Senate Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Legislation Committee

Additional estimates 2004-2005, February 2005

Answers to questions on notice from Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Question 1
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.1

Topic: Australia Japan Foundation–Accountability
Written question

Senator Chris Evans asked on 22/02/05:

(1) Is the Department aware that the Australia–Japan Foundation overspent its available appropriation in 2003-2004 by $94,342 and that this represents a breach of Section 83 of the Constitution?

(2) What are the implications for the Department of a breach of the Constitution?

(3) Why did the AJF spend more than the parliament had allocated for its operations?

(4) When did the AJF realise that it had overspent it appropriation?

(5) What steps did the AJF take to rectify the situation?

(6) When did the AJF realise that its overspend had breached the Constitution?

(7) When did AJF inform the Minister of the breach?

(8) What was the Minister’s response?

(9) Who in the AJF is responsible for accounts? Has there been any disciplinary procedures against them?

(10) Can the Department confirm that this officer did not receive a performance rating of superior or above?

(11) Can the Department tell the Committee what was the object of this unauthorised expenditure?

(12) What steps has the Australia–Japan Foundation (AJF) taken to ensure that such a situation does not arise again in the future?

(13) Is the Department aware that this overspend also resulted in a breach or breaches of Section 48 of the Financial Management Act?

(14) Has the AJF amended its financial systems, including its accounts and records, to ensure that such breaches do not occur in future?

(15) Is the Department aware that, in breach of section 8 of the Financial Management Act, the AJF ran an overdraft of some $0.26million for more than 30 days in 2003–2004 although the Minister for Finance had not delegated the relevant power to the Chief Executive?

(16) What procedures has the AJF put in place to remedy these inadequate cash management processes?

(17) Have there been any further instances where the AJF’s account has been overdrawn?

(18) Is the Department aware that the AJF’s system for calculating depreciation after the revaluation of Infrastructure Plant and Equipment was defective and that this resulted in an understatement of the AJF’s expenses and an overstatement of its operating surplus?

(19) Is the Department aware that this error has the potential to materially affect the AJF’s financial statements for 2004-2005?

(20) Has the AJF introduced amendments to its operating systems to ensure that depreciation will be correctly stated in 2004-2005?
Answer:
(1) Yes.
(2) The breach was by the Australia–Japan Foundation (AJF) which is a Statutory Authority established by the Australia–Japan Foundation Act 1976, and as such, is a legally separate entity to the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade. The Foundation reports separately to Parliament.

(3) As noted in the AJF’s Annual Report 2003-04 in Note 16 to its Financial Statements (page 67):  The overspend occurred because of an accounting treatment whereby the AJF special and general administrative accounts were incorrectly treated as one appropriation when they should have been treated as two legally-separate appropriations. The combined balance of the two appropriations remained positive throughout 2003-04. The overspend in the Foundation’s appropriation for general administrative expenses has been met from the 2004-05 appropriation at no additional cost to the Commonwealth.
(4) When informed by the Australian National Audit Office during its annual audit of the AJF’s financial statements in late August 2004.

(5) After being informed of the overspend, the AJF reviewed all transactions in the Special Account and the administrative expenses account. This revealed accounting errors in favour of the administrative account which amounted to more than the overspend. Further, the AJF has implemented new cash flow monitoring and forecasting procedures and is streamlining processes for payment of accounts to ensure reimbursements are made from the correct bank account.

(6) As in (4).

(7) The Australian National Audit Office forwarded a copy of its audit report to the Minister on 1 October 2004.

(8) In a letter to the Minister for Finance on 14 December 2004, the Minister wrote that the Australia–Japan Foundation had been working closely with the Australia National Audit Office and the Department of Finance and Administration in implementing all audit recommendations and that this close cooperation would continue. He assured the Minister of Finance of his support, and the support of all agencies in his portfolio, in ensuring any issues with implications for the preparation of the Whole of Government Financial Statements for 2004–05 were promptly addressed in consultation with the Minister’s department.  

(9) Under section 44 of the Financial Management and Accountability Act 1997 the Chief Executive is responsible for the proper use of the Foundation’s resources. Pursuant to section 53(1) of the FMA Act, the Chief Executive has delegated the responsibility for the day-to-day financial management and reporting of the AJF’s accounts to the Canberra Director/Chief Finance Officer.  The officer had emphasised to him the seriousness of the breach.  

(10) Performance ratings of an officer are staff-in-confidence.

(11) General administrative expenses.

(12) As indicated in (5), the AJF has implemented new cash flow monitoring and forecasting procedures and is streamlining processes for payment of accounts to ensure reimbursements are made from the correct bank account.

(13) Yes

(14) Yes, including procedures as outlined in (12)

(15) Yes

(16) Cash management procedures as outlined in (12)

(17) The AJF is not aware of other instances where one of its accounts was overdrawn.

(18) Yes

(19) Yes  

(20) Yes. The Financial Management Information System’s depreciation settings have been reconfigured to ensure the AJF’s depreciation expense will be correctly stated in the 2004–05 financial statements.

Question 2

Outcome 1, Output 1.1.2

Topic: East Timor Maritime Boundaries

Written question

Senator Stott Despoja asked on 17/02/05:

(1) The Government has indicated that the next round of talks with East Timor regarding maritime boundaries will be held in March 2005. On what date(s) will those talks be held?

(2) Have any arrangements been made with East Timor for further meetings during 2005 in the event that no agreement is achieved at the March round of negotiations?

Answer:
(1) A round of talks was held in Canberra from 7 to 9 March 2005, and a further round was held in Dili from 26 to 28 April 2005.

(2) A further meeting of officials is scheduled to be held in Australia from 11 to 13 May 2005.

Question 3
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.2
Topic: East Timor Greater Sunrise
Written question

Senator Stott Despoja asked on 17/02/05:

(1) Pursuant to Annexe E under Article 9(b) of the Timor Sea Treaty, either Australia or East Timor may request a review of the production sharing arrangement with respect to Greater Sunrise. Has Australia received any request from East Timor for such a review?

(2) Will the Government consider entering into a new agreement whereby East Timor would be entitled to a larger share of the taxation revenue generated from Greater Sunrise?

(3) If not, why not?

Answer:
(1), (2), (3)
Such matters if they were to arise would be the subject of bilateral treaty negotiations between Australia and East Timor which would be confidential to the parties in accordance with Australian and international convention.

Question 4
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.2
Topic: East Timor Resources
Written question

Senator Stott Despoja asked on 17/02/05:

Does the Government accept that the resources in the Timor Sea will be crucial to the long–term economic viability and stability of East Timor?

Answer:
The Australian Government is concerned to ensure East Timor’s ability to rebuild and achieve sustainable development. Australia remains a lead donor and is among the largest contributors of personnel to the UN mission in East Timor. We have provided $400 million in official development assistance since 1999, including support for multilateral trust funds and bilateral assistance in the areas of governance, education, health, water supply, sanitation and rural development, as well as some budget support. The Australian Government has undertaken to provide around $40 million in assistance annually over the next three years. Australia will remain one of the largest donors of development assistance to East Timor and will continue to support and cooperate with East Timor over the long term. 
Australia worked quickly to ensure that, pending permanent maritime boundary delimitation, a legal framework for developing petroleum resources in the Timor Sea for the benefit of both Australia and East Timor would be in place. The Timor Sea Treaty and the Greater Sunrise International Unitisation Agreement (IUA) are a win–win package for both countries, and a fair basis for developing the resources of the Timor Sea. Both agreements were welcomed and endorsed by East Timor’s leaders as positive interim arrangements pending the settlement of permanent maritime boundaries.

The Timor Sea Treaty gives East Timor 90 per cent of production from the Joint Petroleum Development Area (JPDA) it creates. The revenues East Timor will receive as a result of this distribution will be a major contribution to creating a sound economic base and long-term stability in East Timor. Development of the oil and gas resources, including the major Bayu-Undan field, is proceeding and revenue has already started flowing. It is estimated that East Timor will receive about US$8 billion in revenues over the life of the Bayu-Undan project alone.

The International Unitisation Agreement (IUA) for Greater Sunrise, signed by Australia and East Timor on 6 March 2003, unitises the Greater Sunrise reservoirs according to their geographic location and on the basis that 20.1 per cent falls within the JPDA and the remaining 79.9 per cent falls within continental shelf over which Australia exercises exclusive seabed jurisdiction. This apportionment reflects the geographical location of the resources as agreed by Australia and East Timor in the Timor Sea Treaty, which is now in force and legally binding. The Greater Sunrise IUA elaborates the earlier agreement, providing the secure legal and fiscal environment required before development plans for Greater Sunrise can proceed. Legislation to implement the IUA passed through the Australian Parliament on 29 March 2004, East Timor is yet to take the steps necessary to bring the IUA into force.

Question 5
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.2
Topic: Aceh–Forced Relocation
Written question

Senator Bartlett asked on 17/02/05:

At the moment, is there a finalised plan or carrying out of a plan to forcibly relocate people? 

Answer:
The Government is not aware of any plans to forcibly relocate people in Aceh, nor of any evidence that people have been forcibly relocated in Aceh.

Question 18

Outcome 1, Output 1.1.2

Topic: Australia–Indonesia Partnership

Written question

Senator Chris Evans asked on 22/02/05:

(1) How did the proposal for the Australia–Indonesia Partnership for Reconstruction and Development evolve?  

(2) How will the partnership operate and be funded? 

(3) Which agency will be responsible for the partnership?

(4) What will be the make-up of the board or governing body of the partnership? How often will they meet?  How will the partnership make decisions? How will disagreements between Australia and Indonesia about the allocation or use of partnership funds be resolved?

(5) How will the partnerships activities/spending be monitored? Will the partnership be audited?  If so by whom? If not, why not? And what accountability measures will be put in place?
(6) How will the success or effectiveness of the partnerships activities be measured? How will the activities and spending of the partnership be held accountable to the Australian parliament? ie through which Minister? 

(7) Has the partnership already been established?  If not, when is it likely to be established?

(8) When will the first Ministerial level meeting be held?

Answer:

(1),(7)
The AIPRD was agreed by the Prime Minister and President Yudhoyono at their meeting in Jakarta on 5 January 2005. Mr Downer briefed the Indonesian Vice President and senior Ministers on the AIPRD prior to the Prime Minister’s meeting with President Yudhoyono.

(2),(4),(8)
A Joint Commission, led by the Prime Minister and Indonesian President, will oversee the implementation of this package, with the advice and assistance of respective foreign ministers and economic ministers from each country. The Australian Government will provide assistance totalling $1 billion—$500 million in grant assistance and $500 million in loans—under the AIPRD over a five year period. The Joint Commission will set broad strategic directions for the Partnership, establish key priorities for funding, and agree major activities. Decision making within the Joint Commission will operate on the basis of consensus. Meetings of the Joint Commission will be held at least annually or at the request of either Head of Government. An Exchange of Letters between relevant Commission ministers will be required where a major new activity is proposed between Joint Commission meetings.
(3),(5),(6)
Grant and loan funding, and funding to cover the costs of administration of the AIPRD, has been appropriated to AusAID under the Appropriation (Tsunami Financial Assistance and Australia-Indonesia Partnership) Act 2004–2005. The Director-General of AusAID will be responsible for ensuring that all commitments, procurement and expenditure for the AIPRD is in accordance with the provisions of the Financial Management and Accountability Act 1997 and associated Regulations, and the reporting of expenditure forms part of AusAID's Annual Financial Statements.

A Secretaries' Committee, chaired by the Secretary of the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and including the Secretary of the Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Department of Finance and Administration and the Director–General of AusAID, provides advice to Australian Ministers on major activities to be funded and ensures strategic oversight of the AIPRD from a whole-of-government perspective. A small Secretariat based in the Department of 
Foreign Affairs and Trade, headed by a senior official seconded from AusAID, supports the work of the Secretaries’ Committee and Australian participation in the Joint Commission. The Secretariat is staffed by officials seconded from AusAID, DFAT and Treasury. While existing aid management arrangements will be used to implement the AIPRD, a range of Australian Government agencies are expected to be involved in the delivery of development projects under the Partnership. 
Question 6
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.3
Topic: Royal Visit – Prince Charles
Written question

Senator Faulkner asked on 17/02/05:

In relation to the visit to Australia by the Prince of Wales, can you confirm to the committee that contact was made by Clarence House with departmental officials in London?
Answer:
Exchanges between members of the Royal Family, or their staff, and Australian officials are confidential and, in accordance with long-standing practice, not disclosed.  

Senior members of the Royal Family are welcome to visit Australia at mutually convenient times.
Question 7
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.4
Topic: Iraq Security Issues
Written question

Senator Chris Evans asked on 17/02/05:

(1) Is there an assessment of the effectiveness of locally trained Iraqi military now and what do we know about the effectiveness of the Iraqi police, security and military forces? (Page 5)  

(2) What is the size of the SECDET detachment located with the embassy in Camp Victory? (P17)  

(3) What was the purpose of the second trip this year out of Camp Victory to the old chancery site? (P19)  

(4) Who was at the round table meeting hosted by DIO on 5 April 2004? (P23)

Answer:
(1) Defence advises that collectively the effectiveness of Iraqi Armed Forces, police and Department of Border Enforcement in counterinsurgency operations is moderate but improving. Effectiveness should be gauged in relation to the given mission and take account of the diversity of elements making up Iraqi Security Forces. There are clear differences—including in role, personnel quality, experience and equipment—between ISF elements.

(2) As of 17 February a small protection team was located with Ambassador Brown at Camp Victory.  Defence advises that for operational security reasons the exact composition cannot be provided.

(3) The purpose of the second (16 February 2005) visit was for staff to dismantle and pack Embassy equipment and personal effects, in preparation for the Embassy’s relocation to new interim office and accommodation arrangements inside the International Zone.

(4) Head, Iraq Task Force (ITF) and Executive Officer (ITF). 

Question 8
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.4
Topic: Iraq Security Issues (2)
Written question

Senator Faulkner asked on 17/02/05:

(1) How many Embassy staff have accessed the chancery building in the ‘Green zone’ since moving to Camp Victory on 20 January 2005? (P17)
(2) Did sitreps in June 2003 mention the issue of overcrowding in Camp Cropper which was raised in the ICRC Report produced in June 2003? (P27)
(3) What sort of contact (formal/informal) did DFAT officials make with Mr Barton when he was the senior Australian official with the ISG and how often (regular/irregular)? (P28)
(4) Did either or both the military and the ARO respond to Mr Quinn’s request on 2 June 2004, for information relating to concerns or issues regarding prisoner abuse?  If so, what were their responses? (P46)
Answer:
(1) Three Embassy staff (Ambassador, Consul-General and First Secretary) have accessed the chancery building in the period between 20 January 2005 and 17 February 2005.

(2) Yes.

(3) There was informal contact between DFAT officials and Mr Barton while he was with the ISG.  Contact was on an irregular basis.

(4) Both the military and the ARO responded that Australian personnel in ISG were not involved in maltreatment of detainees.
Question 9
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.4
Topic: Darfur–Security Council Action
Written question

Senator Bartlett asked on 17/02/05:

Can you provide a full list of those steps the Australian government has taken, either publicly or privately, to encourage members of the Security Council to pass any stronger resolution or take stronger action regarding the crisis in Darfur and surrounding areas? (P61)
Answer:
DARFUR (WESTERN SUDAN) CRISIS

Australian Representations

(as at 7 February 2005)

In addition to its humanitarian aid response, Australia has been active in New York throughout 2004 and into 2005 in making representations at the United Nations on the situation in Darfur. While Australia is not currently a member of the UN Security Council (UNSC) and is not able to be directly involved in voting on Council resolutions, Australia’s Permanent Representative and other senior officials in our mission (in close cooperation with the missions of like-minded countries) have lobbied extensively for concerted Security Council action.
Representations at the United Nations in New York (and key resolutions)

11 June 2004 
(UNSC Res 1547) 

This resolution was focussed mainly on North South conflict. It called upon the parties to use their influence to bring an immediate halt to the fighting in the Darfur region, and urged the international community to be prepared to support such a process.

14 June 2004 
(UN New York)

In the wake of SCR1547, Australia, Canada and New Zealand, in a joint statement to an open debate of the Security Council on “Protection of civilians in armed conflict”, urged the Council to take immediate action to end the war crimes and crimes against humanity being committed in Darfur. 

Jul/Sept 2004
Lead-up to UN General Assembly 59 (UNNY) 

In support of a strong expression of the international community’s concern, the Australian Permanent Representative (PR) to the UN joined Canadian, New Zealand, Norwegian, and Dutch (as EU President) counterparts in making a coordinated set of high-level representations to Security Council members, including the Permanent Representatives of 
Russia, Pakistan, China, Algeria, Benin, Angola and the Philippines. The Australian PR also maintained ongoing contact with his Nigerian counterpart, including regarding offers of Australian assistance to the African Union (AU), given Nigeria’s Presidency of the AU. 
30 July 2004
(UNSC Res 1556)

This resolution welcomed the appointment by the UN Secretary General (UNSG) of a Special Representative (Jan Pronk) and registered the Council’s grave concern at the on-going humanitarian crisis. It emphasised the primary responsibility of the Government of Sudan in “protecting its population within its territory” and the commitment of the Government of Sudan to disarm the Janjaweed militia, and called on all parties to respect the ceasefire. 

16 Sept 2004 
(UNNY) 

The Council Presidency circulated a letter dated 10 September from the Ambassadors of Australia, Canada and New Zealand, conveying profound concern at events in Darfur and urging the Council to leave all its options open, including the possibility of taking appropriate measures against the Government of Sudan.

18 Sept 2004 
(UNSC Res 1564)

This resolution reiterated the obligation of the Government of Sudan to protect its own population, and expressed the Council’s grave concern that the Government had not fully met its obligations under Res 1556 and the 3 July UNSC communiqué. It requested the UNSG to establish an International Commission of Inquiry “to investigate reports of violations of international humanitarian law and human rights law in Darfur by all parties, to determine also whether genocide had occurred and to identify the perpetrators of such violations with a view to ensuring that those responsible are held accountable”.  The resolution also threatened sanctions including against the petroleum sector.
8 Nov 2004 
(UNNY) 

In the lead-up to the landmark meeting of the Security Council in Nairobi on 19 November, the Australian PR to the UN wrote to the President of the Security Council to convey grave concern at the deteriorating situation in Darfur, advise of assistance being offered by Australia to Darfur, and express our strong wish for the Security Council to continue to take an active role in resolving conflicts in Sudan.

19 Nov 2004 
(UNSC Res 1574)

This resolution endorsed commitments by the Government of Sudan and the Sudanese People’s Liberation Movement/Army to end the 21–year–long war in southern Sudan, and emphasised the need for complementary efforts to address the crisis in Darfur. 

The Australian High Commissioner to Kenya addressed the Security Council on behalf of Australia and New Zealand, calling for the parties to both conflicts to adhere to their commitments and cease further violence, particularly violent attacks against civilians. Australia was one of only seven non-Council members to address the meeting. 

24 Nov 2004 
(UNNY)

Australia co-sponsored the UN General Assembly 59 draft Resolution on Sudan.  Voting on the resolution was prevented by a successful “no action” motion (91 in favour, 74 against and 11 abstentions) brought by the African Group on the basis of in-principle opposition to resolutions on individual countries. Australia voted against the no-action motion. 

24 Jan 2005 
(UNNY)

The Australian PR to the UN contributed to a high-level roundtable meeting of concerned UN missions convened by the Canadian Ambassador to consider ways to strengthen the international community’s calls for Security Council action on Darfur.

28 Jan 2005 
(UNNY) 

PRs of Australia, Canada and New Zealand to the UN wrote to the President of the Security Council to urge Council members to take immediate action to prevent further violence in Darfur. The letter called on the SC to: establish a committee to monitor the implementation of an arms embargo in Darfur; consider new measures, including sanctions, to prevent further violence; ask the UNSG to report on the extent to which the parties to the conflict have respected the obligations imposed on them by UN resolutions; and refer any findings of crimes against humanity, genocide or war crimes to the International Criminal Court (ICC). 

17 Feb 2005
(UNNY)

PRs of Australia, Canada and New Zealand to the UN wrote to the PRs of all Security Council members (except the US) encouraging support for the Council to refer the findings of the International Commission of Inquiry into Darfur to the ICC.

Question 10
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.7
Topic: Renditions
Written question

Senator Nettle asked on 21/02/05:

(1) What is the government’s policy on the practice of rendition?

(2) Has the government ever assisted the US government with rendering persons from Australia to another country?

(3) Has the government ever assisted the US government with rendering persons from a country other than Australia to another country?

(4) Is the practice of rendition legal in Australia?

(5) Is the Department aware of reports regarding the use of a private jet by US government authorities for the practice of rendering persons to another country, such as Egypt?

(6) What steps has the department undertaken to verify such reports?

(7) Has the jet ever landed in Australia?

Answer:
(1) Persons within Australia can only be transferred to another country through recognised legal means or where legal authority exists, such as extradition. The Government would oppose the transfer of a person within Australia to another country other than via such means.

(2) Not to the knowledge of this Department.

(3) See the answer to question (2).

(4) See the answer to question (1).

(5) Yes.

(6) None.

(7) The Department of Foreign Affairs & Trade is not aware of any such jet ever landing in Australia.
Question 11
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.7
Topic: Human Cloning
Written question

Senator Stott Despoja asked on 23/02/05:

(1) When did the Foreign Minister decide to support the draft resolution at the February 2005 meeting of the UN’s Sixth Committee for a declaration to ban all forms of human cloning?
(2) Which Government departments and Ministers were consulted in the process of arriving at the decision to support the draft resolution to the UN’s Sixth Committee for a declaration to ban all forms of human cloning? 

(3) Were the States consulted? If not, why not? 

(4) Were any groups/individuals in the biotechnology sector consulted? Please provide details.

(5) Please provide an explanation of each of the five votes Australia took in the UN’s Sixth Committee debate on human cloning at its February 2005 meetings. 

(6) Does the draft resolution for a declaration on human cloning (document A/C.6/59/L.27/Add.1) approved by the UN’s Sixth Committee on 18 February 2005, conflict with the relevant Australian legislation? If not why not? 

(7) Does the Department agree that the text of the draft resolution is ambiguous? Please explain. 

(8) If the draft resolution for a declaration on human cloning approved by the UN’s Sixth Committee on 18 February 2005 is supported by the UN's General Assembly, will Australia, as a supporter of the draft resolution have to ensure its legislation is in line with the Declaration? Please explain.

Answer:
(1)
The Foreign Minister decided on 18 February 2005 to support the proposed UN General Assembly resolution prepared by the Chair of the Ad Hoc Committee on Human Cloning which called on States to ‘prohibit all forms of human cloning inasmuch as they are incompatible with human dignity and the protection of human life’. 

(2)
The Sixth Committee resolution on human cloning was discussed at an inter-departmental meeting on 10 February 2005 attended by representatives of the Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet, the Department of Education, Science and Training, the Department of Health and Ageing, the National Health and Medical Research Council, the Australian Research Council, the Attorney-General’s Department, the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and the Department of Industry, Tourism and Resources.
(3)
State and Territory governments were not formally consulted, although there was an exchange of information at a SCOT meeting on 25 November 2004. Political declarations of the UN General Assembly, such as this one, are non-binding. It is not usual practice to consult States and Territories on positions Australia takes at the United Nations General Assembly.

(4)
No.

(5)
Australia’s position on the various amendments proposed during Sixth Committee on 18 February was informed by Australia’s desire to preserve the text proposed by the Chair of the Ad Hoc Committee on Human Cloning and proposed by Honduras.
Sixth Committee voted separately on three Belgian proposals to amend the draft resolution. The first Belgian amendment (which was adopted with 59 votes in favour, 47 votes against and 41 abstentions) proposed the insertion of a preambular reference to Article 11 of the UNESCO Universal Declaration on the Human Genome and Human Rights. Australia voted against this amendment.


The second Belgian amendment (which failed 48-57-42) proposed the deletion of Operative Paragraph (a) of the draft resolution which calls upon States to ‘adopt all measures necessary to protect adequately human life in the application of life sciences’. Australia voted against this proposed amendment.


The third Belgian amendment (which failed 52-55-42) proposed the replacement of OP (b) which calls upon States to ‘prohibit all forms of human cloning inasmuch as they are incompatible with human dignity and the protection of human life’ with the text ‘Member states are called upon to prohibit the reproductive cloning of human beings; they are also called upon to prohibit other forms of human cloning inasmuch as they are incompatible with human dignity’. Australia voted against this amendment.


Sixth Committee also voted on a procedural matter which proposed that the text of the declaration, which had been formally proposed by Honduras, be considered before a text which had been previously proposed and tabled by Italy. The Sixth Committee adopted this resolution 69-39-39 which allowed the Honduran text (ie the text which was adopted by Sixth Committee) to be considered first. Australia voted in favour of this procedural motion.

On 18 February 2005, the Sixth Committee adopted a political declaration on human cloning which calls on States to ‘prohibit all forms of human cloning inasmuch as they are incompatible with human dignity and the protection of human life’. Australia voted in favour of the declaration as it was consistent with Australian legislation placing a moratorium on all forms of human cloning.

(6)
Resolutions of the General Assembly are not legally binding on States.  The resolution therefore has no domestic effect. The language of the resolution is not inconsistent with Australia’s domestic legislation, nor does Australia’s support for the declaration pre-empt the Government’s consideration of the outcomes of the review of domestic legislation currently underway.

(7)
The text of the resolution calls upon States to take certain action with respect to human cloning, including ‘to prohibit all forms of human cloning inasmuch as they are incompatible with human dignity and the protection of human life’. It is up to each State to interpret the provisions of the resolution.

(8)
The plenary of the United Nations General Assembly voted to adopt the resolution on 8 March 2005 (84 votes in favour, 34 votes against and 37 abstentions). As explained at (6), the adoption of the resolution has no implications for Australia’s domestic legislation.

Question 12
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.8
Topic: Silex Systems Enrichment Plant (ASNO)
Written question

Senator Nettle asked on 15/02/05:

Silex Systems Ltd has stated that they intend to construct a pilot enrichment plant in the US this year (see “Response to Greenpeace Claims”, para 3).

(1) Have any discussions occurred between Australian and US Government agencies in relation to these plans by Silex Systems Ltd?

(2) What meetings have occurred between the representatives of Silex Systems Ltd and the Minister?

(3) What were the outcomes of these meetings?

(4) What actions were taken by the Minister to assist efforts to obtain foreign investment?

Answer:

(1) No.  Silex Systems Ltd (SSL) has not stated that it intends to construct a pilot plant in the US this year. SSL hopes to commence the pilot plant project—which would initially encompass a project planning phase—later this year, but this is dependent on finding a US partner.

At Silex System Ltd AGM on 26/11/2003, the CEO of Silex stated that Minister Downer was assisting the company in efforts to obtain a foreign partner to finance the planned expansion.

(2) There have been two meetings between SSL representatives and Mr Downer, in 1999 and 2003. 

(3) The 1999 meeting was to familiarise the Minister with the Silex uranium enrichment process. The 2003 meeting was to brief the Minister on USEC’s withdrawal from the Silex project. 

(4) None. The statement attributed to the SSL CEO that Mr Downer was assisting the company to obtain foreign investment is incorrect and has no substance.

Question 13
Outcome 1, Output 1.1.8
Topic: Australia's Maritime Identification Zone
Written question

Senator Chris Evans asked on 17/02/05:

(1) On what day did the high commission in Port Moresby brief the PNG Government about Australia’s maritime identification zone proposition? (P65)
(2) What other countries were briefed about Australia’s maritime identification zone proposition? (P66)
Answer:
(1) Our High Commission in Port Moresby provided an initial written briefing to Papua New Guinean authorities on 23 December 2004, and followed this up on 6 January 2005.

(2) The following countries, economies and territories were briefed on Australia’s new maritime security arrangements. The International Maritime Organisation and the United Nations Office of Legal Affairs were also informed of these arrangements.

Austria
Brunei

Burma

Canada

Cambodia
China

Cyprus

Denmark

East Timor

Estonia

Federated States of Micronesia

Finland

France

Germany
Greece

Iceland

India

Indonesia

Italy

Japan

Kiribati
Latvia

Lithuania

Malaysia

Malta

New Caledonia

New Zealand

Norway

Papua New Guinea

Philippines

Poland

Portugal

Republic of Ireland

Republic of Korea

Russia

Samoa

Singapore
Solomon Islands

Spain

Sweden

Tahiti

Taiwan

Tonga

United Kingdom

United States of America

Vanuatu

Vietnam

Question 14
Outcome 2, Output 2.1.1
Topic: Ahmed Aziz Rafiq
Written question

Senator Nettle asked on 21/02/05:

(1) Is Ahmed Aziz Rafiq still detained in Iraq?

(2) Where is he being detained?

(3) When was the government first informed of his detention?

(4) Who is responsible for his detention?

(5) On what legal basis is he being detained?

(6) When will he be charged or released?

(7) What charges will he face?

(8) Has he appeared before a court?

(9) If not when is he scheduled to do so?

(10) What steps has the Australian government taken to secure his release?

(11) Have there been consular visits to Mr Rafiq?

(12) How many visits and what dates?

(13) Does he have legal representation?

(14) Has he been visited by the ICRC?

Answer:
(1) Yes.

(2) Camp Bucca, in southern Iraq.

(3) 3 March 2004.

(4) US Military authorities.

(5) We have been informed by US authorities that Mr Rafiq is being detained in accordance with the mandate set out in UN Security Council Resolution 1546, with detention standards in accordance with section IV of the Fourth Geneva Convention.
(6) The Combined Review and Release Board (CRRB), consisting of members of the interim Iraqi Government and the United States military, reviewed Mr Rafiq’s status in November 2004 and decided to continue holding him as a security intern.  

(7) No charges have been laid at this time.

(8) No.

(9) Not known.
(10) The Australian Embassies in Baghdad and Washington have made numerous enquiries and representations to US authorities seeking information, including details of any charges pending against Mr Rafiq, clarification of the legal basis for his detention, consular access and confirmation he is well and being treated well. Following US advice of 17 February that they would continue to detain Mr Rafiq, we made representations in both Baghdad and Washington, including at senior levels, asking the US either to charge Mr Rafiq or release him without delay.

(11) Yes.

(12) 3 visits:  14 March 2004, 26 June 2004, 4 August 2004. Access by Baghdad-based consular officials to Camp Bucca is limited because of security risks associated with internal travel in Iraq.

(13) No.

(14) While Mr Rafiq’s father reported on 5 April 2004 that he had received a letter from his son via the ICRC, we have no information confirming that Mr Rafiq has been visited by the ICRC.

Question 15
Outcome 2, Output 2.1.1
Topic: Locating Australian Citizens in International Disaster Zones
Written question

Senator Chris Evans asked on 22/02/05:

(1) What procedures does the Department follow in the wake of an overseas disaster in which it is reasonably anticipated that a number of Australian citizens could be expected to be victims? (eg. Asian Tsunami, Bali Bombings)

(2) What are the sources of information that the Department uses to conclude on balance that citizen X is most likely in disaster zone Y? 

(3) How does the Department go about locating Australians in overseas disaster zones? 

(4) How are Australians suspected of being in the disaster area eliminated?

Answer:
(1) DFAT has emergency response mechanisms which can be activated in the event of a disaster overseas with significant consular dimensions. The Inter–Departmental Emergency Task Force (IDETF) meets to coordinate the whole of government response. DFAT’s Emergency Call Unit (ECU) is activated to receive calls from Australians concerned about their friends and family who may have been affected by the disaster. This information, together with information on Australians who have registered with DFAT in the affected areas, is entered into a dedicated emergency database. This database is shared in real time with posts responding to 
the crisis. While DFAT Canberra sets up these procedures, overseas diplomatic and consular missions check with local authorities, hotels and hospitals to locate Australians who may have been affected by the disaster and put in place local arrangements to receive information about or from Australians affected by the disaster. These procedures may require Canberra and posts to deploy staff to the region affected, including as part of an Emergency Response Team (ERT). The information collected from the ECU, the department’s register and the overseas posts is then analysed to narrow down the persons for whom we have genuine concern.  

(2) Consular officers follow up with the person who reported someone missing to seek further information. DFAT also uses contact details provided in passport applications for the person reported missing and their nominated emergency contact to either locate the person or find other persons who may be able to provide more information. Arrival and departure information provided by DIMIA is also checked to confirm whether or not the person left Australia or has subsequently returned. Other means are also checked to confirm whether or not someone was in the disaster area at the time. This can, for example, include immigration records from affected countries, liaison with local authorities and consular partner-countries or other information provided by posts. Because of privacy constraints DFAT cannot obtain information directly from private sources such as from banks for credit card records, telecommunication providers for mobile phone records or travel agents for travel arrangements. Consular officers may seek assistance from next of kin in following up with banks and travel agents where they may not face the same privacy constraints.

(3) Drawing on the information in the emergency database, posts will despatch teams to the affected areas to visit hotels, hospitals, morgues and consult with local authorities to determine whether they can locate Australians reported as missing. They will also use a range of additional contacts with local expertise to help in this process, for example Honorary Consuls, consular wardens and the wider local Australian community. Posts also take out advertisements asking Australians to report their safety. If Australian documentation is found in affected areas, DFAT attempts to confirm whether the person is safe or missing. Once DFAT has exhausted consular leads, cases can be referred to the Australian Federal Police and, through them, to State and Territory police forces, for further investigation as missing persons.

(4) Australians are eliminated from our search when their safety has been confirmed either through direct contact, contact with next of kin or confirmation from the person who originally reported them as missing. 
Question 16
Outcome 2, Output 2.1.1
Topic: Tsunami response
Written question

Senator Chris Evans asked on 22/02/05:

(1) When and how did the Department first become aware of the earthquake centred off the coast of Aceh, Indonesia on the morning of 26 December 2004? 

(2) When and how did the Department first become aware of the resultant Tsunami?

(3) When did the Department first become aware of the likely impact of the Tsunami on communities on the Indian Ocean rim?  

(4) Did the Department have contingency plans for a natural disaster of this scale?

(5) When did the Department first activate its emergency response procedures?

(6) Which agencies were involved?

(7) Did each affected Australian diplomatic post have its own contingency plan for this type of natural disaster?

(8) Did any posts establish their own crisis centres outside the mission and closer to the disaster, if so where?

(9) How many staff were recalled from leave to deal with the crisis in Canberra?

(10) How many staff were recalled from leave to deal with the crisis at posts?

(11) When did the Department decide to deploy extra staff to assist effected posts?

(12) How many staff were sent to each post to assist?  When did they depart Australia? When did they return to Australia?

(13) Was a taskforce established to determine Australia’s policy response to the disaster including the final aid package? 

(14) If so which agencies were involved and which agency took the lead?

(15) Which Minister had final responsibility for the taskforce and its decisions? 

(16) When did Cabinet first consider the issue?  Which agency was responsible for the Cabinet submission?

Answer:
(1) Following reports from Australians of the tsunami in Phuket, Consular Branch contacted Geoscience Australia and was advised that there had been an earthquake off the coast of Aceh.  

(2) The Consular Emergency Centre (CEC) started to receive calls after 1300 on 26 December 2004 from Australians reporting family members stranded in Phuket. The CEC tasked the Embassy in Bangkok to ascertain what had happened with local authorites.

(3) Like the rest of the world, the full impact of the crisis became clearer over the first 24 hours, as we received information from our overseas missions and the media.
(4) While the size and multi-country nature of the tsunami was unprecedented, the department has crisis management response mechanisms in place to respond to overseas crises where Australians may be affected, which includes natural disasters.

(5) The department decided to activate its emergency response mechanisms, which include the crisis centre and emergency call unit, at about 1500 on 26 December 2004. These were staffed and operational before 1800 on 26 December 2004. The first Inter-Departmental Emergency Task Force (IDETF) meeting, which coordinates the whole of government response, was held at 2100 on 26 December 2004.

(6) In the first meeting of the IDETF, the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet, AusAID, Defence, Emergency Management Australia, Australian Federal Police, Centrelink and DFAT were involved. More agencies joined the IDETF on 27 December and later as the scope of the response broadened.

(7) All posts have consular contingency plans in place which take into account emergency response triggers, including natural disasters.

(8) Bangkok established a 24 hour crisis centre as well as offices in Phuket and Krabi. Jakarta established a presence in Medan with the assistance of the Honorary Consul. Colombo despatched staff to affected areas of Sri Lanka and to the Maldives. New Delhi despatched staff to the Nicoman and Andabar Islands

(9) Over 300 DFAT staff worked on the tsunami crisis in Canberra, including around 150 who were recalled from leave.

(10) Bangkok, Jakarta and Colombo recalled 12 DFAT Australia-based staff from leave. Locally engaged staff and staff of other Commonwealth agencies were also recalled to duty to assist with the whole of government response. 

(11) The first IDETF meeting agreed to deploy an emergency response team to Phuket and additional staff to Colombo as soon as possible. First team members left for Phuket and Colombo on 27 December 2004.

(12) 39 DFAT staff were sent to Thailand and four to Sri Lanka. Staff were sent both from Australia and other posts in the region to assist. This was done on a rolling basis, based on an assessment of need and to ensure staff were relieved on a regular basis. One DFAT staff member remains in Phuket to support the AFP in the ongoing DVI process.

(13) The IDETF, which is a standing mechanism to coordinate the whole of government approach to an overseas crisis, was responsible for formulating policy recommendations on Australia’s response. The IDETF appointed two sub-groups—one to manage humanitarian relief issues and another to manage domestic recovery issues. The $1 billion Australia–Indonesia Partnership for Reconstruction and Development was developed by senior officials from relevant agencies in close consultation with the Prime Minister and relevant Ministers.
(14) The IDETF was chaired by DFAT. Prime Minister and Cabinet, AusAID, Defence, Emergency Management Australia, AFP, Centrelink, Finance, Health, Family and Community Services, DIMIA, DOTARS, Customs, DEST and Austrade were members of the IDETF. Agencies involved in formulating Australia’s development assistance response to the tsunami included Prime Minister and Cabinet, AusAID, Defence, Treasury, Finance and DFAT.  

(15) The response to the tsunami was a whole of government response, including consular, humanitarian and domestic recovery aspects, which was coordinated by the IDETF reporting to the Prime Minister and relevant Ministers.

(16) The IDETF was in close contact with the Prime Minister and Ministers on all aspects of the response to the tsunami.

Question 17
Outcome 3, Output 3.1.2
Topic: Aichi Expo Budget
Written question

Senator Faulkner asked on 17/02/05:

Can you provide in writing, the 2004–05 Expo budget figures divided by categories, including a figure for the alcohol and food element? (P56/57)

Answer:
A breakdown of the planned expenditure by category as at 13 March 2005 is provided below:

Pavilion Design, Construction and Maintenance


$11.7 M

Pavilion Operations inc Security




$9.4 M

Arts and Entertainment





$2.3 M

Communications Services





$1.5 M

DFAT team Salaries/Allowances and operating costs 

$1.4 M

Insurance and Risk






$1 M

Sale and Decommissioning





$0.1 M

VIP and Business Program and Publications



$0.6 M

Australian Business Envoy and Associated activities

$0.1 M

Total Planned Expenditure





$28.1 M

Commonwealth Budget





$26.7 M

Sponsorship – cash






$1.4 M

Sponsorship – in kind
(approx values)



$1 M

Food and beverage costs are contained within the Pavilion Operations budget. An allowance has been made for all food and beverage costs of $630,000.
Question 19
Outcome/Output Enabling Services
Topic: Consultancies
Written question

Senator Carr asked on 21/02/05:

Please provide a table listing details of all consultancies for the 2003/04 financial year, for the department and all associated agencies.  Please include the following: 

(a) The costs for all completed consultancies, both budgeted and actual;

(b) The costs for ongoing consultancies, both budgeted and for the current financial year;

(c) The total costs for all consultancies, both the amount expended in the current financial year, and the total budgeted value of all consultancies running in the current financial year;

(d) The nature and purpose of the consultancy;

(e) The method by which the contract was let;

(f) The name and details of the company and/or individual who is carrying out, or carried out, the contract.

Answer:
DFAT 
The attached Table 1 details the information requested for all consultancy contracts for the 2003-2004 financial year. Consultancy contracts are as defined in Department of Finance and Administration’s guidance on identifying consultancies. The following terms in the Question on Notice have been interpreted as follows:

a. ‘budgeted costs’—the initial estimated contract value of a consultancy contract; 

b. ‘actual costs’—the actual expenditure in the relevant financial year under a consultancy contract; and

c. ‘current financial year’—the 2004-2005 financial year.

d. ‘ongoing consultancies’—consultancy contracts which commenced in 2003-2004 and incurred actual costs in the 2004-2005 financial year.
EFIC
See attached Table 2
AJF
See attached Table 3
	Question 19 – Consultancies
TABLE 1

	Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade - 2003/2004 Consultancies

	Consultancy
	Budgeted (Contract Value)
	Actual Expenditure 2003-2004
	Actual Expenditure 2004-2005 (YTD to Feb 2005)
	Total Actual Expenditure
	Status
	Description of Project
	Procurement Method*

	ERNST & YOUNG
	17,241 
	17,241 
	 
	17,241 
	Complete
	Specialist advice - locally engaged staff salary review
	a

	AUSTRALIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE ORGANISATION
	93,610 
	73,700 
	19,910 
	93,610 
	Ongoing
	Risk assessment - uranium ore concentrates
	c

	ERNST & YOUNG
	18,038 
	18,038 
	 
	18,038 
	Complete
	Risk assessment - department's Australian accounts payable and receivable functions
	b

	KPMG
	22,440 
	22,440 
	 
	22,440 
	Complete
	Cost modelling - department's cross-agency arrangement for provision of common administrative services (Service Level Agreement)
	b

	KPMG
	65,000 
	38,917 
	30,425 
	69,342 
	Ongoing
	Taxation compliance and advisory services
	b

	PSI CONSULTING UNIT TRUST [Trading Name: PSI Consulting Pty Ltd]
	35,000 
	35,000 
	 
	35,000 
	Complete
	Specialist advice - preparation of tender documentation and evaluation of tenders for department's storage and removals contract
	b

	PSI CONSULTING UNIT TRUST [Trading Name: PSI Consulting Pty Ltd]
	21,500 
	21,500 
	 
	21,500 
	Complete
	Study on demand for Child Care Centre
	b

	TRAVELSEARCH AUSTRALASIA PTY LIMITED
	102,555 
	54,664 
	 
	54,664 
	Complete
	Specialists advice on travel industry and assistance to tender board
	b

	Atamo Pty Ltd
	13,200 
	13,200 
	 
	13,200 
	Complete
	Review of SATIN Global Management System platform
	b

	AUSTRALIAN TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRIES GROUP
	15,180 
	15,180 
	 
	15,180 
	Complete
	Audit of unclassified document production devices
	b

	Consultancy
	Budgeted (Contract Value)
	Actual Expenditure 2003-2004
	Actual Expenditure 2004-2005 (YTD to Feb 2005)
	Total Actual Expenditure
	Status
	Description of Project
	Procurement Method*

	LUCID IT PTY LIMITED
	20,460 
	27,280 
	 
	27,280 
	Complete
	Review of information technology services management
	b

	DEPT OF AGRICULTURE FISHERIES & FORESTRY - AUSTRALIA [Trading name: Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics (ABARE)]
	11,000 
	11,000 
	 
	11,000 
	Complete
	Economic modelling for  PNG: The way ahead report
	b

	HARDIN & ASSOCIATES PTY LTD
	10,835 
	10,835 
	 
	10,835 
	Complete
	Specialist advice - private and sectoral recovery policies for Solomon Islands: Rebuilding an island economy report
	b

	INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICS UNIT TRUST [Trading name: Centre for International Economics]
	185,680 
	185,680 
	 
	185,680 
	Complete
	Economic modelling - Australia-United States Free Trade Agreement
	b

	UNIVERSITY OF ADELAIDE
	16,860 
	16,860 
	 
	16,860 
	Complete
	Development of workshop on services trade
	b

	AMBIENTE '90 SRL
	179,385 
	179,385 
	 
	179,385 
	Complete
	Architectural and design services
	c

	CR RICHARD ELLIS (Thailand)
	33,990 
	33,990 
	 
	33,990 
	Complete
	Property market research
	c

	CR RICHARD ELLIS (Thailand)
	33,990 
	33,990 
	 
	33,990 
	Complete
	Property market research
	c

	CB RICHARD ELLIS ULUSLARARASI EMLAK DANISMANLIK LTD STI
	19,348 
	13,475 
	 
	13,475 
	Complete
	Property market research
	c

	DENTON CORKER MARSHALL PTY LTD
	75,000 
	75,000 
	 
	75,000 
	Complete
	Architectural and engineering services
	c

	DTZ CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE B.V
	28,460 
	28,460 
	 
	28,460 
	Complete
	Property market research
	b

	DTZ DEBENHAM TIE LEUNG
	41,488 
	41,488 
	 
	41,488 
	Complete
	Property market research
	c

	DTZ LEADENHALL PTY LTD
	11,050 
	11,050 
	 
	11,050 
	Complete
	Property market research
	b

	Consultancy
	Budgeted (Contract Value)
	Actual Expenditure 2003-2004
	Actual Expenditure 2004-2005 (YTD to Feb 2005)
	Total Actual Expenditure
	Status
	Description of Project
	Procurement Method*

	JASPAL BOGHAL ASSOCIATES
	85,645 
	85,645 
	 
	85,645 
	Complete
	Architectural Services
	c

	MSA & ASSOCIATES PTY
LTD
	57,873 
	 
	47,960 
	47,960 
	Ongoing
	Architectural Services
	c

	MSA & ASSOCIATES PTY
LTD
	74,000 
	 
	70,877 
	70,877 
	Ongoing
	Architectural Services
	c

	MSA & ASSOCIATES PTY 
LTD
	118,560 
	 
	92,970 
	92,970 
	Ongoing
	Architectural Services
	c

	MSA & ASSOCIATES PTY 
LTD
	34,872 
	 
	31,209 
	31,209 
	Ongoing
	Architectural Services
	c

	MSA & ASSOCIATES PTY 
LTD
	134,469 
	124,800 
	 
	124,800 
	Complete
	Architectural Services
	c

	MSA & ASSOCIATES PTY 
LTD
	30,450 
	30,450 
	 
	30,450 
	Complete
	Architectural Services
	c

	QUINN EVANS ARCHITECTS
	504,300 
	504,300 
	 
	504,300 
	Complete
	Architectural and contract administration services
	c

	SERAU SA
	568,829 
	568,829 
	 
	568,829 
	Complete
	Architectural and project management services
	c

	SL & A INTERNATIONAL (ASIA) INC
	95,340 
	95,340 
	 
	95,340 
	Complete
	Architectural and project management services
	b

	ALAMEIN CONSULTING GROUP PTY LTD
	52,000 
	26,000 
	26,000 
	52,000 
	Ongoing
	Project management assistance - Australian participation in 2005 World Expo, Aichi, Japan
	b

	ALLIANCE CONSULTING GROUP PTY LTD
	37,600 
	37,600 
	 
	37,600 
	Complete
	Specialist advice - development of a business continuity plan
	c

	ALLIANCE CONSULTING GROUP PTY LTD
	24,310 
	24,310 
	 
	24,310 
	Complete
	Specialist advice - development of a change management plan
	c

	AUSTRALIAN FEDERAL POLICE
	82,000 
	82,000 
	 
	82,000 
	Complete
	Investigation of passport fraud
	c

	Consultancy
	Budgeted (Contract Value)
	Actual Expenditure 2003-2004
	Actual Expenditure 2004-2005 (YTD to Feb 2005)
	Total Actual Expenditure
	Status
	Description of Project
	Procurement Method*

	FULTON TECHNOLOGY PTY LTD
	27,000 
	27,000 
	 
	27,000 
	Complete
	Licence for freedom of information software and consultancy software support services
	c

	GAPBUSTER SYSTEMS ASIA-PACIFIC LIMITED
	50,000 
	50,000 
	 
	50,000 
	Complete
	Quality assurance review of passport services - provision of Mystery shopper program to Australia Post outlets
	c

	PSI CONSULTING UNIT TRUST [Trading Name: PSI Consulting Pty Ltd]
	40,000 
	40,000 
	 
	40,000 
	Complete
	Development of standing offer panel for administrative, information technology and specialist contractors
	b

	SULLIVAN, BRIAN E
	25,000 
	12,500 
	12,500 
	25,000 
	Ongoing
	Time and motion study of passport office tasks
	c

	WALTERTURNBULL PTY LTD
	19,170 
	19,170 
	 
	19,170 
	Complete
	Business assurance review - passports online payments process
	b

	AUSTRALIA-ITALY CULTURAL PROMOTIONS
	25,000 
	25,000 
	 
	25,000 
	Complete
	Cultural programs consultant
	c

	AUSTRALIA-ITALY CULTURAL PROMOTIONS
	25,000 
	25,000 
	 
	25,000 
	Complete
	Cultural programs consultant
	c

	KIM, SHIN & YU
	10,632 
	10,632 
	 
	10,632 
	Complete
	Specialist advice - local labour laws
	c

	HAY GROUP PTY LTD
	16,022 
	16,022 
	 
	16,022 
	Complete
	Development of work level standards and salary benchmarking
	b

	BAYLISS ASSOCIATES PTY LIMITED
	72,930 
	42,350 
	30,580 
	72,930 
	Ongoing
	Study on trade between Australia and selected Arab countries
	a

	WERNER INTERNATIONAL PTY LTD
	143,000 
	143,000 
	 
	143,000 
	Complete
	Study on Fiji's textiles, clothing and footwear industries
	b

	DENTON CORKER MARSHALL PTY LTD
	42,500 
	42,500 
	 
	42,500 
	Complete
	Design services
	b

	TOKYO AOYAMA AOKI LAW OFFICE
	15,706 
	15,706 
	 
	15,706 
	Complete
	Legal advice
	c

	Consultancy
	Budgeted (Contract Value)
	Actual Expenditure 2003-2004
	Actual Expenditure 2004-2005 (YTD to Feb 2005)
	Total Actual Expenditure
	Status
	Description of Project
	Procurement Method*

	ALLENS ARTHUR ROBINSON
	45,176 
	45,000 
	 
	45,000 
	Complete
	Report on the enforcement of business regulation and commercial laws in the APEC region
	a

	DALE FITZELL & ASSOCIATES PTY LTD
	35,109 
	33,000 
	 
	33,000 
	Complete
	Assessment of communications strategy for free trade agreements
	b

	ERNST & YOUNG CORPORATE FINANCE PTY LTD
	31,850 
	31,850 
	 
	31,850 
	Complete
	Review of credit insurance alliance and contingent divestment arrangements between EFIC, the Commonwealth and Gerling NCM
	c

	INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICS UNIT TRUST [Trading name: Centre for International Economics]
	37,675 
	37,675 
	 
	37,675 
	Complete
	Economic modelling - Thailand-Australia Free Trade Agreement
	b

	TRADE & ENVIRONMENT SOLUTIONS PTY LTD
	27,646 
	21,700 
	 
	21,700 
	Complete
	Specialist liaison and advisory services to the Australian ABAC members for the ABAC meeting held in Miami, Florida 3-6 February 2004
	c

	TRADE & ENVIRONMENT SOLUTIONS PTY LTD
	65,000 
	65,000 
	 
	65,000 
	Complete
	Specialist liaison and advisory services for the Australian members of the APEC Business Advisory Council
	a

	YOUNG, LINCOLN JOSEPH
	38,693 
	18,700 
	 
	18,700 
	Complete
	Development of a framework to evaluate economic and technical cooperation work across APEC forums
	c

	
	3,764,667 
	3,279,452 
	362,431 
	3,641,883 
	Total
	
	




*Procurement Method




a – Open/Public Tender




b – Restricted/Selected Tender




c – Direct Engagement

	Question 19 – Consultancies
TABLE 2

	Export Finance and Insurance Corporation (EFIC) – Consulting fees

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	YTD to Feb 2005
	Year ended June 2004
	Brief description of task
	Status
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PriceWaterhouseCoopers
	Actual
	
	293,758
	567,139
	Internal audit services and consulting on credit, corporate governance, business continuity
	Ongoing
	

	
	Budget
	
	182,000
	320,000
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Venture Capital Partners Pty Ltd
	
	261,800
	701,546
	Consulting on Export Working Capital Guarantee clients
	Ongoing
	

	Curtois & Associate
	
	
	66,000
	47,520
	Consulting on Export Working Capital Guarantee clients
	Completed

	
	Actual
	
	327,800
	749,066
	
	
	

	
	Budget
	
	300,000
	840,000
	
	
	

	Other:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kellogg Brown & Roots Pty Ltd
	
	24,487
	35,129
	Technical assessment of client projects
	Completed

	All Aboard Holdings Pty Ltd
	
	0
	33,000
	Audit of projects undertaken by clients
	Completed

	SGS Australia Pty Ltd
	
	
	22,416
	32,273
	Audit of projects undertaken by clients
	Completed

	Rogen International (Sydney) Pty Ltd
	
	0
	29,166
	Facilitation of planning workshop
	Completed

	Asia Pacific Risk Management
	
	0
	33,100
	Review of Treasury activies
	Completed

	Societe D'Intervention Du Sud
	
	0
	87,784
	Security firm for "Chogogo" vessel while in port at La Ciotat 
	Completed

	Adderley Consulting
	
	
	0
	21,185
	Paul Adderley for IntegraT Finance System project
	Completed

	Sinclair Knight Merz Pty Ltd
	
	16,533
	48,139
	Technical assessment of client projects
	Completed

	ACA Research P/L
	
	
	18,260
	15,125
	Analysis of communication issues
	Completed

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Actual
	
	81,696
	334,901
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Budget
	
	153,000
	359,000
	
	
	


	

	

	Question 19 – Consultancies
TABLE 3

	Australia-Japan Foundation - 2003/2004 Consultancies

	Consultancy
	Budgeted (Contract Value)
	Actual Expenditure 2003-2004
	Actual Expenditure 2004-2005 (YTD to Feb 2005)
	Total Actual Expenditure
	Status
	Description of Project
	Procurement Method

	Blue Bamboo Pty Ltd
	5,000
	5033
	 
	5,033
	Complete
	Conduct a web-based advertising campaign and monitor responses for the Discovering Australia program
	Selected Tender

	
	5,000
	5,033
	 
	5,033
	Total
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