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Question: 271

Topic: Caffeine
Hansard Page: ECITA 45

Senator Lundy asked:

Prior to that point and since [prior to May and since May] has the AIS provided any athletes with NoDoz tablets or similar caffeine supplements on request – that is, as part [of] their individual program – through sports science, medicine or squad programs?
Answer: 

a) Prior to May 2005, the AIS conducted four research projects involving the provision of caffeine to athletes:

1. AIS rowers were provided with caffeine to research performance in rowing ergometer time trials. The use of caffeine was in accordance with the AIS Sports Supplement Program.

2. AIS archers were provided with caffeine to research the effect on concentration, fine motor skills and endurance. This project was approved by the AIS Ethics Committee.

3. AIS swimmers were provided with caffeine to research the effects of supplementation on swimming performance. This project was approved by the AIS Ethics Committee.

4. AIS tennis players participated in a trial to research strategies to eliminate performance decrements induced through physiological factors. This project was approved by the AIS Ethics Committee.

b)
Thirty-five athletes have received caffeine through the AIS Supplement Program from May 2005 through until November 2005 in line with the AIS’s policy. The AIS’s policy states that caffeine is only provided to athletes in accordance with the following guidelines:

a.
only to athletes in sports that are compliant with the WADA Anti Doping Code;

b.
under strict medical supervision and with monitoring;

c
only to athletes who have requested the use of caffeine with the approval of the coach and relevant scientist; and

d.
where caffeine has been demonstrated to be beneficial to training or competition performance.

Under the current AIS policy on caffeine, the AIS does not advocate the use of concentrated forms of caffeine to enhance sport performance. The AIS does not undertake research into caffeine, it does not stock concentrated forms of caffeine and it does not dispense concentrated forms of caffeine. If an AIS athlete chooses to use such forms of caffeine, this can only be done under medical supervision.
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Question: 272

Topic: Caffeine
Hansard Page: ECITA 45

Senator Lundy asked:

Could you also provide the committee with the dates when the ethics committee discussed the tests on athletes and approved the tests on athletes, details of the nature of those tests and also the subsequent date of the ethics committee’s change in the policy?

Answer: 

The Ethics Committee discussed and approved the research projects involving caffeine on the following dates: 

20/01/04 - 
Effects of caffeine supplementation on swimming performance;

20/04/04 - 
Arousal Control in Archery;

19/10/04 - 
Effects of bicarbonate and caffeine supplementation on 200m swim performance; and

20/01/04 
(pilot study) and 20/08/04 (main study) - The aetiology of tennis performance deficiencies.

Details of these approved tests are below.

Effects of caffeine supplementation on swimming performance

· This two-stage study was to investigate the benefits (eg. race performance) and side-effects (eg. reducing the quality and quantity of sleep on the evening after a race) of consuming low levels of caffeine, one hour before a swimming race. 

· The ultimate goal of this research was to help athletes to make a more informed decision about their use of caffeine, and to find the lowest effective dose of caffeine that may assist performance in a specific sport. 
· The initial study involved routine performance testing of swimmers, and doses of caffeine that are within normal dietary intakes and in most cases, less than the self-chosen supplementation practices observed in competition scenarios. 
· The research was primarily undertaken at the Australian Institute of Sport, recruiting AIS swimming squad members and with the co-operation of AIS swim coaches. 
· However, opportunities for participation were also to be extended to swimmers and sports scientists working with state-based networks, to enable larger subject numbers to be recruited for statistical power, and to ensure that the studies are undertaken with transparency. 
· Athletes were provided with caffeine in capsule form to allow “blinding” of the presentation of an active and placebo treatments. 
· Study 1 was completed in March 2005. Study 2 was not undertaken following the decision to cease all caffeine-related research.
Arousal Control in archery

· The aim of this study was to assess the effect of two different doses of caffeine on concentration, fine motor skills and endurance – all of which are important components of performance in the 72 arrow Olympic qualifying round for archery, conducted over a three hour time period.
· The project monitored score, heart rate and blood pressure.
· One athlete performed from a force platform, which provided feedback about core stability, wore a thoracic monitor to identify respiratory muscle during draw-back and release and had their bow fitted with a laser-guided SCAT machine to provide feedback regarding aiming accuracy.
· The athletes also completed competitive state anxiety questionnaires prior to commencement of shooting and at the midpoint, designed to rate their level of anxiety over the testing period. 
Effects of bicarbonate and caffeine supplementation on 200m swim performance
· This project was completed in February 2005.

· The project was funded by the AIS but conducted by the Victorian Institute of Sport.

· The study involved swimmers ingesting a capsule containing either 0.3g per kg body mass of powdered bicarbonate, or 6mg per kg of body mass of powdered caffeine, a combination of bicarbonate and caffeine in the same doses, or a placebo. 

· No significant difference in 200m time trial performance was evident for any of the treatments; however, 200m time trial performances were marginally enhanced following ingestion of the capsule containing both bicarbonate and caffeine.

The aetiology of tennis performance deficiencies

· The primary purpose of this study was to devise and implement strategies to eliminate performance decrements induced through the physiological strain often encountered by players during tournament tennis. 

· Participants (a combination of AIS, VIS and local academy athletes) completed four three-hour simulated tennis matches against a ball machine, during which they were exposed to one control and three experimental interventions. 

· The interventions were employed in an attempt to minimise or counteract the influence that observed physiological strain such as heat stress, dehydration, and low blood glucose, can have on performance. 
· The intervention strategies were:

1.  a cooling trial whereby participants wore an ice filled cooling jacket during the rest period between each ‘set’;

2.  a hydration/carbohydrate supplementation trial whereby the participants consumed an energy drink (Gatorade – commercially available) between each ‘set’; and 

3.  a caffeine trial whereby the participants consumed a caffeine beverage containing 2-3 mg/kg of NoDoz between each ‘set’.
· Data collection for this project was completed in March 2005. No results have been published.

The Ethics Committee has not changed its policy. Following a decision to cease all caffeine research, no projects have been presented to the committee for review or approval and therefore the committee has not been involved in any subsequent decisions in regard to caffeine research.
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Question: 273

Topic: Withdrawal of Recognition of National Sporting Organisations
Hansard Page: ECITA 48

Senator Lundy asked:

Can I ask the Australian Sports Commission: are there any sporting organisations that have had this recognition or registration – I am not sure if it is a registration – with you as the NSO and have had that recognition or registration withdrawn or revoked? And can you provide examples of where that has occurred, particularly recent examples?
Answer: 

Please refer to answers to questions 274-278. 

Outcome 2, Output 2.1
Question: 274-278

Topic: National Sporting Organisations
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

1)
How many sporting organisations previously recognised as National Sporting Organisations have had their recognition revoked in the last 12 months? Please name them with the date recognition was revoked.

2)
What were the reasons for revoking recognition of these sporting organisations?

3)
What arrangements have been made for these sporting organisations that have lost their recognition? Is it a guillotine or are there bridging arrangements for funding?

4)
What if the sporting organisations that have lost their NSO status had commitments for international sporting fixtures or contracts for coaches and officials?

5)
How does this contraction of the number of national sporting organisations sit with the ASC mandate of enriching the lives of all Australians through participation in sport?
Answer: 

1) The national sporting organisation (NSO) recognition assessment process undertaken during 2004 sought to provide enhanced clarity and consistency in the way in which the ASC dealt with national sporting organisations. In doing this, the NSOs were advised of the revised criteria, information was sought from NSOs to conduct the reviews and further contact made if necessary.

Following the review process and during the last twelve months, the Australian Sports Commission has withdrawn its recognition of 21 NSOs. A list of these NSOs, along with the date on which recognition was revoked is provided below.

	National Sporting Organisation
	Date ASC recognition was revoked

	Martial Arts Industry Association Limited
	24 Feb 2005

	Australian Axeman’s Association
	8 June 2005

	Australian Ballooning Federation Inc
	8 June 2005

	Australian Biathlon Federation Inc.
	8 June 2005

	Australian Billiards and Snooker Council *
	8 June 2005

	Australian National Bobsleigh Association Inc.
	8 June 2005

	Australian Curling Federation
	8 June 2005

	Darts Federation of Australia Inc.
	8 June 2005

	Australian Eight ball Federation Inc.
	8 June 2005

	Recfish Australia
	8 June 2005

	Professional Golfers’ Association of Australia Ltd
	8 June 2005

	Australian Handball Council
	8 June 2005

	Korfball Australia
	8 June 2005

	Australian Marching Australia
	8 June 2005

	Australian Polo Council
	8 June 2005

	Powerlifting Australia *
	8 June 2005

	Royal Federation of Aero Clubs of Australia
	8 June 2005

	Australian Sport Aviation Confederation Inc.
	8 June 2005

	Australian Tug of War Association
	8 June 2005

	Australian Women’s Vigoro Association
	8 June 2005

	Australian Wave Ski Association
	8 June 2005


* Following the decision to revoke the ASC’s recognition of these bodies, the Australian Billiards and Snooker Council and Powerlifting Australia made representation to the ASC and provided additional information and evidence to support their submission. The recognition status of these two organisations was reinstated in mid July 2005.

2) The recognition status of 15 of the organisations was withdrawn because the NSO did not submit an application and/or documentation supporting their recognition submission. These organisations were:

i.
Australian Axeman’s Association

ii.
Australian Ballooning Federation Inc.

iii.
Australian National Bobsleigh Association Inc.

iv.
Darts Federation of Australia

v.
Australian Eight Ball Federation Inc.

vi.
Australian Handball Council (not Olympic handball)

vii.
Korfball Australia

viii.
Australian Marching Association

ix.
Recfish Australia

x.
Australian Polo Council

xi.
Royal Federation of Aero Clubs of Australia

xii.
Australian Sport Aviation Confederation Inc.

xiii.
Australian Tug of War Association

xiv.
Australian Women’s Vigoro Association

xv. Australian Wave Ski Association.

Recognition submissions have subsequently been received or discussions in relation to recognition have been conducted with Australian National Bobsleigh Association, Darts Federation of Australia and Australian Eight Ball Federation. 

Six NSOs provided recognition submissions, but did not meet the recognition eligibility criteria. These NSOs were: 

i.
Australian Biathlon Federation Inc.

ii.
Australian Billiards and Snooker Council 

iii.
Australian Curling Federation

iv.
Professional Golfers’ Association of Australia Ltd.

v.
Martial Arts Industry of Australia

vi.
Powerlifting Australia.

Australian Billiards and Snooker Council and Powerlifting Australia subsequently made representation to the ASC and provided additional information and evidence to support their submission. The recognition status of these two organisations was reinstated in mid July 2005.

3) Of the 21 NSOs which had their recognition status withdrawn, only two organisations, the Professional Golfers’ Association of Australia Ltd. (PGA) and Powerlifting Australia, were funded in 2004-05. Powerlifting Australia has subsequently had its recognition re-instated.

Funding had been provided to PGA to support its elite coach development initiatives. The mechanism to enable continued support of these initiatives is being considered as part of the plan for the new national golf association, Golf Australia. In the meantime, PGA continues to access services through the ASC’s Coaching and Officiating Unit.

4) The ASC’s funding assessment included a review of those NSOs where a reduction in funding proposed would have resulted in staffing or other related implications. The ASC is not aware of any specific commitments for international sporting fixtures or contracts for coaches and officials that were impacted by these decisions. 

5) The NSO recognition assessment process undertaken during 2004 sought to provide enhanced clarity and consistency in the way in which the ASC dealt with national sporting organisations. 

The new criteria and process provided an opportunity for all NSOs to be reviewed against revised criteria. These criteria encompass many of the previous criteria as well as a number of new requirements which represent the ASC’s expectations concerning appropriate policies and operations of NSOs. These include a commitment to the ASC’s governance principles and the development of appropriate member protection policies and anti doping policies.

Under the new arrangements, recognised NSOs will receive increased service compared to that previously available, with support coordinated by the ASC’s Business Support Centre. The new arrangements also encourage unrecognised sports to meet minimum governance and management standards mentioned previously and without which, improved participation opportunities cannot follow.
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Question: 279-280

Topic: Participation
Hansard Page: Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

1)
Is the Australian Sports Commission aware of the longitudinal study on Australian Women's Health released by Minister Abbott in September 2005 which showed that weight levels in adult women have increased over the decade?

2)
When Mr Abbott released the study in September he also put out a "Fact Sheet" on what the Government is doing to prevent women becoming overweight. The "Fact Sheet" listed no programs to promote physical activity for overweight adults; it did however list the Active After-school Communities program. Is the ASC considering developing a program specifically aimed at promoting physical activity amongst adult Australians who are overweight or obese?

Answer: 

1)
Yes

2)
The Australian Sports Commission develops, promotes and supports a broad range of sport development programs such as the Targeted Sports Participation Growth Program, the Indigenous Sport Program, Project Connect, Sports Ability, National Coach Accreditation Scheme, National Officiating Accreditation Scheme, the Club Development Network and the Sport Leadership Grants for Women. 

Also, the Australian Sports Commission supports many sport development programs in partnership with national sporting organisations and state/territory departments of sport and recreation. 

These programs are critical in providing opportunities for Australians of all ages to get involved in sport at the grass roots level, be it as active participants, coaches, officials or managers. Better coaches, officials and administrators result in a quality sporting environment that encourages greater active participation. 
The above initiatives provide a broad range of opportunities for adults to become involved in sport in a sustainable manner. 

Outcome 2, Output 2.1
Question: 281-288

Topic: Targeted Sports Participation Growth Program
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

1)
I note that a number of the targeted sports will not receive further funding under the targeted sports program. Which programs are meeting targets and will continue to be funded? 

2)
What new programs will receive funding?

3)
What measures have been put in place to ensure new programs will meet the targets of the program?

4)
Have the overall targets for the ASC Targeted Sports Program changed now that large, successful programs like Rugby Union and AFL – Auskick no longer fall under the auspices of the program?

5)
If so, what are the new participation targets for the overall program?

6)
If not, what strategies does the ASC have in place to meet the existing targets?

7)
I have the benchmark figures of each sport prior to the commencement – could I have updated figures that reflect the ongoing success of the program?

8)
What was the overall participation target the ASC set to meet?

Answer: 

1)
The ASC's Targeted Sports Participation Growth Program is a three year program designed to deliver a program of sustainable participation growth. The ASC provides both financial and service support to sports over the three year period. In effect, the ASC provides seed funding for new programs or, for existing programs, funding to grow their program. 

Funding is provided on a decreasing scale over three years to allow for significant upfront costs. Continued funding over the three year period is contingent on performance. 

A number of sports have completed their three year funding period. They are: Australian Football (Auskick, junior youth and senior football); Athletics (Out of Stadium); Baseball/Softball (Play Ball); Basketball (Aussie Hoops); Women’s Golf (Play A Round); Gymnastics (GymSkools, AeroSkools); Rugby Union (TryRugby); Surf Life Saving (School Surf League, Beach to Bush); and Tennis (Tennis Over Australia).
Funding has been ceased for the following programs before the end of the three year period due to non-achievement of performance measures: Athletics (Team Athletics); Netball (Nextball); Sailing (OnBoard); Surfing (Lifestyle); and Swimming (RecSwim).
Contingent upon performance, the remaining programs will be funded until they complete the three year funding period. These programs are: Cricket (Have A Go, Cric Hit); Cycling (J-Cycle, SkillCycle, RideIt); Football (
Football Anytime); Hockey (Hook in2 Hockey); Men's Golf (Golf Access Australia); Lawn Bowls (Get on the Green); Rugby League (Joey League, Kids to Kangaroos, League Sevens, Legends of League); Surfing (Safe Surfing); Swimming (Go Swim); Touch Football (AusTouch); and Volleyball (Spikezone).
2)
There are currently no new programs before the ASC Board for consideration.

3)
Not applicable.

4)
No.

5)
Not applicable.

6)
Ongoing monitoring throughout the period of a national sporting organisation’s Targeted Program and annual formal reviews are the primary way the ASC mitigates the risk of programs not achieving their targets. Depending on specific circumstances, the ASC takes one or more of the following actions:

· provides advisory support to the sport to assist it in achieving targets;
· provides opportunities for the sports to network with and learn from other sports’ experiences via regular workshops;

· decreases funding;
· extends time available to better achieve targets;
· suspension of program to enable a sport to address issues that are preventing targets from being achieved; and/or
· ceases funding support for a program.

7)
Membership results as at 1 November 2005 are listed in the table below. 
	Sport
	Program
	Base
	Completed TSPGP Year
	Target increase: base to completed TSPGP year
	Actual increase: base to completed TSPGP year

	AFL
	Auskick
	80,074
	Year 3
	55,878
	53,289

	AFL
	Junior, youth & senior football
	301,577
	Year 3
	43,089
	30,645

	Athletics
	Out of Stadium
	0
	Year 3
	130,000
	131,150

	Athletics 
	Team Athletics
	0
	Year 2*
	20,000
	0

	Baseball/Softball
	Play Ball
	0
	Year 3
	14,146
	13,887

	Basketball
	Aussie Hoops
	0
	Year 3
	36,899
	27,444

	Cricket 
	CricHit
	0
	Year 2
	7,500
	1,162

	Cricket 
	Have A Go
	12,000
	Year 2
	38,000
	23,876

	Cycling
	J-Cycle
	0
	Year 2
	1,330
	404

	Cycling
	SkillCycle
	
	Year 2
	620
	21

	Cycling
	RideIt 
	0
	Year 2
	10,000
	2,131

	Football
	Football Anytime
	0
	n/a
	
	

	Golf - Men
	Golf Access Australia
	0
	Year 1
	4,000
	3,146

	Golf - Women
	Play A Round
	0
	Year 2
	6,458
	1,332

	Gymnastics 
	AeroSkools
	0
	Year 3
	2,000
	1,144

	Gymnastics 
	GymSkools
	10,000
	Year 3
	11,420
	10,796

	Hockey
	Hook in2 Hockey
	0
	Year 2
	13,314
	1,185

	Lawn Bowls 
	Get on the Green
	0
	Year 1
	7,200
	6,764

	Netball 
	Nextball
	0
	Year 1*
	24,000
	0

	Rugby League 
	Joey League
	0
	Year 2
	7,590
	17,371

	Rugby League 
	Kids to Kangaroos
	0
	Year 2
	20,700
	11,715

	Rugby League 
	League Sevens
	0
	Year 2
	8,280
	7,280

	Rugby League 
	Legends of League
	0
	Year 2
	5,750
	21,860

	Rugby Union
	TryRugby (schools)
	0
	Year 3
	59,000
	135,400

	Rugby Union
	TryRugby (centres & Walla Comp)
	
	Year 3
	9,630
	5,783

	Sailing 
	OnBoard
	0
	Year 1*
	21,925
	2,415

	Surf Life Saving
	School Surf League
	0
	Year 3
	15,950
	19,397

	Surf Life Saving
	Beach to Bush
	
	Year 3
	13,712
	15,661

	Surfing
	Lifestyle/participation club
	0
	Year 2*
	6,000
	0

	Surfing
	Safe Surfing
	0
	Year 2
	60,000
	100,747

	Swimming
	Go Swim
	0
	Year 2
	22,000
	15,735

	Swimming
	RecSwim
	0
	Year 1*
	8,000
	2,962

	Tennis
	Tennis Over Australia
	201,717
	Year 3
	33,376
	25,255

	Touch Football 
	AusTouch
	0
	Year 1
	10,000
	1,450

	Volleyball
	Spikezone
	0
	Year 1
	1,750
	1,264

	Totals
	
	
	
	729,517
	692,671


* indicates final year of ASC funding. Funding ceased due to non-achievement of performance measures 

8)
Based on all of the original business plans submitted by the sports, the ASC in conjunction with the national sporting organisations set a net target of 1.36 million participants in the program. 

Outcome 2 
Question: 289 - 309

Topic: Active After-school Communities Program
Hansard Page: Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

289)
Could you provide me with a breakdown of the key groups responsible for providing deliverers for the AASC program (ie. parents, local sporting groups etc.)? 

290)
How many deliverers have been trained under the Community Coach training program?

291)
What proportion of deliverers complete the training package compared with those who demonstrate competence to achieve their qualification?

292)
What level of qualification and experience is required to demonstrate competence?

293)
Are there any ongoing checks on the deliverers of the program?

294)
Is there any follow up support for the deliverers as they implement the program?

295)
How many deliverers does the ASC have registered?

296)
Do the children have the same deliverer/s for the duration of the eight week program?

297)
Have the ASC commenced their research and evaluation of the AASC program?

298)
If so, could you provide the committee report of this research and evaluation? (alluded to in q 478 of questions on notice in Budget estimates)

299)
Who have you received feedback from (deliverers, providers, schools, children)? 

300)
What was the nature of the feedback?

301)
Have any providers experienced difficulty in delivering a quality program within the funding restraints?

302)
Have you received any feedback from key providers who may not be able to deliver the program in the second year of the program?

303)
Has the initiative been successful in addressing the aims of the program?

304)
Has the ASC made any changes to the way the program will be implemented next year?

305)
Has the ASC catered for all schools/after school care providers who have shown interest in the program?

306)
If not, how many schools/after school care providers were turned away – could these figures please be provided on a State/Territory breakdown and also include the number of schools/after school care providers catered for to date?

307)
Is there likely to be an increase in Government funding for the program in its second year?

308)
How many children and schools/after school care providers does the ASC aim to cater for in each term of 2006?

309)
Could you provide me with a breakdown of the funding the provider receives from the ASC per child to implement the program?

Answer: 

289)
The total number of registered deliverers is 5659.

i)
Deliverers Representing Organisations
	SubType
	ACT
	NSW
	NT
	QLD
	SA
	TAS
	VIC
	WA
	Total

	Community Group
	2
	37
	4
	42
	9
	18
	128
	35
	275

	High School
	30
	11
	1
	6
	35
	37
	62
	36
	218

	Local Club
	24
	72
	3
	147
	187
	37
	198
	54
	722

	Local Government
	30
	1
	3
	3
	2
	8
	38
	16
	101

	National Body
	
	20
	
	11
	3
	
	20
	1
	55

	None
	12
	85
	4
	135
	130
	44
	69
	26
	505

	OSHCS
	46
	154
	1
	223
	3
	4
	64
	31
	526

	Primary School
	40
	83
	2
	64
	80
	8
	174
	83
	534

	Private
	50
	317
	
	70
	133
	11
	462
	68
	1111

	Regional Body
	3
	2
	
	2
	
	
	2
	
	9

	State Body
	70
	12
	9
	40
	108
	33
	51
	38
	361

	University
	12
	29
	
	9
	17
	6
	96
	70
	239

	Total
	319
	823
	27
	752
	707
	206
	1364
	458
	4656



ii)
Individually Registered Deliverers
	SubType
	ACT
	NSW
	NT
	QLD
	SA
	TAS
	VIC
	WA
	Total

	Coach
	9
	60
	4
	27
	13
	14
	27
	13
	167

	Community Member
	1
	10
	
	
	2
	15
	3
	
	31

	Employee of School/OSHCS
	4
	96
	3
	39
	15
	18
	36
	7
	218

	High School Student
	4
	17
	
	1
	4
	1
	19
	3
	49

	Local Club Member
	5
	53
	
	23
	5
	29
	12
	6
	133

	Relation of Child
	 
	17
	
	15
	3
	14
	16
	2
	67

	TAFE Student
	 
	9
	
	5
	
	6
	3
	3
	26

	University Student
	7
	109
	
	17
	24
	56
	18
	81
	312

	Grand Total
	30
	371
	7
	127
	66
	153
	134
	115
	1003


290)
The number of individuals trained as either part of an organisation or as individuals are as follows:


ACT
414


NSW
949


QLD
1251


SA
797


TAS
216


VIC
1520


WA
619


TOTAL
5766

291)
All deliverers are required to complete the full Community Coach Training Program unless they are qualified teachers, childcare workers and Level 1 coaches who are provided with credit for modules 2, 3 and 4 but still must complete modules 1 and 5. 
292)
Qualified teachers, childcare workers, and Level 1 accredited coaches obtain credit for modules 2, 3 & 4. As per the principles of Recognition of Prior Learning, all candidates are invited to submit documentation to demonstrate competence against the learning outcomes of the Community Coach Training Program. Each state has an assessment panel established to evaluate these applications should they be received.

293)
Deliverers undergo a three-month probationary assessment period on commencing in the program, and are then required to participate in an annual performance appraisal as well as informal ongoing appraisals. Satisfactory outcomes are required to maintain their registration status. Registration lasts for a maximum of 24 months, upon which time deliverers are required to re-submit their applications and re-do their police checks.

294)
The deliverers are provided with ongoing support from their local Regional Coordinator. This includes regular informal appraisals, professional development days, networking opportunities and access to resources through the ASC. The Secure Web Gateway, which is available as a resource for deliverers includes sample session plans, games and activities, and, best practice guidelines.
295)
5659

296)
In most instances yes. However, sometimes the school/OSHCS may elect to run two different activities over the eight weeks and as such the deliverers may change under these circumstances. 
297)
The ASC commenced its research and evaluation program in January 2005, conducted by Colmar Brunton Social Research. This involved an extensive design and planning phase resulting in an Evaluation Plan outlining all research and evaluation components and expected outputs, including approval processes with each State and Territory Department of Education. The design phase has been a continuous process throughout 2005 to-date, to ensure the evaluation approach is flexible enough to accommodate the required refinements necessary to meet the changing and emerging framework for delivery and information needs of the AASC. The final Evaluation Plan is currently being drafted by the Consultants to reflect the agreed and required refinements to the overall approach. This is to be provided to the ASC by the end of January 2006.

The summary below outlines the key evaluation activities undertaken to date:

· The first evaluation activity undertaken for 2005 was a survey of a range of stakeholders who participated in the piloting of the AASC program during March and April in 20 sites (that is, either a primary school or an OSHCS). The respondent groups included parents, deliverers, staff involved in the program from primary schools / OSCHS and AASC Regional Coordinators.

· A baseline measure with parents whose children are participating in the AASC program and parents whose children are not participating in the program was undertaken in weeks two and three of Term 2 in Tasmania and weeks two and three in Term 3 for all other states and territories.

· An online survey with children was undertaken with a sample of randomly selected primary schools and OSHCS in Term 3 of 2005, and is expected to be completed again in Term 4 2005. 
298)
The research results are available for the Pilot phase only. In summary ~ 


Parents:

· Almost all parents who responded to the questionnaire are satisfied with the AASC program and believe it is a fun, positive and safe program for their children;
· Almost all parents say they would recommend the AASC program to other parents as well as re-enrol their child in the AASC program given the opportunity because they believed the program encourages children to be fitter and more active, as well as engages them in less sedentary activity. 

Primary School & OSHCS staff involved in the AASC program:

· All schools/OSHCS that completed a questionnaire are satisfied overall with the AASC program, deliverers and that the program provides fun, positive and safe experiences for children, and were generally satisfied with the program coordination;

· There was also a strong belief that the program engages traditionally inactive children in physical activity, as well as a belief that the program is stimulating local community involvement in sport and improving attitudes to and levels of physical activity.
Deliverers

· Deliverers are, overall, satisfied with the AASC program and believed it is well coordinated, is engaging inactive children in physical activity whilst stimulating local community involvement in sport.

The pilot findings should be used with caution. It must be remembered that the purpose of this survey was to seek some initial feedback to assist in the national roll-out of the program, and was not intended to measure performance. A ‘true picture’ of the success and operation of the AASC program will be derived from the formal evaluation being undertaken by Colmar Brunton Social Research. Meaningful results are expected to be provided to the ASC in November 2006 whilst public dissemination may be at a later date due the required quality assurance measures being applied to the analysis and reporting.
299)
Feedback has been sought in 2005 from the following stakeholder groups (though not all results are available, specifically those relating to children): parents; children; primary school and OSCHS staff; and deliverers.
300)
See Question 298.

301)
Private providers operating a commercially based remuneration system have had some difficulties with the funding model. This has not been the case with community deliverers.

302)
No formal notification of this nature has been received.

303)
Yes. The program has engaged traditionally inactive children in fun, safe and quality structured physical activities which have impacted positively on their motor skill development, provided community capacity building opportunities and established links with other community organisations.

304)
There will be no major changes to the way the program is delivered in 2006. The feedback collected to date from schools/OSHCS, families, children and deliverers has been overwhelmingly positive in relation to the framework in which the program is being delivered.

305)
No

306)


	State
	Accepted
	Pending
	Grand Total

	
	OSHCS
	School
	Total 
	OSHCS
	School
	 Total
	

	ACT
	27
	5
	32
	34
	12
	46
	78

	NSW
	373
	277
	650
	55
	34
	89
	739

	NT 
	30
	19
	49
	17
	9
	26
	75

	QLD
	252
	160
	412
	103
	110
	213
	625

	SA 
	104
	126
	230
	32
	49
	81
	311

	TAS
	23
	41
	64
	11
	13
	24
	88

	VIC
	306
	292
	598
	111
	351
	462
	1060

	WA 
	56
	181
	237
	45
	92
	137
	374

	Total
	1171
	1101
	2272
	408
	670
	1078
	3350


307)
No, funding for the program in 2005/2006 has not changed and is $26.216 million.

308)
Term 1
1620 schools/OSHCS
81000 children


Term 2
1874 schools/OSHCS
93700 children 


Term 3
2128 schools/OSHCS
106400 children


Term 4
2373 schools/OSHCS
118650 children

309)
The school/OSHCS receive a grant which they determine how to allocate for delivery costs, equipment costs etc. There is not a set proportion of this grant allocated for the provider or for delivery, and as such a per child cost cannot be provided. Based on the number of children participating, the school/OSHCS receives a set amount per session delivered. The school/OSHCS must nominate when they apply for funding how many sessions per week they will run.

< 15 children (for 1-3 sessions/week)
$66.25/session

15-30 children (for 1-3 sessions/week)
$82.75/session

>30 children (for 1-3 sessions/week)
$100/session

Outcome 2, Output 2.1
Question: 310-314

Topic: Australian Institute of Sport Redevelopment
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

1)
At what stage is the AIS/ASC redevelopment?

2)
Could you provide me with an outline of what projects have been finished, the projects underway and the projects yet to begin?

3)
Will the project be completed within the initial timeframe?

4)
Within the initial budget?

5)
When is the redevelopment expected to be completed?

Answer: 

1)
The AIS Redevelopment Project is 25.6% complete as at 10 November 2005.

2)
Projects completed:

· Rowing improvements

Projects underway:

· Aquatic Testing and Training Centre;

· Sport Development and Education Centre;

· AIS Service Hub;

· Technology and Air Conditioning;

· Engineering Services; and

· Athlete Residences (design complete; being tendered).

Projects yet to begin:

· Gymnastics Hall Extension

· Training Facility for Combat Sports.

3)
The project will be completed within the initial timeframe. 

4)
The initial budget of $65.4m has been supplemented with Australian Sports Commission depreciation funds of $4.75m which have become available since the initial announcement to bring the total project budget to $70.15m. 

5).
The AIS Redevelopment Project is due for completion in June 2007.
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Question: 315-321

Topic: Australian Institute of Sport Room Searches
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

1)
Have random room searches on AIS residences commenced?
2)
If not, when will they commence?
3)
If so, when did they commence?
4)
How many rooms have been searched? 

5)
Who were the room searches conducted by?
6)
How have the athletes been educated about the process of the random room searches?
7)
Is there a regular program of random room searches in place? What is the nature of this program? How often are searches conducted?

Answer: 

1)
 Yes

2)
 Random room searches have commenced.
3)   The first random room search was conducted on 7 October 2005.

4)
As at 17 November 2005, four rooms have been randomly searched.
5)
Australian Forensic Services conduct the searches and the Australian Sports Drug Agency attends as an independent observer.
6)
The AIS wrote to all AIS athletes and provided all athletes with a copy of the Search and Discovery Guidelines, Fact sheet and flow chart. An information session was held on 
14 September 2005 for AIS Canberra residents. AIS Cycling athletes in Adelaide received an information session on 16 September 2005. AIS Squash athletes in Brisbane received an information session on 20 September 2005. A fact sheet and the room search guidelines are also published on the ASC website.

7) a.
Yes

b. It involves the conduct of random room searches at AIS residential facilities. It is a thorough search of the room such as under, behind and in furniture, drawers, and cupboards and the opening of bags and containers. 

c. The Australian Sports Commission has contracted Australian Forensic Services to undertake the searches. Australian Forensic Services determine when the searches are conducted based on approved Search and Discovery Program Domestic Random Room Selection Guidelines.

Outcome 2, Output 2.1
Question: 322

Topic: Information and Communication Technology
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Conroy asked:

1. Please provide details of total departmental/organisational spending on Information and Communications Technology products and services during the last 12 months.

2. Please break down this spending by ICT function (eg communications, security, private network, websites).

3. Was this spending in line with budget forecasts for this 12 month period?

a. If not, please provide details of:

i. The extent that ICT spending exceeded budget forecasts for this 12 month period;

ii. Details of on specific ICT contracts which resulted in department/organisation spending in excess of budget forecasts for this 12 month period;

iii. The reasons ICT spending exceeded budget forecasts for this 12 month period.

4. Please provide details of any ICT projects that have been commissioned by the Department/organisation during the past 12 months that have failed to meet designated project time frames (ie have failed to satisfy agreed milestones by agreed dates).

a. For such projects that were not completed on schedule, please provide details of:

i. The extent of any delay;

ii. The reasons these projects were not completed on time;

iii. Any contractual remedies sought by the Department/organisation as a result of these delays (eg penalty payments).

5. Please provide details of any ICT projects delivered in the past 12 months that have materially failed to satisfy project specifications.

6. Please provide details of any ICT projects that were abandoned by the Department/organisation within the last 12 months before the delivery of all project specifications outlined at the time the project was commissioned.

a. For such abandoned projects, please provide details of:

i. Any contractual remedies sought be the Department as a result of the abandonment of these projects.

ii. Any costs of re-tendering the ICT project. 

Answer: 

1.
$7,490,698
2.
Communications
$1,013,393


Security
$135,000


Private Network
$385,861


Website
$418,000


Hardware/software assets, depreciation and maintenance
$4,528,319


IT salaries and administration
$1,010,125

3.
The ICT Budget was in line with forecasts.

4.
One project has failed to meet designated project timeframes - the ACEonline project for the National ACE Program, which is for the development of website services for athlete education. The project is being undertaken through a contract signed between the Australian Sports Commission and Learning Curve Pty Ltd, with a contract start date of 17 September 2004 and a total value of $93,060 (GST incl).


a)
i)
All project milestones have been met. The project ran three months behind schedule; scheduled completion date May 2005, actual completion date August 2005. All amended milestones deadlines were negotiated and agreed by both parties. 



ii)
Delays were due to: changing ASC business priorities; movement of ASC staff to other projects; turnover of staff at the contractor; and changes to the project scope as understanding of requirements changed during the implementation.



iii)
Nil.

5.
None

6.
None

Outcome 2, Output 2.1





Question:  323

Topic: Expenditure on Airfares
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Fielding asked:

1.
How much money has the portfolio spent on domestic airfares for each of the last three financial years?

2.
How much money has the portfolio spent on overseas airfares for each of the last three financial years?

3.
How much money has the portfolio spent on economy class domestic airfares for each of the last three financial years?

4.
How much money has the portfolio spent on business class domestic airfares for each of the last three financial years?

5.
How much has the portfolio spent on first class domestic airfares for each of the last three financial years?

6.
What would be the estimated financial year dollar saving if all public servants in the portfolio travelled economy class for flights of less than one and a half hours duration?

Answer: 

1.
2002-03
$2,154,000


2003-04
$2,109,000


2004-05
$2,028,000

2.
2002-03
$1,217,000


2003-04
$881,000


2004-05
$764,000

3.
2002-03
$1,997,000


2003-04
$1,971,000


2004-05
$1,901,000

4.
2002-03
$157,000


2003-04
$138,000


2004-05
$127,000

5.
Nil

6. 
2002-03
$20,000


2003-04
$22,000


2004-05
$25,000
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