Senate Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Legislation Committee 

Additional estimates 2003–2004; February 2004 

Answers to questions on notice from Australian Agency for International Development (AusAID)


Questions on notice from Senator Faulkner (ALP, NSW)

Administered programs

Question 1:

Could you provide a list of all administered programmes in AusAID, including:

· A description of the programme.
Answer:

In accordance with the Government’s Budget Estimates and Framework Review (BEFR), undertaken in 2002, AusAID develops its annual budget estimates, and reports to the Government and Parliament on expenditure progress, against the following seven administered programs:

1.
PNG and Pacific

2.
East Asia

3.
South Asia, Africa and Other

4.
Emergency, Humanitarian and Refugee Aid

5.
Multilateral Replenishments

6.
United Nations, Commonwealth and Other International Organisations

7.
Non–government Organisations, Volunteer and Community Programs

Question 2: 

· number of people directly receiving funds/assistance under the programme.
Answer:

The Australian aid program does not provide direct funds to individual recipients. Aid program beneficiaries are located in over 40 countries, primarily in the Asia Pacific region. The majority of Australian aid is provided in the form of technical assistance, including through Australian companies, non–government organisations (NGOs) and volunteer programs, and international development organisations. Assistance is also provided in the form of humanitarian aid in response to natural disasters and other emergencies in developing countries.

Question 3: 

· a breakdown on those receiving funds/assistance under the programme by electorate.
Answer:

Not applicable (see response above). 

Question 4: 

· the policy objective of the programme.
Answer:

AusAID’s core business is to serve the Government by advising on development issues and delivering Australia’s development cooperation program. AusAID has a single outcome: to advance Australia’s national interest by assisting developing countries to reduce poverty and achieve sustainable development.

Five guiding themes shape Australia’s efforts to assist developing countries and provide a framework through which aid is programmed and implemented: 

· Promoting improved governance across all areas of partner governments and strengthening democratic processes.

· Assisting developing countries to access and maximise the benefits from trade and new information technologies.

· Supporting stability and government legitimacy through improved delivery of basic services.

· Strengthening regional security by enhancing partner government’s capacity to prevent conflict, enhance stability and manage transboundary challenges

· Promoting sustainable approaches to the management of the environment and the use of scarce natural resources.

These themes, together with country-specific analyses of poverty and related economic, social and political contexts, inform bilateral country and regional strategies, which are jointly developed with all major partner countries and form the basis for our assistance. 

Question 5: 

· whether the programme is ongoing.
Answer: Yes 
Question 6: 

· the funding in each financial year of the forward estimates for the programme (with a breakdown of administered and departmental expenses), including:

· how much funding was allocated for the programme;

· how much is committed to the programme; and

· how much is unspent.

Answer:

The aid program’s administered expense appropriation for financial 2003–04 and the period of the forward estimates are as follows
:

	Financial year
	Administered expense appropriation $’000

	2003–04
	1,306,761

	2004–05
	1,911,413

	2005–06
	1,425,209

	2006–07
	1,331,684


The aid program’s departmental expense appropriation for financial year 2003–04 and the period of the forward estimates are as follows
:

	Financial year
	Departmental expense appropriation $’000

	2003–04
	71,907

	2004–05
	70,791

	2005–06
	71,350

	2006–07
	71,541


The level of aid funding under each of the seven administered programs identified at Q.1 is determined annually by the Minister for Foreign Affairs, based on national and regional priorities, the needs of partner countries and available funding. Commitments entered into through the aid program are done so within the parameters of the annual budget approval and review processes of the Government.

The budget estimate for 2003–04 for the agency’s seven administered programs, and expenditure to the end of January 2004, as reported to the Department of Finance and Administration, is as follows:

	Program
	2003–04 Estimate

$ Million
	Expenditure to end–Jan 2004

$ Million

	PNG and PACIFIC
	463,566
	252,129

	EAST ASIA
	385,508
	165,463

	SOUTH ASIA, AFRICA & OTHER
	113,169
	45,017

	EMERGENCY, HUMANITARIAN & REFUGEE AID
	132,283
	24,148

	MULTILATERAL REPLENISHMENTS

	0
	0

	UN, COMMONWEALTH AND OTHER INT ORGS
	90,559
	25,681

	NGO, VOLUNTEER & COMMUNITY PROGRAMS
	52,885
	32,743

	Depreciation & Misc
	789
	412

	ADMINISTERED TOTAL
	1,238,759
	545,594


Question 7: 

· indication of whether an evaluation of the programme effectiveness has been conducted:

· if so, when that evaluation occurred; and

· if so, the conclusion of that evaluation.

Answer:

The agency regularly evaluates individual activities and clusters of activities, and reviews thematic, sectoral and cross–cutting issues across all programs. These evaluations and reviews are published on the AusAID Knowledge Warehouse internet site (http://akwa.ausaid.gov.au). The 'Summary of Reviews and Evaluations 2002' is the most recent synthesis of reviews and evaluations and can be found on this site. 

Four attributes of good quality aid activities have been adopted as the basis for setting quality standards and assessment of activity performance in the aid program. Each attribute has a number of indicators, which in turn ascribe a set of standards against which projects can be measured.

The four attributes of good quality aid are that activities:

· have appropriate objectives and design 

· achieve their objectives 

· are managed in a professional manner 

· have sustainable outcomes. 

In addition the aid program and the agency’s performance assessment systems are subject to periodic peer review through such bodies as the OECD’s Development Assistance Committee (DAC) and related working parties, and audits.

Question 8: 

How many Senior Executive Officers (or equivalent) were employed in AusAID in 1996-97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04. 

Answer:

	Financial Year
	No of SES

	 
	 

	1996–97
	15

	1997–98
	16

	1998–99
	16

	1999–00
	17

	2000–01
	16

	2001–02
	15

	2002–03
	14

	2003–04
	15


Question 9: 

What was the base and top (including performance pay) wages of APS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 (or equivalent), Executive Level 1 and 2 (or equivalent), and SES band 1, band 2 and band 3 (or equivalent) in AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04. 

Answer:

	 Financial year
	1996–97
	1997–98
	1998–99
	1999–2000

	
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top

	APS1
	23,938
	26,575
	23,938
	26,575
	24,417
	27,526
	25,237
	28,077

	APS2
	27,091
	30,042
	27,091
	30,042
	27,633
	31,256
	28,394
	31,881

	APS3
	30,857
	33,304
	30,857
	33,304
	31,474
	34,649
	32,292
	35,342

	APS4
	34,391
	37,341
	34,391
	37,341
	35,079
	38,850
	36,195
	39,627

	APS5
	38,359
	40,675
	38,359
	40,675
	39,126
	42,319
	40,352
	43,165

	APS6
	41,430
	47,591
	41,430
	47,591
	42,259
	49,514
	43,310
	50,504

	EL1
	50,931
	55,170
	50,931
	55,170
	53,781
	59,266
	55,942
	60,451

	EL2
	57,983
	68,497
	57,983
	68,497
	61,892
	71,652
	65,326
	73,085


	 Financial year
	2000–01
	2001–02
	2002–03
	2003–04

	 
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top

	APS1
	25,920
	29,211
	27,526
	30,392
	28,925
	31,935
	30,111
	33,245

	APS2
	29,139
	34,482
	30,643
	34,509
	32,200
	36,262
	34,191
	37,748

	APS3
	33,112
	36,770
	34,649
	38,255
	36,409
	40,199
	38,660
	41,028

	APS4
	37,136
	41,228
	38,850
	42,895
	40,823
	45,073
	43,347
	46,921

	APS5
	41,489
	44,909
	43,165
	46,723
	45,358
	49,097
	48,162
	51,110

	APS6
	44,496
	52,545
	48,543
	54,667
	51,009
	57,445
	53,101
	59,800

	EL1
	58,104
	62,893
	60,451
	65,434
	63,522
	68,758
	66,127
	71,577

	EL2
	70,247
	74,547
	73,085
	79,110
	76,798
	88,217
	79,947
	91,834


AusAID SES employees have been covered under individual AWA's since 1998–99. AusAID reports on the total remuneration in our Annual Report in the following format:

	 Financial year
	1996–97
	1997–98
	1998–99
	1999–2000

	
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top

	SES1
	72,045
	80,818
	80,818
	88,384
	72,632
	88,384
	88,384
	97,455

	SES2–3
	91,017
	117,836
	99,609
	127,834
	91,017
	130,391
	110,505
	147,758


	 Financial year
	2000–01
	2001–02
	2002–03
	2003–04

	 
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top
	Base
	Top

	SES1
	90,152
	104,374
	91,955
	108,490
	97,583
	112,873
	101,526
	126,700

	SES2–3
	110,505
	155,146
	114,969
	161,413
	119,613
	167,935
	124,445
	191,626


Question 10: 

What was the average salary for an SES (or equivalent) in AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04. 

Answer:

	Average salary for SES

	
	

	Financial year
	Average salary

	1996–97
	87,980

	1997–98
	88,712

	1998–99
	95,508

	1999–00
	99,328

	2000–01
	103,301

	2001–02
	108,466

	2002–03
	112,913

	2003–04
	126,431


Question 11: 

How many staff had mobile phones issued by the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–3, 2003–04 to date; 

Answer:

	2000–01
	2001–02
	2002–03

	30
	30
	34


Question 12: 

What was the total mobile phone bill for AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date. 

Answer:

	2000-1
	2001–02
	2002–03

	$25, 747.00
	$21, 144.00
	$42, 009.00


Question 13: 

How many SES (or equivalent) were issued with cars in the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04;

Answer: 

	2000–01
	2001–02
	2002–03

	15
	14
	14


NOTE :  Limited records are available prior to FY 2000–01 and reliable information could not be completed without an extensive and labour intensive search from archived records.

Question 14: 

Could you please list all ‘management retreats/training’ conducted by the AusAID which were attended by employees during 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.  For such meetings held off-site (from the AusAID), could you please indicate:

a. where (location and hotel) and when they were held; 

b. how much was spent in total; 

c. how much was spent on accommodation; 

d. how much was spent on food; 

e. how much was spent alcohol/drinks; and

f. how much was spent on transport.

Answer:

FY 2000–01

	Event title
	Location
	Event cost $
	Accommodation $ 
	Food & beverage $
	Alcohol $
	Total cost $

	Exec Development Program 
	Canberra
	7,457
	-
	-
	-
	7,457

	Middle Manag Dev Program
	Canberra
	30,362
	3,800
	-
	-
	34,162

	Security in Government
	Canberra
	721
	-
	-
	-
	721

	SES Orientation Program
	Canberra
	995
	-
	-
	-
	995

	Senior Leadership Development Program
	Canberra
	62,199
	2,001
	-
	-
	64,200

	Sustaining Leadership
	Canberra
	5,500
	-
	-
	-
	5,500

	SES Conference
	Canberra
	1,589
	-
	-
	-
	1,589

	Senior Management Workshop
	Canberra
	725
	-
	-
	-
	725

	Total
	
	109,548
	5,801
	-
	-
	115,349


	Event title
	Location
	Event cost $
	Accommodation $
	Food & beverage $
	Alcohol $
	Total cost $

	From Mgmt to Leadership
	Bowral
	2,255
	-
	-
	-
	2,255

	Leadership Development
	Melbourne
	6,150
	703
	-
	-
	6,853

	Middle Manag Dev Program
	Melbourne
	12,000
	7,268
	-
	-
	19,268

	Total
	
	20,405
	7,971
	-
	-
	28,375


FY 2001–02

	Event Title
	Location
	Event cost $
	Accommodation $
	Food & beverage $
	Alcohol $
	Total cost $

	Exec Development Program
	Canberra
	7,457
	-
	-
	-
	7,457

	Managing Underperformance
	Canberra
	355
	-
	-
	-
	355

	Middle Manag Dev Program
	Canberra
	12,000
	-
	2,012
	-
	14,012

	Leading Your Team
	Canberra
	700
	-
	-
	-
	700

	Effective Supervision
	Canberra
	300
	-
	-
	-
	300

	New Manager Skills
	Canberra
	632
	-
	-
	-
	632

	Managing Underperformance
	Canberra
	765
	-
	-
	-
	765

	Management to Leadership
	Canberra
	2,900
	-
	-
	-
	2,900

	Senior Management

Conference 
	Canberra
	3,436
	-
	8,753
	2,655
	14,844

	Total
	
	28,545
	-
	10,765
	2,655
	41,965


	Event title
	Location
	Event cost $
	Accommodation $
	Food & beverage $
	Alcohol $
	Total cost $

	SLMP
	Bowral
	2,564
	115
	-
	-
	2,678

	Relationship Management
	Sydney
	1,995
	684
	-
	-
	2,679

	Strategic Leadership
	Sydney
	3,790
	519
	-
	-
	4,309

	Leaders and Supervisors
	Sydney
	2,900
	-
	-
	-
	2,900

	Strategic Change
	Melb
	5,487
	-
	-
	-
	5,487

	Total
	
	16,736
	1,317
	-
	-
	18,053


FY 2002–03

	Event title
	Location
	Event cost $
	Accommodation $
	Food & beverage $
	Alcohol $
	Total cost $

	Leadership/People Mgt
	Canberra
	16,130
	-
	-
	-
	16,130

	Leading Your Team
	Canberra
	632
	-
	-
	-
	632

	Managing Underperformance
	Canberra
	318
	-
	-
	-
	318

	Sustaining Leadership
	Canberra
	5,455
	-
	-
	-
	5,455

	Management to Leadership
	Canberra
	2,900
	-
	-
	-
	2,900

	SES Orientation Program
	Canberra
	4,818
	-
	-
	-
	4,818

	Public Sector Management
	Canberra
	9,091
	-
	-
	-
	9,091

	Senior Management Conference National Museum of Australia 
	Canberra
	926
	-
	12,840*
	1,271
	14,975

	Total
	
	40,270
	-
	12,840
	1,271
	54,381


*  Food and Beverage for 74 pax over a two–day period.

	Event Title
	Location
	Event Cost $
	Accommodation $
	Food and Beverage $
	Alcohol $
	Total Cost $

	Posted Officers Meeting (includes accommodation, food and beverage)
	Brisbane
	-
	6,149
	-
	-
	6,149

	Mgt Course for Posted Officers
	Brisbane
	1,800
	-
	-
	-
	1,800

	Total
	
	1,800
	6,149
	-
	-
	7,949


FY 2003–04

	Event Title
	Location
	Event Cost $
	Accommodation $
	Food & Beverage $
	Alcohol $
	Total Cost $

	Leadership Emotional Intelligence
	Canberra
	2,245.45
	-
	-
	-
	2,245.45

	Managing Through Change
	Canberra
	13,492.73
	-
	-
	-
	13,492.73

	Posted Officer Leadership - venue
	Canberra
	4,350.00
	9,530.48
	7,679.74
	-
	21,560.22

	Pavillion on Northbourne (cost of alcohol unknown)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SES Forum
	Canberra
	618.18
	-
	-
	-
	618.18

	SES Meeting
	Canberra
	600.00
	-
	-
	-
	600.00

	Senior Management  Conference 
	Canberra
	1,615.00
	-
	9,648
	1,463
	12,726

	Total
	
	22,921.36
	9,530.48
	17,327.74
	1,463.00
	51,242.58


NOTE 1:  Limited records are available prior to FY 2000–01 and reliable information could not be completed without an extensive and labour intensive invoice search from archived records.

NOTE 2:  The majority of residential management programs/courses include accommodation and refreshments in their total cost.

Question 15: 

How many overseas trips were taken by employees in your agency/department in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

Answer: 

	Year
	Number of overseas trips

	97/98
	323

	98/99
	544

	99/00
	593

	00/01
	535

	01/02
	539

	02/03
	616

	03/04 to 24/2/2004
	370

	Note: Information for 1996–97 cannot be accessed readily 


Question 16: 

What were the destinations of each of these overseas trips.

Answer: 

Note:
(i) Information for 1996–97 cannot be accessed readily.


(ii) More than one destination may be against each overseas trip.

	LIST OF TRAVEL DESTINATIONS—BY COUNTRY 
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	Financial year
	 
	 

	Country
	97/98
	98/99
	99/00
	00/01
	01/02
	02/03
	03/04

	Afghanistan
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 

	Argentina
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Austria
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	 

	Bangladesh
	4
	7
	7
	 
	5
	2
	2

	Belgium
	 
	2
	1
	6
	 
	3
	2

	Bhutan
	 
	 
	 
	2
	 
	 
	 

	Botswana
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	1

	Brunei
	1
	1
	 
	1
	2
	4
	 

	Bulgaria
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Cambodia
	8
	20
	17
	20
	23
	22
	15

	Canada
	2
	2
	 
	3
	2
	2
	2

	China
	12
	27
	36
	26
	59
	45
	18

	Christmas Island
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	1
	 

	Cook Islands
	3
	2
	4
	3
	 
	 
	3

	Cyprus
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	5
	 

	Czech Republic
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 

	Denmark
	 
	2
	 
	1
	1
	 
	2

	East Timor
	 
	 
	13
	34
	24
	27
	18

	Eritrea
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 

	Ethiopia
	 
	 
	 
	3
	3
	1
	1

	Fiji
	41
	75
	59
	46
	53
	64
	23

	Finland
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 

	France
	12
	15
	15
	14
	12
	8
	2

	Germany
	1
	2
	3
	5
	3
	1
	 

	Ghana
	 
	 
	 
	2
	1
	 
	 

	Guam
	 
	2
	 
	1
	1
	1
	 

	Hong Kong
	23
	24
	20
	9
	16
	3
	2

	India
	14
	8
	9
	20
	5
	7
	4

	Indonesia
	36
	47
	56
	55
	43
	37
	22

	Iraq 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	6
	 

	Ireland
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Islamabad
	 
	 
	 
	3
	 
	 
	 

	Israel
	1
	1
	2
	1
	 
	2
	 

	Italy
	3
	8
	8
	3
	5
	7
	2

	Japan
	6
	6
	16
	13
	9
	14
	2

	Jordan
	1
	1
	2
	1
	 
	7
	1

	Kenya
	1
	9
	2
	3
	5
	4
	5

	Kiribati
	7
	7
	3
	7
	6
	2 
	2

	Kuwait
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	12
	 

	Laos
	6
	10
	10
	16
	11
	15
	6

	Lebanon
	 
	1
	2
	1
	 
	1
	 

	Malawi
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	1

	Malaysia
	4
	4
	4
	3
	1
	4
	3

	Maldives
	 
	 
	3
	3
	1
	 
	 

	Mexico
	1
	 
	 
	 
	5
	1
	1

	Micronesia
	 
	6
	2
	 
	3
	1
	 

	Mongolia
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	1
	 

	Morocco
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	1
	 

	Mozambique
	 
	8
	7
	7
	4
	4
	4

	Myanmar
	 
	1
	3
	4
	5
	14
	4

	Nauru
	 
	3
	1
	 
	14
	10
	4

	Nepal
	1
	7
	7
	4
	5
	4
	1

	Netherlands
	 
	3
	5
	2
	 
	 
	1

	New Caledonia
	9
	13
	10
	11
	5
	4
	5

	New Zealand
	7
	20
	17
	24
	14
	15
	13

	Nigeria
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1

	Niue
	1
	1
	1
	2
	 
	 
	3

	North Korea
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 

	Norway
	 
	1
	 
	 
	2
	1
	 


	 
	
	 
	 
	Financial year
	 
	 

	Country
	97/98
	98/99
	99/00
	00/01
	01/02
	02/03
	03/04

	Pakistan
	3
	5
	3
	2
	 
	2
	 

	Papua New Guinea
	66
	121
	128
	100
	124
	155
	102

	Philippines
	16
	39
	56
	36
	46
	23
	21

	Portugal
	 
	 
	4
	 
	 
	1
	 

	Qatar
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	2
	 

	Samoa
	18
	35
	20
	24
	17
	17
	8

	Saudi Arabia
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 

	Singapore
	22
	27
	15
	26
	14
	5
	3

	Solomon Islands
	15
	21
	23
	18
	16
	22
	52

	South Africa
	11
	21
	27
	16
	18
	14
	17

	South Korea
	 
	 1
	 2
	 
	1
	8
	 

	Spain
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	2
	2

	Sri Lanka
	5
	8
	5
	6
	6
	10
	2

	Sweden
	1
	1
	2
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Switzerland
	9
	8
	9
	11
	13
	 9
	6

	Tahiti
	 
	 
	2
	1
	 
	 
	 

	Tanzania
	 
	 
	3
	1
	5
	 
	 

	Thailand
	33
	72
	88
	81
	65
	81
	37

	Tonga
	8
	15
	13
	15
	19
	12
	10

	Tunisia
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 

	Tuvalu
	1
	8
	4
	3
	1
	1
	 

	Uganda
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	United Arab Emirates
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	10
	2

	United Kingdom
	11
	15
	17
	12
	19
	15
	3

	USA
	24
	28
	28
	26
	29
	36
	12

	Vanuatu
	21
	23
	16
	20
	19
	18
	8

	Vietnam
	19
	43
	37
	40
	40
	51
	18

	Zambia
	 
	1
	 
	1
	 
	1
	1

	Zimbabwe
	4
	11
	8
	5
	3
	1
	1

	Total
	493
	856
	856
	810
	809
	868
	481

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Question 17: 

What was the total cost of overseas trips of staff by the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

·  With a breakdown on the cost of accommodation allowances, food allowances and airflights.

Answer: 

	Total cost of overseas trips for AusAID employees by financial year

	Note : Information for 1996-97 cannot be accessed readily
	

	
	
	

	Financial year
	Breakdown by type
	Total cost

	97/98
	Airfare
	1,260,408

	
	Accommodation
	462,957

	
	Meals
	271,934

	
	Other expenses (car hire, incidentals etc.)
	204,561

	
	
	

	Total 97/98
	 
	2,199,859

	
	
	

	98/99
	Airfare
	1,899,925

	
	Accommodation
	722,366

	
	Meals
	455,165

	
	Other expenses (car hire, incidentals etc.)
	331,107

	
	
	

	Total 98/99
	 
	3,408,562

	
	
	

	99/00
	Airfare
	1,936,761

	
	Accommodation
	707,026

	
	Meals
	451,241

	
	Other expenses (car hire, incidentals etc.)
	336,734

	
	
	

	Total 99/00
	 
	3,431,762

	
	
	

	00/01
	Airfare
	2,308,618

	
	Accommodation
	761,534

	
	Meals
	467,797

	
	Other expenses (car hire, incidentals etc.)
	353,080

	
	
	

	Total 00/01
	 
	3,891,029


	
	
	

	01/02
	Airfare
	1,941,042

	
	Accommodation
	634,002

	
	Meals
	445,728

	
	Other expenses (car hire, incidentals etc.)
	324,056

	Total 01/02
	 
	3,344,828

	
	
	

	
	
	

	02/03
	Airfare
	2,265,480

	
	Accommodation
	648,146

	
	Meals
	468,581

	
	Other expenses (car hire, incidentals etc.)
	335,598

	
	
	

	Total 02/03
	 
	3,717,805

	
	
	

	03/04
	Airfare
	1,278,500

	to 24 February 2004
	Accommodation
	357,136

	
	Meals
	271,883

	
	Other expenses (car hire, incidentals  etc.)
	186,191

	
	
	

	Total 03/04
	 
	2,093,711

	
	


Question 18: 

What was the total cost of domestic trips of staff for by the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

· With a breakdown on the cost of accommodation allowances, food allowances and airflights.

Answer:

	Financial year
	Total cost of airfares only

	00/01 (period from 1/1/2001 only)
	187,275

	01/02
	508,263

	02/03
	833,478

	03/04 (up to February 24, 2004)
	631,392

	
	

	Total cost
	2,160,408



Note 1: The cost of accommodation and meals is not readily accessible.

Note 2: Information for 1996-97 cannot be accessed readily.
Question 19: 

How many overseas trips of Ministerial staff were paid for by the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

Answer:

DOFA to respond to this question.

Question 20: 

What was the total cost of overseas trips of Ministerial staff paid for by the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

Answer:

DOFA to respond to this question.

Question 21: 

How much was spent on advertising by the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

Answer:

A total of $20 000 was spent on advertising on the HIV/AIDS Positive Negative photographic exhibition in the period 2003–2004. No money was spent on advertising in the periods 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03.

Note 1:  This figure does not include job or tender advertising.

Note 2:  Information for the periods 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00 cannot be accessed readily.

Question 22: 

Did the AusAID produce publications that provided electorate breakdowns on spending on government programmes in 1996-97, 1997-98, 1998-99, 1999-00, 2000-01, 2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-04 to date.

Answer:

No publications were prepared providing electorate breakdowns on spending on government programs in the period 1996 to date.

Question 23: 

How much was spent on advertising which provided electorate breakdowns of spending by the government on programmes within the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

Answer: 
No money was spent on advertising which provided electorate breakdowns on spending by the government on programs within AusAID in the period 1996 to date.

Question 24: 

How much was spent on consultancies by the AusAID in 1996–97, 1997–98, 1998–99, 1999–00, 2000–01, 2001–02, 2002–03, 2003–04 to date.

Answer: 

For 2002–03, figures include services contracts. Disaggregated figures for consultancies are not available.  

	Year
	Amount ($m)

	2002–03
	566.83

	2001–02
	8.3

	2000–01
	2.5

	1999–00
	1.1

	1998–99
	1.2


Note:
1. All totals listed above have been previously published in AusAID’s Annual Reports for the same years.

2. Figures unavailable prior to 1998-99 financial year.

Question 25: 

Did AusAID conduct any surveys of attitudes towards programmes run by their department in 19971996-97, 1997-98, 1998-99, 1999-00, 2000-01, 2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-04 to date.

Answer:

Surveys of attitudes towards programs were undertaken in 2000-2001 and 2002-2003.

Question 26: 

On what programmes administered by the AusAID were surveys conducted.

Answer:

In 2000–2001 a quantitative survey was undertaken to identify and measure public opinion on the Australian government's overseas aid program. In 2002–2003 a qualitative survey was undertaken on aspects of the Public Affairs program within the Australian government's overseas aid program.

Question 27: 

What were the findings of these surveys.

Answer:

The quantitative survey undertaken in 2000–2001 identified and measured public opinion towards overseas aid in general and the Australian government's overseas aid program in particular and found that 84% of Australian's support the delivery of overseas aid. The survey undertaken in 2002–2003 identified options to improve the quality of communications materials used by the Public Affairs Group in AusAID.

Outcome 1, output 1.1.7

(First 6 questions answered by DFAT)

Questions on notice from Senator Harradine (Ind, Tas)

Question 28: 
I refer to the recent escalation of the humanitarian crisis in Dafur, Western Sudan, as a result of continued fighting between the Government of the Sudan and the Sudan Liberation Army, which has seen 100,000 refugees flee to Chad, displaced an estimated 600,000 people within Dafur and affected another 3 million. 

Is the department involved in any humanitarian efforts to avert what the Special Humanitarian Coordinator for Sudan has described as a "looming human catastrophe"?

Answer: No.

Question 29:

Has the Department and/or the Minister made any representations to the Government of the Sudan in support of a ceasefire and about the appalling human rights violations including torture, murder, rape, and burning of villages which continue as a result of the conflict?

Answer:

Neither the Minister nor the Department have made representations to the Government of Sudan regarding the conflict in Darfur, which commenced in early 2003. On 3 February 2003, in a meeting with the Sudanese Ambassador, Mr Downer expressed concern for the wide–spread suffering imposed on the Sudanese people as a result of the protracted civil war, and human rights abuses. The Australian Government has made bilateral representations to the Sudanese Government on human rights issues over many years. The Australian Government has also regularly co–sponsored Resolutions on Sudan at the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) and Sessions of the Commission on Human Rights (CHR).  

Question 30:

Please provide a breakdown of funding to HIV/AIDS related programs funded through the aid budget.

Answer:
Australian aid expenditure on HIV/AIDS program 1996–2004

	Financial Year Ending (June)
	Annual Expense in

$ millions

	1996
	12.9

	1997
	16.0

	1998
	15.0

	1999
	14.5

	2000
	20.2

	2001
	28.7

	2002
	24.8

	2003
	23.8

	2004 (to March)
	14.9

	2004 (estimate)
	46.1

	Total
	216.9


Question 31:

What proportion of funding to HIV/AIDS related programs goes to the supply of condoms and what is the dollar amount of this?

Answer:

In the financial year 2002/2003, the proportion of HIV/AIDS funding allocated to the purchase of condoms was approximately 1.3%.  The dollar amount this comprised was approximately $319,020.

Question 32:

What proportion of funding to HIV/AIDS related programs goes to programs which emphasise behavioural change (including mutual monogamy and abstinence) and what is the dollar amount of this?

Answer:

Of the $23.8 million that was expended on HIV/AIDS projects and programs in 2002–2003, behaviour change was a significant component of all projects with the exception of the Asia Pacific Leadership Forum for HIV/AIDS and Development. In 2002–03 $722,000 was expended on this project.

Question 33:

Is the Department considering providing additional funds to behavioural change programs in light of international research, for example that reported by Harvard University and by The Lancet (John Richens et al, 2000), which demonstrates that behavioural change—not condoms is the most effective way of minimising and controlling the epidemic?

Answer: No.

Question 34:

Is the Department familiar with the research of Dr Edward Green, a senior research scientist at the Harvard School of Public Health who recently told the US Medical Institute for Sexual Health: "20 years into the pandemic there is no evidence that more condoms lead to less AIDS … we are not seeing what we expected: that high levels of condom availability result in lower HIV prevalence." Green has also pointed out that countries with the highest level of condom availability also have some of the highest HIV prevalence rates in the world.

Answer: Yes.

Question 35:

Has the Department examined the success of the Ugandan model which emphasised abstinence and monogamy and how it could support similar models in other countries? If not, why not?

Answer:

The Australian Agency for International Development (AusAID) views the success of the Ugandan model as the result of the Ugandan government’s strong leadership and commitment to HIV prevention and care.  Incorporating wide–ranging partnerships and community involvement has been a key factor in the Ugandan approach. This analysis is consistent with the view of the World Health Organisation (WHO). The WHO also cites “same–day results for HIV tests and social marketing of condoms and self-treatment kits for sexually transmitted infections, backed up by sex education programmes” as all playing important roles in helping to reduce HIV infection rates. For example, a USAID–funded program focusing on social marketing of condoms increased condom use from 7% nationwide to over 50% in rural areas and over 85% in urban areas.

Question 36:

How much money has the Department provided in the past year to support the victims of landmines? Please provide a list of projects and the funding allocated to each project.

Answer:

The majority of support to victims of landmines is provided as part of Integrated Mine Action programs which include mine clearance as well as support for livelihoods of affected communities. Direct victim assistance components of such programs are not costed separately. 

Expenditure on integrated mine action programs 2002-03 totalled $2,462,183, comprising the following projects: 

Cambodia

CARE


Integrated Demining and Development
$892,932

World Vision

Integrated Mine Action


$224,978

AUSTCARE

Integrated Mine Action in Otdar Meanchey
$149,254

Vietnam

Australian Volunteers International
Integrated mine action

$1,195,019

One project targeted directly at assisting mine survivors was funded in 2002–03:

Australian Red Cross

Victim Assistance–Cambodia 
$890,416

Question 37:

Regarding Australia’s six year $200 million global HIV/AIDS initiative launched in 2000, how has the success of this program been measured to date? For example, please indicate how the $85 million already spent on activities aimed at reducing HIV infections has been successful in achieving that goal? Has there been a reduction in HIV/AIDS morbidity and mortality?

Answer:

Each activity in the $200 million is separately monitored.  Activities under the initiative have only commenced since 2000. Efforts to halt and reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS are of necessity longer term in nature. It is unrealistic to expect to measure impact in terms of reduced morbidity or mortality at this stage.

Question 38:

Regarding the announcement this week that the Australian government will contribute $25 million over three years to the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria, why was it decided to fund an international entity rather than provide funding through bilateral aid programs which offer the protection of oversight and accountability?

Answer:

Australia’s aid program is implemented through a range of aid delivery mechanisms, including bilateral projects/programs, non–government organisations and multilateral development agencies.  The contribution to the Global Fund took account of the Fund’s increasing focus on the Asia-Pacific and its performance record to date.  AusAID is satisfied that a sufficient level of accountability has been demonstrated through the Global Fund’s systems.

Question 39: 

Will the Department have access to details of all proposals and grant agreements for projects funded by the Global Fund?  How many proposals have been submitted to the Global Fund since it began and of those, how many were refused and what were the reasons for refusal?

Answer: 

Yes. In the interest of enhanced transparency and accountability, the Global Fund makes information relating to proposals available to interested parties through their website.  www.theglobalfund.org/en/.

Question 40: 

Please provide a breakdown of how the 40 percent of funding dispersed in the Asia Pacific region has been spent to date.

Answer: 

The table at Attachment 1 outlines how grants have been disbursed in the Asia–Pacific. 

Question 41:

How does the Department respond to claims that the Global Fund is inefficient and that while billions of dollars have been committed little has been done to date?

Answer: 

AusAID is unaware that the Global Fund is perceived to be inefficient. Our own investigations would not support this.  

Question 42: 

Can the Department advise how the Global Fund responded to a comment by the World Health Organisation (WHO) Executive Board in May 2002 that there “is a need for greater clarity about the roles and responsibilities of the country coordinating mechanisms and, most urgently, the means by which the funds can be transferred to the successful applicant.”

Answer: 

AusAID received the following information from the Global Fund:

“The Global Fund provided the World Health Organisation Executive Board with the following information. Country Coordinating Mechanisms (CCMs) are central to the Global Fund’s commitment to local ownership and participatory decision–making. These country–level partnerships develop and submit grant proposals to the Global Fund based on priority needs at the national level.  After grant approval, they oversee progress during implementation. CCM’s include representatives from the public and private sectors, non–governmental and multilateral organisations and people living with the diseases.

For each grant, the CCM nominates one or a few public or private organisations to serve as Principal Recipient (PR). The PR is legally responsible for local implementation of the grant, including oversight of sub-recipients of grant funds and communications with the CCM on grant progress.  The PR also works with the Secretariat to develop a two-year grant agreement that identifies program results to be achieved over time. Over the course of the grant agreement, the PR requests additional disbursements based on demonstrated progress towards these intended results.  This performance-based system of grant-making is key to the Global Fund’s commitment to results.”

Question 43: 

What is the relationship between the Global Fund and the International Planned Parenthood Foundation? Has the Global Fund provided any funds to date to IPPF programs? If not, does it have plans to do so?

Answer: 

The Global Fund does not have a formal relationship with the International Planned Parenthood Federation and has not provided funds to date to IPPF programs.  AusAID is unaware of any plans to do so.

Question 44: 

How many programs to date which emphasise behaviour modification such as abstinence, mutual monogamy and empowerment of women, have been funded by the Global Fund? Please provide details of the programs, the country in which it operates and dollar amount.

Answer: 

The Global Fund supports programs that provide prevention, treatment care and support based on locally determined needs. HIV/AIDS programs balance the need for treatment for those living with the diseases with efforts to prevent new infections. The analysis of Global Fund country programs shows that all HIV/AIDS grants feature prevention efforts, including voluntary testing and counselling, prevention of parent–to–child transmission and communication campaigns designed to change behaviour, particularly among young people.

To date, a detailed breakdown based on the above criteria has not been carried out. Detailed information including full proposal outlines are available for all countries on the Global Fund website.  www.theglobalfund.org/en/.

Attachment 1

	Approved Proposals
	 

	Country 
	Rnd
	Disease
Component
	Total Yr. 1 & 2
Budgets (USD) 
	Total Lifetime
Budgets (USD)
	Principal Recipient
	Grant Amount
(USD)
	Amount Disbursed
to Date
(USD)

	REGION:  ASIA–PACIFIC
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Bangladesh
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	6,010,140
	
	19,961,030
	The Economic Relations Division, Ministry of Finance, The Government of the People's Republic of Bangladesh
	6,010,140
	100,000

	 
	3
	Tuberculosis
	17,169,684
	
	43,768,069
	 
	 
	 

	Cambodia
	1
	HIV/AIDS
	11,242,538
	
	15,945,803
	The Ministry of Health 
	11,242,538
	2,528,867

	 
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	5,370,564
	
	14,877,295
	The Ministry of Health 
	5,370,564
	1,422,298

	 
	2
	Malaria
	5,013,262
	
	9,998,371
	The Ministry of Health 
	5,013,262
	1,952,490

	 
	2
	Tuberculosis
	2,505,255
	
	6,639,001
	The Ministry of Health 
	2,505,255
	588,075

	China
	1
	Malaria
	3,523,662
	
	6,406,659
	The Chinese Centre for Disease Control and Prevention of the Government of the People's Republic of China
	3,523,662
	1,908,195

	 
	1
	Tuberculosis
	25,370,000
	
	48,070,000
	as above
	25,370,000
	12,722,668

	 
	3
	HIV/AIDS
	32,122,550
	
	97,888,170
	 
	 
	 

	East Timor
	2
	Malaria
	2,300,744
	
	2,963,723
	Ministry of Health
	2,300,744
	380,964

	 
	3
	Tuberculosis
	967,650
	
	2,299,659
	 
	 
	 

	India
	1
	Tuberculosis
	5,650,999
	
	8,784,999
	Ministry of Health and Family Welfare
	5,650,999
	1,000,000

	 
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	26,116,000
	
	100,081,000
	 
	 
	 

	 
	2
	Tuberculosis
	7,080,000
	
	29,110,000
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3
	HIV/TB
	2,667,346
	
	14,819,773
	 
	 
	 

	Indonesia
	1
	HIV/AIDS
	6,924,971
	
	15,960,103
	Directorate of Directly Transmitted Disease Control of the Ministry of Health of the Government of the Republic of Indonesia
	6,924,971
	936,403

	 
	1
	Malaria
	8,254,947
	
	23,704,947
	Directorate of Vector Borne Disease Control of the Ministry of Health of the Republic of Indonesia
	8,254,947
	1,435,987

	 
	1
	Tuberculosis
	21,612,265
	
	70,653,837
	Directorate of Directly Transmitted Disease Control 
	21,612,265
	3,650,160

	Korea, DPR
	1
	Tuberculosis
	2,294,000
	
	4,891,000
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3
	Malaria
	3,227,300
	
	8,548,200
	 
	 
	 

	Lao PDR
	1
	HIV/AIDS
	1,307,664
	
	3,407,664
	The Ministry of Health 
	1,307,664
	677,820

	 
	1
	Malaria
	3,155,152
	
	12,709,087
	as above
	3,155,152
	1,198,226

	 
	2
	Tuberculosis
	1,524,338
	
	3,530,391
	as above
	1,524,338
	488,127

	Mongolia
	1
	Tuberculosis
	644,000
	
	1,730,000
	The Ministry of Health 
	644,000
	419,417

	 
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	1,271,623
	
	2,997,103
	as above
	1,271,623
	544,124

	Multi–country Western Pacific
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	3,036,000
	
	6,304,000
	The Secretariat of the Pacific Community
	3,036,000
	749,918

	 
	2
	Malaria
	2,416,850
	
	4,897,650
	as above
	2,416,850
	941,500

	 
	2
	Tuberculosis
	1,699,100
	
	3,089,010
	as above
	1,699,100
	724,975

	Myanmar
	2
	Tuberculosis
	6,997,137
	
	17,121,370
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3
	HIV/AIDS
	19,221,525
	
	54,300,034
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3
	Malaria
	9,462,062
	
	27,050,046
	 
	 
	 

	Nepal
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	4,365,996
	
	11,173,542
	The Ministry of Health
	4,365,996
	53,855

	 
	2
	Malaria
	2,622,929
	
	7,624,668
	as above
	2,622,929
	116,583

	Pakistan
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	3,822,700
	
	8,312,200
	The National AIDS Control Programme on the Behalf of the Ministry of Health 
	3,822,700
	567,622

	 
	2
	Malaria
	4,407,000
	
	7,719,800
	as above
	4,407,000
	650,462

	 
	2
	Tuberculosis
	2,248,800
	
	4,042,900
	as above
	2,248,800
	495,010

	 
	3
	Malaria
	1,548,636
	
	1,548,636
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3
	Tuberculosis
	6,768,734
	
	13,085,948
	 
	 
	 

	Papua New Guinea
	3
	Malaria
	6,106,556
	
	20,105,689
	 
	 
	 

	Philippines
	2
	Malaria
	7,244,762
	
	11,829,545
	Tropical Disease Foundation, Inc.
	7,244,762
	2,231,686

	 
	2
	Tuberculosis
	3,434,487
	
	11,438,064
	as above
	3,434,487
	891,502

	 
	3
	HIV/AIDS
	3,496,865
	
	5,528,825
	 
	 
	 

	Sri Lanka
	1
	Malaria
	5,197,620
	
	8,345,200
	The Ministry of Health
	730,140
	176,573

	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	Lanka Jatika Sarvodaya Shramadana Sangamaya
	4,467,480
	2,222,650

	 
	1
	Tuberculosis
	2,860,000
	
	6,160,000
	as above
	2,384,980
	478,073

	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	 
	475,020
	221,776

	Thailand

	1
	HIV/AIDS
	30,933,204
	
	109,505,316
	The Department of Disease Control, Ministry of Public Health of the Royal Government of Thailand
	30,933,204
	4,019,052

	 
	1
	Tuberculosis
	6,999,350
	
	13,499,350
	as above
	6,999,350
	755,800

	 
	2
	HIV/AIDS
	20,073,183
	
	81,348,535
	RAKS THAI FOUNDATION
	5,993,913
	1,585,449

	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	 
	The Ministry of Public Health 
	14,079,270
	2,065,976

	 
	2
	Malaria
	2,280,000
	
	5,282,000
	as above
	2,280,000
	 

	 
	3
	HIV/AIDS
	911,542
	
	1,371,348
	 
	 
	 

	Vietnam
	1
	HIV/AIDS
	7,500,000
	
	12,000,000
	The Ministry of Health 
	7,500,000
	876,133

	 
	1
	Tuberculosis
	2,500,000
	
	10,000,000
	as above
	2,500,000
	 

	 
	3
	Malaria
	13,388,402
	
	22,787,909
	 
	 
	 

	TOTAL  ASIA–PACIFIC
	 
	 
	384,870,094
	 
	1,055,217,469
	 
	225,324,105
	51,778,416

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


� As published in the 2003–04 Foreign Affairs and Trade Portfolio Additional Estimates Statement.


� As above.


� Multilateral replenishments refers to multi-year commitments to multilateral replenishment funds (eg the International Development Association (IDA), the Asian Development Fund (ADF) and the Global Environment Facility (GEF). Under accrual accounting, the total value of a commitment to a multilateral replenishment is recorded as an expense in the year that the commitment is entered into, not when cash drawdowns fall due, which can be spread over a period of up to ten years. No new commitments are scheduled to be entered into in 2003-04, although cash drawdowns will continue to be made against previous commitments.
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