what was it about the conduct of interview that led the JI supporter to say to Mr Faine ‘Thanks for your support’?

Mr Green—I am not aware of that interview. I do not know if the director of radio is. We would have to take that on notice.

Senator SANTORO—Would you have a look at that and get back to us on that one.

Mr Green—Most certainly.

Answer: 

(1) The ABC considers it inappropriate to disclose where the children of radio presenters attend school. 891 ABC Adelaide Mornings presenter Matthew Abraham has had no involvement in supporting or campaigning for the Bakhtiaris. Along with other media outlets, the program has pursued immigration issues and the performance of the Minister and Department of Immigration in the public interest. As events surrounding the Bakhtiaris largely took place in Adelaide and at the Baxter Detention Centre in South Australia, it was appropriate that the ABC’s Adelaide station cover such events.

(2)  The on-air exchange quoted in the question is incomplete. On 5 October, Jon Faine interviewed Fauzan Al Anshari, spokesman for Majelis Mujahidin Indonesia, founded and directed by Abu Bakar Bashir. The interview was translated by Hidayat Djajamihardja from Radio Australia. During the interview Mr Faine questioned Fauzan Al Anshari's beliefs and values, as well as his interpretation of facts. As is usual practice, at the conclusion of the interview, Mr Faine thanked his guest for talking to him. Fauzan Al Anshari, as translated, said, "Thank you for your support."  Mr Faine responded, "You don't have my support."

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 28

Topic: Comments on AM broadcast 11 July

Hansard Page: ECITA 39

Senator Santoro asked:

Senator SANTORO —… I want to direct a couple of last questions in relation to the connection between Iraq and Bali. Could I ask about the report by Rafael Epstein on AM on 11 July this year, when he said: ‘And Britain like Australia after the Bali attacks is asking whether its role in Iraq is a reason it was attacked’? So the ABC’s self-described agenda set in current affairs had Australia being punished in Bali for an invasion of Iraq that had not even happened. Mr Cameron, that is the proposition I am putting to you. Who on the AM team checked Epstein’s script? Who would be the sort of person who would actually check that script?

Mr John Cameron—The executive producer of the program is responsible for program content. I think we are having a look at that one at the moment.

Senator SANTORO—Would you let us know how the associate producer or perhaps, as you put it, the executive producer and the network editor all missed this glaring error?

Mr John Cameron—Yes. It was clearly a mistake and I will let you know.

Answer:

The Senator is correct; however, the error was picked up after transmission and the transcript has been amended with an Editor’s Note acknowledging the change was made because of an error in reference to the timing of the Bali bombing. The reporter was spoken to and the ABC apologised for the error. The error was made under deadline pressure by a reporter who had been working almost constantly since the first London bombing four days earlier. The completed piece would have been checked by the Executive Producer or Associate Producer, but obviously the error was not picked up. 
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 29

Topic: ABC Asia Pacific Audience
Hansard Page: ECITA 42

Senator Nash asked:

Senator NASH—According to your report, I believe that the current ABC Asia-Pacific service has an estimated monthly audience of 765,000 viewers, which indeed is a lot. Which nations are those 765,000 people in?

Mr Green—The way in which the service has developed has been quite encouraging. If you can just bear with me, I will give you the precise countries.

Senator NASH—Certainly.

Mr Green—We are rebroadcasting in 41 countries on 158 different platforms—this is the service at present—reaching more than 10.2 million homes, with an average of 938,000 viewers a month, 98 per cent of whom are local residents.

Senator NASH—If you could get that list of those specific nations to me, that would be good.

Mr Green—Most certainly; I would be happy to do that.

Answer: 

Attached is a list of the countries covered by ABC Asia Pacific's satellite coverage for which ABC Asia Pacific holds program rights. The satellite coverage also extends to countries outside this list, but these other countries are considered ‘spill-over’.

Audience research is based on 40 of the 41 listed countries. Although ABC Asia Pacific is receivable in China, there is no sanction to downlink and retransmit in China. China is therefore also considered ‘spill-over’ and not counted in the audience survey.

The latest audience survey put ABC Asia Pacific at 939,400 viewers per month.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 30

Topic: Funding for ABC Drama

Hansard Page: ECITA 44

Senator Ronaldson asked:

Senator RONALDSON-I will ask you a question. What are your funding levels from 2000 through to 2004 for drama production?  Do you have those figures?

Mr Green – Not in front of me.
Senator Ronaldson – Does someone else have them?
Mr Pendleton – They are not here. We can take that on notice.
……..

Senator RONALDSON- ... You have $33 million. I want to hear from you whether the ABC is still committed to Australian drama production.

Mr Green-Yes, we are. We have a number of projects about to take place, in terms of the forthcoming months. If you would like to hear about those, I would be happy to ask my colleague Michael Ward to outline them.

Senator RONALDSON-We are pressed for time so, if you are happy to send those details to me, I would be very grateful. 

Answer: 

ABC Television spending per calendar year for adult drama production from 2000 through to 2004 was as follows:

2000 :
$22.77 million 

2001 :
$18.59 million 

2002 : 
$  8.64 million


2003 : 
$14.45 million 

2004 : 
$  5.44 million

In the first three months of the 2005-06 financial year, ABC Television has broadcast 10 hours of first-release Australian drama (compared to 3 hours in the whole of 2004-05).

In addition, the ABC has commissioned the following new drama and comedy programs with the independent sector:

·
mini-series The Silence;

·
mini-series Answered By Fire,;

·
telemovie Stepfather of the Bride; and

·
telemovie Da Kath and Kim Code (broadcast 27 November 2005).
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 31

Topic: Funding for ABC Drama

Hansard Page: ECITA 44

Senator Ronaldson asked:

Senator RONALDSON- I do not want to hear from the chief financial officer about this. You have $33 million. I want to hear from you whether the ABC is still committed to Australian drama production.

Mr Green-Yes, we are. We have a number of projects about to take place, in terms of the forthcoming months. If you would like to hear about those, I would be happy to ask my colleague Michael Ward to outline them.

Senator RONALDSON-We are pressed for time so, if you are happy to send those details to me, I would be very grateful. 

Answer: 

See answer to Question 30.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3





Question: 32

Topic: Goldfields Community Radio

Hansard Page: ECITA 46 

Senator Ronaldson asked:

Senator RONALDSON—When will the roll-out start after the tender process is closed?

Mr Pendleton—At this stage the plan is that we would see two services roll out a month. I think there are currently 21 identified services at this stage…….

CHAIR- Can the committee have on notice a list of those roll-outs – a schedule of the towns and locations of the roll-out?

Mr Pendleton—Yes. There is certainly a list of sites that have been considered by ACMA.

Senator RONALDSON—I am speaking on behalf of the Strengthening Goldfields Community Radio, who have been waiting for some time. There was a bit of an issue, I gather, in Victoria, with not enough frequencies. They have been waiting for some time for this to be done. Is there someone who can tell me whether frequency allocated in Yarra Glen is likely to impact on someone in Maryborough? Does anyone know?

Mr Green—…. No. We do not have an answer.

Senator RONALDSON—Could you get me one please?

Mr Pendleton—Yes.

Answer: 

The question raised by Senator Ronaldson is more a matter for the Australia Communications Media Authority (ACMA), the Federal Government body responsible for radio frequency allocation. 

Based on a newspaper article published by the Maryborough District Advertiser dated 12 August 2005, and subsequent inquires to ACMA, it is understood that Central Community Radio applied for a temporary community broadcast licence (TCBL) on FM 99.1MHz . The ACMA response was that FM 99.1MHz has the potential to interfere with an established 3VYV Yarra Valley community broadcaster. ACMA further stated that until the frequencies for ABC's NewsRadio extension were allocated, particularly in spectrum congested markets like regional Victoria, it would not be allocating any test licences to any community groups.

It is further understood that ACMA has recently outsourced the planning of frequencies for the ABC’s NewsRadio extension to a Perth based consultancy company Gibson and Quai. This company is allowed up to 12 months to plan for the frequencies.
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