Senate Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade

Additional estimates 2006–2007; February 2007

Answers to questions on notice from AusAID 


	Topic: Advertising


Question 1
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

For campaign advertising in each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio, what is the:
a. cost;
b. frequency; and 
c. type/medium (e.g. print, television, radio) of campaign advertising for this financial year?
Can this information be provided on a monthly basis for the financial year?
Answer

(a) Nil
(b) Not Applicable

(c) Not Applicable
Question 2
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:
What sum was spent on each of the active advertising campaigns for each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer

Nil ($0)

Question 3
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

In attachment A – a list of active campaigns that were tabled in on 30 October 2006 at Senate Estimates, what  were the actual costs for those which have been completed as relevant to each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer: Nil ($0)

Question 4
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

At the Budget Estimates in May 2006, the Budget Papers listed the following Pending Campaigns (from Budget Papers: period up to 4 years)

	Campaign
	$M

	Smart Card 


	47.3

	Child Support Reform
	36.1

	Promote Private Health Cover
	52.1

	Medicare direct mail 

	17.5

	New family law arrangements
	19.9

	Independent contractors 
	<15

	Pensions real estate/assets test
	5.9 (at least, over 2 years)

	Smart Traveller 
	13.1

	Alcohol abuse

	25.2

	Citizenship 
	4

	Disease risk factors 
	

	Child care rebate
	

	Family Law arrangements 
	

	Illicit drugs and mental illness
	

	Living in Harmony Initiative
	


Answer: Not Applicable

Question 5
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

For those campaigns which are relevant to each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio, what is the:

a. planning progress for campaigns;

b. likely start dates; and 

c. media spend.

Answer: Not Applicable
	Topic: Administered and Departmental Budgets


Question 6
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

The Senate Estimates Committee was informed of the difference between Administered and Departmental funds. 
Please provide the amount/cost of any items in the categories below funded from administered appropriations; and for each category, a brief explanation of why these expenses are not under AusAID’s accounting control, and a brief explanation of what if any performance assessment and management AusAID undertakes for them:

a. APS staff (such as those in table 13 of AusAID Annual Report 2005-2006).  
b. Non-APS long term staff contracted directly to AusAID e.g. locally engaged staff

c. Buildings or other infrastructure where the main lease or contract is with AusAID 
d. Travel or entertainment expenses of AusAID staff

Answer

a. APS staff listed in table 13 of the AusAID Annual Report 2005-2006 were a mixture of advisers and generic APS employees. The figures in table 13 represented the number of APS staff paid against the administered budget as of 30 June 2006. However, these numbers were not fixed over a 12 month period and varied both up and down over the previous 12 months depending on program requirements at the time. However, as a guide to salary costs, the average fortnightly gross salary of an adviser were $4571, while the average fortnightly gross salary for a generic APS employee is $2956. All APS staff contractors and locally engaged staff participate in ongoing performance management regardless of their funding source.
b. As at 22 March 2007, there were 321 locally engaged staff contracted directly to AusAID. These staff are subject to performance management processes.

c. Allara St, Canberra (fit-out $2.1 million; lease $729,375 million per annum); Kebon Sirih, Jakarta (fit-out $863,748; lease $199,050 per annum); and Deloittes Tower, Port Moresby (fit-out $1.89 million; lease $244,000 per annum).
d. Air travel directly related to programme design, development and implementation to date for the current financial year is $6.8 million.  
Question 7
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

For any items above, funded from administered appropriations, provide details of the basis for paying for this from administered program, not departmental expenses.
What other similar items are paid for from the administered budget?

Is this tendency for AusAID increasing or decreasing? 

Who makes these decisions?

Answer
The requirements and guidelines for classification of expenditure are set out in the Finance Minister’s Orders (FMOs). The distinction between departmental and administered items is derived from accounting standards which seek to account for and report separately for each item that the Chief Executive of an agency has direct control over (departmental), and for those it has less discretion over but administers on behalf of the Government (administered).
The application of the FMOs in relation to AusAID’s expenditure is subject to AusAID’s annual financial audit by the Australian National Audit Office.
A core function of AusAID is the development and implementation of administered funded programs on behalf of the Australian Government. AusAID’s administered appropriation is subject to formal partnership arrangements with recipient governments and other parties in order to achieve aid programme outcomes.
Inputs that directly contribute to the agency’s outcomes are categorised as administered expenditure and are appropriate costs against the administered appropriation. These inputs include technical advice, scholarships and training, supply of materials such as pharmaceuticals or school books, computers and physical infrastructure.  Other inputs include disbursements to multilateral development organisations, emergency relief and food aid and associated costs for these inputs. 

Associated costs can include costs of aid programme design and implementation including monitoring and management. This includes salaries for development experts, advisors and programme implementation and support staff as well as their IT, communication, office accommodation and on-costs. Costs associated with aid policy development, human resource and financial management, or infrastructure for departmental administration activities are not appropriate costs against the administered appropriation.

In summary, administered funds are used for all aspects of program design, delivery and implementation, while departmental funds are applied to expenditure for the basic administration of the agency’s operations.

Technical, advisory or management inputs to contribute to Agency outcomes maybe sourced externally to the Agency or internally. The choice between internal or external sourcing of these administered inputs will depend on an assessment of where relevant skills and expertise is most likely to be found and its relative cost. For example, public sector organisations often provide more relevant knowledge and expertise in governance related activity tasks and enhance sustainability through ongoing institutional links.  Similarly, tasks associated with the design, monitoring and management of aid activities may be in many cases provided more effectively and at a lower cost by AusAID staff than by commercial contractors.

Decisions on the use of administered funding are informed by Government policy including consideration of aid effectiveness and value for money.  The agency’s Chief Executive’s Instructions set out in detail the appropriate delegations and authorisations required which are themselves regularly checked and audited to ensure adherence. AusAID management has responsibility for ensuring that the approval for and expenditure of departmental and administered funds is in accordance with relevant policy and instructions.
	Topic: AusAID Accommodation


Question 8
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Public Works Committee (November 2005) was informed by AusAID that the total cost of fit–out for London Circuit was for $9.5 million. The Senate Estimates Committee (February 2007) was informed that total fit–out cost is $13.65 million due to IT costs. 
a. Please provide a break down and explanation of the costs associated with the IT fit–out

b. How many IT contractors are there now? 
c. How many IT contractors were there in 2004?

Answer

a. The IT fit out costs are as follows:

	Item
	$

	Communication services and secure network data cabling 
	1,012,254

	Electrical computer services
	68,000

	Specialist air conditioning for the computer room
	381,000

	Computer room infrastructure
	390,000

	Audio visual equipment
	275,000

	Secret rated security system required for secure IT network
	30,000

	Specialist computer room fire services
	65,726

	Consultant fees
	200,000

	Personal computers
	1,800,000

	Total
	4,221,980


b. As of 5 March there were 52 IT contractors. 

c. In 2004 there were 30 IT contractors.

Question 9
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

The Senate Estimates Committee was informed that AusAID has 630 staff. Of this number, and at each site (London Circuit/ Allara St):

a. How many are AusAID staff? 

b. How many are contractors?

c. How many are consultants?

Answer

a)
There are approximately 654 AusAID staff in Canberra. Of this number 456 will be accommodated at London Circuit and 198 will be accommodated in Allara Street. 

b) & (c)
There are approximately 98 contractors/consultants within the figure of 654.  Of this number 22 will be accommodated at London Circuit and 76 within Allara Street. 

Question 10
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What allocation (administered/departmental) has the additional money for London Circuit come from and what cuts have needed to be made to accommodate its costs?

Answer

The funding for London Circuit was budgeted within AusAID’s departmental appropriation.

Question 11
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What allocation (administered/departmental) has the money for the Allara St building come from, and what cuts have needed to be made to accommodate its costs?

Answer

The funding for Allara Street was budgeted within the departmental and administered appropriations.

Question 12
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Will there be a reduction in the number of staff located in London Circuit from the numbers previously planned?

Answer

No reduction in staff numbers is planned for London Circuit in the immediate future.

Question 13
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

In November 2005 (at the time of the Public Works Committee report) the increase in the aid program had been announced, and work on the White Paper was already underway. Why was this not taken into consideration in planning for the AusAID accommodation?

Answer

The accommodation planning commenced in November 2004 with preliminary design of the building being some 12 months before the Government’s announcement to increase the Aid Program.

In November 2005 only preparatory work had commenced on the White Paper with little known impact on staffing and contractor numbers.

AusAID staff numbers were predicted at the time of the Parliamentary Committee on Public Works hearing to be 505 full time staff and London Circuit will provide office space for 527 staff.

Question 14
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Does AusAID have/plan to have any other accommodation in Canberra?

Answer: No.

Question 15
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Hogg asked Hansard FAD&T page 93

In relation to AusAID’s leasing of a premises in Allara Street:
a. When was the decision taken to seek the lease for the Allara Street building?
b. Who made that decision?

c. Has the Minister ticked off on that decision?

d. Is it in the forward budget at any stage?

Answer
a. The decision to seek a lease for Allara Street was made on 

29 June 2006.

b. The decision was made by AusAID’s Senior Management.

c. This is an administrative delegation which does not involve the Minister.
d. Costs associated with the Allara Street lease are included in the forward estimates.

	Topic: Contracts


Question 16
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What percentage of the AusAID budget expenditure is managed by AMCs? Provide figures since 2000-2001 to date.

Answer

Managing contractors are able to directly access approximately 45% of the aid program which primarily represents bilateral program funding. Australian aid is now untied and AMCs must compete with international firms and firms from developing countries for these aid contracts. The remaining proportion of the aid program is provided to Humanitarian, Emergency and Refugee Programs, Multilaterals, UN, Commonwealth and Other International Organisations and Other Government Departments.  

Question 17
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

The Government Contracts website is not user-friendly and does not provide adequate contract information, hence please provide details of contracts (project and amount) awarded to AMCs since 2000-2001 to date?

Answer

Details of contracts (project and amount) awarded to AMCs since 2000-2001 to date is publicly available information.  In accordance with Australian Government publishing obligations this information can be viewed at http://www.contracts.gov.au by following the steps outlined below:

1. Select Public Users

2. Select Contracts Search

3. Enter information for each financial year in the ‘contract date from’ and ‘contract date to’ fields

4. Select AusAID from the Agency/Department drop down menu

5. Click on the Display Search Contract Results button

The following help desk facility is also available to assist users: 

AusTender Help Desk
Australian Government Information Management Office
Phone: 1300 651 698
Email: support@contracts.gov.au
Question 18
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Please provide details of the following contracts:

	Contract number
	Description

	1608512
	Institutional and Governance Advisor

	1613726
	RAMSI Public Affairs Officer Service Order

	1623074
	Deployee Services Period Offer PNG: ECP – SNS -AusAID

	1625858
	Interim RAMSI Security Officer

	1633086
	Interim CTA position

	1633108
	Leadership Code Commission Investigations Manager

	1633109
	Ombudsman’s Office Investigations Manager


Answer

AusAID has understood the ‘details’ requested to include:  contractor name; duration of contract; value of contract and description of contract. (See Attachment A)
Question 19
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Does AusAID foresee any changes in its contracting policy as a result of the White Paper?

Answer
The most visible change in AusAID’s contracting policy comes as a result of the decision to untie Australia’s overseas aid.  Untying has seen the removal of eligibility criteria which previously placed restrictions on who could tender for AusAID contracts. Untying has also resulted in some changes to AusAID’s procurement processes, particularly as the number of international tenderers and bids from developing countries grows.  For example, increasing numbers of tenderers briefings and tender assessment panels are being conducted in the country which the activity will be implemented rather than in Australia.  AusAID’s contracting policy continues to conform to the requirements of the Commonwealth Procurement Guidelines. 
	Topic: Country Strategies


Question 20
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Please provide a status report on how Country Strategies are to be strengthened and what the processes are? 

Answer

Country strategies will be upgraded by:

· encompassing the broader Australian ODA effort including that delivered by agencies other than AusAID.

· strengthening selectivity.

· providing a more rigorous performance framework.

· agreeing with partners, performance frameworks that link additional allocations to mutually agreed performance criteria.
Country strategies will be assessed by the Office of Development Effectiveness based on four criteria: review of past assistance and incorporation of lessons learnt (with ODE leading reviews of major country strategies); the adequacy of the strategy development process; consistency with the White Paper and the adequacy of the country strategy performance framework.  Major country strategies will also be considered by the Development Effectiveness Steering Committee prior to their submission to the Minister for Foreign Affairs.   
Question 21
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Please provide a status report on the actual Country Strategies. 

Answer

Status of Country Program Strategies

	COUNTRY/REGIONAL PROGRAM
	STATUS OF PROGRAM STRATEGY as at 28 February 2007

	Africa
	Current

	Asia Regional
	Current

	Cambodia
	Current

	China 
	Current

	East Timor
	Under development

	Fiji
	Under development

	Indonesia
	Current

	Kiribati
	Under development

	Laos
	Current

	Mekong sub-regional
	Under development

	Middle East
	Current

	Nauru
	Under development

	Pacific Regional
	Current

	Philippines
	Under development

	PNG
	Current

	Samoa
	Under development

	Solomon Islands
	Current

	South Asia Regional
	Current

	Vanuatu
	Current

	Vietnam
	Current


Question 22
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

How many Country Strategies are “post White Paper” and how many are have not yet been updated?

Answer

Country strategies are being upgraded over a three year period. The current schedule for the release of new upgraded country strategies for major partners is as follows:

2007
Philippines, Indonesia, East Timor, Vietnam, Fiji, Asia Regional, South Asia Regional. 

2008
Cambodia, Solomon Islands, Laos, Africa, Pacific Regional

2009
China, Vanuatu 

The PNG country strategy was upgraded in 2006 consistent with the directions of the White Paper.  A mid term review of the PNG strategy is scheduled for 2008.
Question 23
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Does every country have a Country Strategy? Are they available on the web site?

Answer

New and upgraded country strategies will be made public with the first on the Philippines due for release shortly. Country strategies available on the AusAID web-site include PNG, Indonesia, South Asia, Cambodia, China, Laos, Philippines, Vietnam, Pacific Regional, Solomon Islands, Vanuatu and Middle East. The status of country strategies is outlined in answer to Q21.
Question 24
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

a. Provide details of the type of analysis and ideas that were in the strategies for key countries that have undergone serious problems in the last couple of years e.g. Fiji, East Timor, Tonga, Solomon Islands and others.
b. Did these Country Strategies help identify actions to mitigate the risks of state collapse or security crises?
c. Are these Country Strategies being revised?
d. Will new Country Strategies be better at this? If so, how?

Answer
a-b. Analysis underpinning country strategy development integrates economic, political, security and development factors pertinent to a given country’s context.  Strategies take into account an analysis of poverty and partner governments’ or communities’ capacity to sustain solutions in the long-term.  Strategies focus on long-term sustainability through capacity building, alignment of assistance with local priorities and systems and improved coordination with other donor activities.  Australia’s approach draws on the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness and the OECD Development Assistance Committee (DAC) Principles for Good International Engagement in Fragile States. 

Country program strategies incorporate risk management strategies and the principle of “do no harm” to address potential drivers of conflict, such as inequality in social, political and economic opportunity and access to basic services.  
c. Yes.  

d. As stipulated in the White Paper on Australian Aid, country strategies will be upgraded to give greater prominence to performance outcomes and provide a single framework for whole –of-government efforts.

	Topic: DAC Sector Codes


Question 25
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Hogg asked Hansard FAD&T page 85

(a)
Can AusAID supply us with the details of all the water and sanitation projects with each country, the DAC sector codes and the amount disbursed in 2005-06?

(b)
Can AusAID supply us with the details of all health projects with each country, the DAC sector codes and the amount disbursed in 2005-06?

(c)
Can AusAID supply us with the details of all the education projects with each country, the DAC sector codes and the amount disbursed in 2005-06?

Answer

Attachment B provides the details requested for Australian Government aid expenditure in 2005/06 in the areas of water and sanitation, health and education. It includes both aid expenditure by AusAID and by other Australian official sector agencies. Education figures include expenditure on Scholarships and Training.  Note that 2005/06 figures remain provisional.

Attachment C provides country by country totals for these expenditures. 

Question 26
Outcome 1: Output 1.1
Senator Hogg asked Hansard FAD&T page 85

Please provide a breakdown of other Government departments’ ODA contributions for the past financial year?
Answer

See Attachment D
	Topic: Grants


Question 27
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Ludwig asked in writing:

With regard to all grants allocated by the department/agency from 1 January 2002, could a table detailing the following information be provided:
a. The name of the grant program
b. The name of the grant recipient
c. The ABN of the grant recipient (where available)
d. The amount awarded
e. The date the grant was awarded
f. The state of the grant recipient
g. The postcode of the grant recipient.

Answer
The Australian Government Solicitor defines Grants as being:

· Conditional gifts from the Crown; that

· [Do] not involve an agreement between the parties.

While the Australian Government’s aid program, AusAID, has an active engagement with Australian non-government organisations, all funding interactions are governed by virtue of a contract with legally enforceable acquittal, audit and reporting obligations.  AusAID does not provide Grants.

	Topic: Loans


Question 28
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

According to the 2006 EFIC Annual Report, EFIC has the following outstanding claims on the Indonesian and Philippine Governments:

· Indonesia: $1,159 million (1,130 National Interest Account, 31.8 Commercial Interest Account) 

· Philippines: $184.8 million (71.1 National Interest Account, 113.7 Commercial Interest Account) 

Can the minister’s representative please provide the Senate with the following details about the loans from which these outstanding claims are based. 

a. Who were the contracting parties? From the Australian side, please name the Australian Commercial company involved and also any Australian Government Departments that were involved in contracting the loan (EFIC, DFAT, AusAID, Treasury). From the overseas side, please name all contracting parties including private contractors and government departments.

b. Please specify the value of each of the original loan agreements. Also, of those loans from the National Interest Account that were contracted as part of the DIFF program, please specify how much in the form of AusAID grants were given as part of those agreements.

c. What were the loans for? Please detail what goods/services were offered to the foreign partner as part of the transaction.

d. In each case, please specify whether the loans have been rescheduled or not, and if so, when and under what terms

Answer: Question transferred to the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

	Topic: Monitoring Use of Water in Departments and Agencies


Question 29
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

Is there any requirement to provide details of how much water is used and how much water is saved in the annual reports of each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer: No
Question 30
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

Is water usage monitored for each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer: No
Question 31
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

What is the water usage for each department and agency in the Minister's portfolio?

Answer

AusAID leases its Canberra premises and this information is unavailable from the Landlord.

Question 32
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

For each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio, can information be provided on whether dual flush toilets are in place in the buildings they occupy?

Answer
All toilets within AusAID’s leased space at 62 Northbourne Ave are fitted with dual flush mechanisms.
	Topic: Multilaterals


Question 33
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Table 18 of the “Green Book, Statistical Summary 2004–2005” provides information about Australia’s international development cooperation through multilateral and regional organisations. 

a. Please provide updated figures for 2005–2006, and projected figures for 2006–2007.
b. Please provide details of multilaterals and regional organisations for which Australia is not achieving quota.

Answer
a. Table 18 of the Green Book, Statistical Summary for 2005-06 will not be finalised before July 2007. Given the work required to collate and calculate the level of detail required for the Statistical Summary, it is normally over 12 months after the conclusion of the financial year that it is produced. Information currently available for 2005-2006 and 2006-2007, in relation to Australia's international development cooperation through multilateral and regional organisations, can be found in Table 6 of Australia’s Overseas Aid Program 2006-07 Budget Statement.
b. There is no international consensus on what would constitute a country’s “fair share” of the burden for each of the multilateral and regional organisations Australia is funding. The White Paper on Australia’s Aid Program states that “the level of support for multilateral agencies will be based on their relevance to the priorities of this White Paper, whether their focus includes the Asia–Pacific region, and their continued effective performance within the region”.

	Topic: Opinion Polls/Market Research


Question 34
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

What sum was spent on opinion polls, focus groups or market research in 2006 by each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer: Nil ($0)

Question 35
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

Will the Ministers provide a list of the opinion polls, focus groups, or market research agencies what are used by department and agencies in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer: In previous years, AusAID has contracted Colmar Brunton Social Research.
Question 36
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

How much of the opinion polls, focus groups or market research expenditure of agencies or departments was conducted at the request of the Minister’s office?

Answer: Nil

Question 37
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

What benefit-cost assessments have been done which assess the returns from opinion polls, focus groups of market research?

Answer: None
	Topic: ODE


Question 38
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

In absence of the ARDE to date, please provide an explanation of the performance information being used to inform decisions about the budget process and progress made on the new initiatives outlined in the White Paper to meet the Prime Minister’s commitment to increase the aid budget.

Answer

Existing performance information, including that presented in the Annual Report and from other sources, as well as analyses on emerging development challenges, is helping to inform decisions on the aid budget. Extensive review of the aid program’s performance was also undertaken as part of the Core Group Recommendations Reports for a White Paper on Australia’s aid program  and companion volume (December 2005).  Detail on progress made on the new initiatives outlined in the White Paper to meet the Prime Minister’s commitment to increase the aid budget is subject to budget-in-confidence provisions. 
Question 39
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Please provide explanation of the process/criteria to be used to decide on an increase in the aid budget based on the effectiveness of the aid program this financial year.

Answer

The aid program is subject to continuing performance assessment such as that outlined in the Annual Report.  The program has been subject to significant review over the past eighteen months, culminating in the release of the White Paper in April last year.  The Core Group Recommendations Report (December 2005), led by Professor Ron Duncan of the University of the South Pacific, found that Australia has a strong and relevant aid program.  Further, aid budget increases will need to pass stringent budgetary processes including consideration of their potential effectiveness by the Office of Development Effectiveness and the Development Effectiveness Steering Committee.
Question 40
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What is the evidence base for planning new initiatives if there is no ARDE?

Answer

New initiatives will draw on a range of information sources in their development.  This will include existing performance information and review, dedicated analysis and research as well as international experience. 
Question 41
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

In the White Paper foreword, the Minister for Foreign Affairs stated:

“I am committed to ensuring that Australian taxpayers know whether their aid program is working. The White Paper outlines strategies on how we will go about this, including through the publication of an Annual Review of Development Effectiveness”

There is currently limited information available on the AusAID internet, how are the Australian taxpayers informed?

Answer
The Minister for Foreign Affairs tables a statement on the aid program at budget time each year and further information on the aid program and its management is contained in AusAID’s Annual Report.  During the development of the White Paper last year, all major analyses, including the Core Group Recommendations Reports for a White Paper on Australia’s aid program  and companion volume (December 2005) were made public, as were summaries of all major public discussions and responses to the major issues raised.  The AusAID webpage is consistently kept up to date with reports and news releases and there is a dedicated link to the Office of Development Effectiveness with reviews, strategies and program information.  The Government will also produce an Annual Review of Development Effectiveness as part of its commitment to enhancing the transparency of the aid program. 
	Topic: Recruitment Agency Spending


Question 42
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

What sum was spent on recruitment agencies in 2006 by each department and agency in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer: $260,494.29

Question 43
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

Will the Minister provide a list of the recruitment agencies which are used by the department and agencies in the Minister’s portfolio?

Answer

Hays Personnel Services

Recruitment Management Company

Patriot Alliance

Careers Unlimited

Question 44
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

What functions do recruitment agencies perform for departments and what would be the likely impact on departmental outcomes from reduction in recruitment spending on external agencies?

Answer

a. The recruitment agencies: 

· provided  temporary staff at short notice

· provided scribe services for recruitment exercises (including recording of interviews, writing of selection reports, arranging interview times and organizing referee reports).

b. Reduction of spending on recruitment agencies would slow AusAID’s recruitment exercises.

Question 45
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Wong asked in writing:

What benefit-cost assessments have been done which benchmark internal recruitment processes and/ or on utilising on line recruitment portals?

Answer: None
	Topic: White Paper


Question 46
Outcome 1: Output 1.1

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Provide details/status report on the progress made in implementing the strategies of the White Paper

Answer
As stated in the White Paper, 2006/07 is predominantly a year of preparation and program development.  Major White Paper implementation will occur in 2007/08 and beyond. In order to effectively deliver on the broader policy outlined in the White Paper, AusAID has been developing sectoral, regional and country level strategies during 2006-07. These strategies provide the overall policy and implementation framework for Australia’s aid program in any given country or sector.

AusAID’s new Health policy was launched in August 2006 and its Gender and Anti-Corruption policies were launched in March 2007. The Education policy has been completed and will be launched in late May. Work is well advanced on an Environment Strategy, which will be released later this year. A rolling program for country strategy review and development has been formulated with strategies for the Philippines, East Timor and Indonesia to be released during 2007. 

The Office of Development Effectiveness (ODE) has been established to ensure effective implementation of the White Paper.  The ODE has been closely involved in reviewing and developing country strategies and has developed a program of sectoral and issue specific reviews to ensure consistency and quality across the program.  

The Development Effectiveness Steering Committee, including the Director General of AusAID, deputy secretaries of the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet, the Treasury, Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and Department of Finance and Administration, has met on five occasions to consider and comment on all major new policies and strategies. 
	Topic: Australia-Pacific Technical College


Question 47
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Carr asked in writing:

Can you please provide an update to the answers provided in answer to my question on notice on the Australia-Pacific Technical College from the November 2006 round of Senate Estimates?

Question A

a. In answer to QON 50 from the last round of Estimates, you said that, by October, it was expected that you would have received from the design teams recommendations on a number of aspects of the proposed Pacific Technical College.

b. Have you received those recommendations?

c. Can you inform the Committee of the detail of the recommendations? Can we have a copy of any relevant reports?

d. If you have not yet received the recommendations, when do you expect to do so?

Answer

a. This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.

b. Yes

c. The recommendations contained in the designs submitted by the Registered Training Organisations were subject to external independent appraisal and to an AusAID peer review process. They are currently being discussed with partner governments prior to being finalised.

d. See c. above

Question B

In the light of recent events in the Pacific involving Australia’s relations with certain Pacific countries, has AusAID or DFAT held further talks with the Governments of those countries about their ongoing support for the College? Have any countries expressed a desire not to participate in the project, or to scale down their participation? What countries?  What reasons have they given?

Answer

a. Yes

b. No

Question C

a. In answer to QON 51 from the last round, AusAID referred to planned consultations with Australian and Pacific industry associations, companies and education and training providers. Can you provide a list of those consulted so far?

b. Which public education institutions and private providers have been identified as potentially involved in partnerships in the initiative?

c. Can you provide the Committee with copies of reports or other documents associated with the “qualitative and quantitative analysis” of priority demand in the Australian and Pacific labour markets, as referred to in QON 51?

d. Can you provide a copy of the reports and/or other relevant documents outlining the findings of the “qualitative research” you commissioned from the University of the South Pacific on skill shortages in the Pacific?

e. Have you determined the detail of the advisory boards you plan to establish to oversee and monitor the performance of the College? Please provide details. How will these bodies be funded and by whom?

Answer

a. Consultation lists will be included in the publicly released documents.

b. Public institutions identified for potential involvement include Vanuatu Institute of Technology; Fiji Institute of Technology; The National University of Samoa – Institute of Technology; Port Moresby Technical College and the Training and Productivity Authority of Fiji. Private providers identified for potential involvement include Papua New Guinea Sustainable Development Program; Hastings Deering (Port Moresby); Ela Motors Port Moresby; Fiji Gas and Asco Motors Suva.

c. This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.

d. See c. above

e. No

Question D

a. Can you provide details of the costings behind the Prime Minister’s announcement that $149.5m would be provided for the Australia-Pacific Technical College over four years? How will that money be spent?

b. What additional funds will be required, and for what purposes? Where will this money come from?

c. What contributions will Pacific governments be making- either in cash or in kind? Please provide details as they become available.

d. Please provide details of the associated $10 million scholarship program announced by the Prime Minister. Who will administer that program, both in Australia and in the Pacific?

e. Do you have a detailed design for this scholarship program? If not, when will you have such a design? Who will produce the design? What Australian Government agencies will be involved? Will you involve the governments of Pacific countries?

f. Will you seek to augment the scholarship fund with private sector financing? How will this be sought and from whom? 

g. Have you given consideration to a deferred-payment, income-contingent scheme (similar to HECS) to augment the scholarship program, or to replace it in some ways? Have you considered leveraging private sector financing in this way? Have you considered imposing a HECS-type charge on graduates of APTC who subsequently work in Australia or – through existing HECS-related arrangements – New Zealand?

h. If so, please provide details.

Answer

a-h.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.

Question E

a. Can you provide details of the successful tenderers for the design teams for the college schools? When were those tenders let?

b. What will be the process of review that takes place before those same Registered Training Organisations are contracted to deliver the training programs?

c. Have you considered that the RTOs involved in the design phase could possibly be involved in conflicts of interest – formulating a design that they were possibly best placed to deliver? What action have you taken to avoid this situation?

d. Do you now have plans to contract out any functions of the APTC to foreign governments? What functions, and on what basis have you made this decision? Have you come to agreement with any foreign governments about this? Please provide detail.

e. Who is undertaking design of the administrative and governance arrangements for the College? Can you provide details of what has been proposed?

Answer

a-d.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006. 

e. 
The tender for the Headquarters contract was advertised on 23 March 2007. At this time, the final Headquarters design will be publicly available from the AusTender website. 

Question F

a. Can you confirm that you have decided not to locate a campus of the Australia-Pacific Technical College in the Solomon Islands?

b. Can you confirm that, previously, there had been a plan to locate a campus in that country? Can you confirm the existence of a concept planning paper that indicates that a campus was originally envisaged in the Solomon Islands?

c. Why is this no longer part of the plan?

d. Please provide the rationale for the location of all the component campuses, branches, centres and other facilities of the APTC that have so far been decided.

Answer

a-d.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006. 

Question G

a. Can you provide a copy of the “Concept Paper” produced earlier this year that outlines details as they stood at that time on the planned Australia-Technical College?

b. If this paper has been updated, altered or superseded since June 2006, can you provide copies of successive versions of this paper, or of whatever replaced it?

Answer

a-b.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006. 

Question H

a. Can you provide copies of the specialist technical papers that were commissioned in association with the planned Australia-Pacific Technical College, including, but not limited to, those dealing with the following topics:

1. Occupations in demand in the Pacific and Australia;

2. The migration regimes of the Pacific and Australia (or of Australia); and

3. The vocational and technical education sectors of Australia and the Pacific?

b. Can you provide reports on consultations undertaken in Australia, Fiji, Samoa, PNG, Vanuatu and Solomon Islands with government, industry and service providers on issues relevant to the establishment of the College?

Answer

a. This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.

b. Following consultations in PNG, Samoa, Vanuatu and Fiji in February 2007, AusAID is well positioned to progress implementation of the Australia-Pacific Technical College with students expected to commence training courses in July. Consultations with key stakeholders elicited continued strong support for the APTC in PNG, Samoa, Vanuatu and Fiji.

Question I

a. Are you aware of concerns among stakeholders in the Pacific that the Australia-Pacific Technical College could undermine the viability or standing of existing institutions? Are you aware of concerns that the APTC might be perceived as elitist, or as producing graduates solely for emigration?

b. What measures have you taken to allay those concerns?

Answer

a-b.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.

Question J

a. What problems have you identified in providing training through the APTC in the traditional trades?

b. What are the financial and other constraints in the area of infrastructure provision in this regard?

c. How do you propose to address these problems?

d. If you do not propose to invest heavily in fixed infrastructure assets in order to provide this type of training, how will this training be provided? How will you meet equipment and workshop requirements?

e. How will you involve local industry and how do you propose to ensure that appropriate quality and standards are maintained? 

f. How will quality and standards be monitored? 

g. How will costs be contained?

h. What will be the extent of the Australian Government’s investment in infrastructure and equipment for traditional trade training?

Answer

a-h.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.
Question K

1. You have identified several industry sectors and occupations in which it is proposed to provide training. In which areas and trades is it proposed that training to Australian Certificate IV – tradesperson level - will be provided? 

a. In which areas and occupations is it planned to provide training to Certificate III only?

b. What is the rationale for providing training only to Certificate III in some areas and occupations?

c. Have you identified a need for vocational graduates at Certificate IV level in these areas in Pacific Island countries? Is there a need in Pacific island countries for Certificate IV graduates in:

· Automotive trades;

· Manufacturing and engineering trades;

· Hairdressing; and

· Food processing?

d. If you have concluded that there are no such needs, can you provide the reasons for this conclusion?

e. If you have not reached such a conclusion, or have reached a different conclusion, can you explain why it is not proposed to provide training to this level in these occupations?

Answer

a-e.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.
Question L

a. What specific plans do you have for the delivery of structured workplace training in traditional trade areas, especially where this training may be delivered in locations remote from the training centres to be established? How will this be financed? What employer incentives will be provided?

b. What analysis have you undertaken on the administrative and other constraints applying where workplace training is provided in Australia? Please provide copies of any reports, or other relevant information.

c. How will you provide workplace training in-country where a suitable industry base is absent? What arrangements will be made, including financial arrangements?

Answer

a-c.
This question was asked and answered in the Budget Supplementary Estimates 2006-2007; November 2006.

Question M

a. What investigations have been undertaken into relevant existing regulatory regimes, testing and accreditation regimes, labour market regulations and qualifications frameworks in Pacific countries?

b. Please provide details of your findings.

Answer
a-b.
Discussions between national regulatory authorities and the Registered Training Organisations are continuing. Consultations indicate national authorities are keen to work with the APTC. Issues identified are addressed in designs currently being discussed with partner countries. 

	Topic: Bangladesh


Question 48
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

a. Why has AUSAID reneged on its promise to provide half of all CHT related scholarships to indigenous people from the Chittagong Hill Tracts, Bangladesh?
b. Was a decision to renege on this promise made after pressure from the Bangladesh government?
c. Will AUSAID or the government consider restoring its original policy to assist indigenous CHT people?

Answer
a. AusAID remains committed to the provision of Chittagong Hill Tracts (CHT) related scholarships to indigenous people from the CHT.

In June 2006, the Australian government signed an agreement with the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) to provide students from the CHT with scholarships to study in Australia. Under this scheme, Australia will provide 100 scholarships to students from the CHT over the next five years. This scholarship initiative is intended to enhance the role of CHT people in their own development.

b. In negotiations in 2006 with the Government of Bangladesh, it was agreed to provide scope for the participation of non-indigenous CHT residents in the scholarships program. The provision of development activities supporting indigenous CHT people is a matter of sensitivity to the Government of Bangladesh. A measured approach to negotiations was therefore required.
c. In more recent negotiations with the Caretaker Government of Bangladesh, a Secretary-level representative agreed to the targeting of all future scholarships to indigenous people from the CHT.

	Topic: China


Question 49
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What is the rationale for Australia’s aid to China when their aid program is as big, if not bigger than ours (especially in the context of Africa and regional Pacific)?

Answer
Australia is phasing down its aid to China as China’s circumstances improve.  But China still faces major development challenges, and its success in meeting these challenges will have significant implications for development in the broader Asia-Pacific region. It is in Australia’s national interest to continue to help China address these development challenges.  China continues to introduce significant political, social and economic reforms.  Australia’s aid program is playing a small but important, practical role in supporting these reforms, assisting China’s integration into the global economy and promoting economic stability in the region. The program is helping to build durable linkages in areas of priority mutual national interest such water resource management, communicable diseases, human rights and public sector reform. 

	Topic: East Timor


Question 50
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Audit Report No 20. 2003-2004

“Aid to East Timor, Australian Agency for International Development”


a. Please provide a status report on actions against the recommendations of the report above.

b. Given the recent problems on East Timor, did AusAID do everything it committed to back in 2003?

c. Please supply details of current activities undertaken by AusAID and coordinate response by other government departments (OGDs) in East Timor.

Answer
a. The 2003-04 ANAO Audit Report on Aid to East Timor made four recommendations relating to improving risk management for the program and for individual activities, performance management and performance information. A new Australia-East Timor Development Assistance Strategy 2007-2011 is currently being finalised. In line with directions in the Aid White Paper the performance framework is being significantly enhanced in the new Country Strategy.  Risk management and performance management have been progressively strengthened in program design processes in recent years. Program risk has been managed through a program Risk Management Plan and a Country Program Risk and Monitoring Plan.  Similarly, strengthening the specification and collection of performance information for effective program management in the East Timor program has been part of an Agency-wide drive to improve the demonstrable effectiveness of aid program activities.

b. Yes
c.

	East Timor Program

Allocation estimates by major theme
	 
	2006-07

$ millions

(estimate)

	Functioning and Effective State (including AFP $4.5m est.)
	 
	11.86

	 
	
	

	Economic Development and Management
	
	16.55

	 
	
	

	Delivery of Basic Services
	
	8.00

	 
	
	

	 ET program sub-total
	
	36.41

	
	 
	

	Estimated other ODA expenditure, 
	sub-total
	7.00

	including volunteers ($1.5m) and other Govt Departments (3.5m)*
	
	

	 
	 
	

	TOTAL AUST GOVERNMENT ODA
	
	43.41


*Does not include Australian Federal Police spending which is recorded against Functioning and Effective State

	Topic: Environment


Question 51
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

How much money has been spent on projects which have an impact on climate change? Provide details.

Answer

Since FY2001-02 Australia’s aid program has spent the following amounts on initiatives that either have explicit climate change adaptation or mitigation objectives (“Direct” column below) or are likely to yield significant adaptation or mitigation benefits (“Indirect” column below).  The latter category includes flood control, disaster preparedness and renewable energy initiatives.

	
	Direct
	Indirect
	Total

	2001-02
	$4,054,205
	$9,185,240
	$13,239,445

	2002-03
	$6,477,137
	$18,977,007
	$25,454,144

	2003-04
	$7,398,685
	$19,482,113
	$26,880,798

	2004-05
	$9,530,716
	$16,693,745
	$26,224,461

	2005-06
	$11,407,236
	$17,740,213
	$29,147,449


Question 52
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Is “The Australian Overseas Aid Program and the Challenge of Global Warming”, 2000, still the current policy on Environment? If not, why is it still on the website?

Answer

The document “Australian Overseas Aid program and the Challenges of Global Warming” is not an environment policy.  It is a public information document on climate change initiatives supported under the aid program.   

An environment strategy is being prepared for Australia’s aid program in line with a commitment contained in the 2006 White Paper on the Australian Government’s Overseas Aid Program.  It is expected to be finalised by mid-2007.  As indicated in the White Paper, climate change will be a key theme of the strategy, along with water management and environmental governance. 
Question 53
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

How does the environment feature in programming? 

Answer

Between 2001-02 and 2004-05, Australian government expenditure on environment-related official development assistance was $450 million.  These programs were delivered through bilateral programs and in partnership with regional and multilateral organisations.  Environmental challenges and needs are considered in country strategy development and review processes. All aid activities supported must conform with AusAID’s Environmental Management Guide and activities with potential environmental impacts may be referred to the Department of Environment and Water Resources for assessment and advice under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. 
Question 54
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What is the aid program’s performance to date on environmental issues? 

Answer

Internal AusAID and independent assessments of environment and natural resource management activities supported under bilateral programs over a considerable period of time indicate satisfactory ratings consistent with the performance of bilateral program activities in general. AusAID has consistently applied its internal safeguards to planned activities with potential environmental impacts and has complied with its obligations under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.
Question 55
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

How does the performance of these activities get measured?

Answer
The performance of project-style activities is measured by means of monitoring and evaluation systems established specifically for those activities.  Performance is measured against specified outputs both during activity implementation and following completion.  Activity completion reports include rating systems to measure performance.  More substantial activities are subject to independent evaluation upon completion.  

AusAID also uses tools such as the non-government organisation monitoring brief and multilateral assessment frameworks to assess the performance of activities or programs implemented by NGOs and multilateral organisations.

A new performance assessment framework is being developed for the aid program to implement the White Paper on Australian Aid.  This framework will allow reporting against three sets of questions: on results, quality and White Paper implementation.  From 2007 onwards reporting on the environment will be included in the new Annual Review of Development Effectiveness.
	Topic: HIV/AIDS


Question 56
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Payne asked Hansard FAD&T Page 93
Can AusAID provide an updated program of activities for the Asia-Pacific Business Coalition on HIV?

Answer

The Asia Pacific Business Coalition on HIV/AIDS (APBCHA) worked with the PNG private sector to launch the PNG Business coalition on HIV/AIDS (BAHA) in January 2007 and is currently working in partnership with the BAHA to develop a program of HIV/AIDS services. APBCHA is also guiding the establishment of business coalitions in Vietnam, Cambodia and Indonesia.  Further information is available on the APBCHA website – www.apbcha.org.
	Topic: Iraq


Question 57
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

Given that the AWB Royal Commission is now over can you answer the following questions:

a. Can AUSAID account for the 45 million in reconstruction assistance that was allocated to Agriculture programs under the management of Trevor Flugge?

b. Who are contractors, consultants, private firms, advisors and other entities who received this money? What was the a) value and b) timeframes for these allocations?

c. What evaluations have been done of this expenditure? Are they public?

d. Which of these contracts were paid in cash and who was the cash paid to? 

e. Was Charles Tapp involved in the selection of Iraq contractors and consultants and on what basis did he select Trevor Flugge, Michael Long and Darryl Hockey?

f. What was Charles Tapp’s role more broadly in relation to AusAID’s response following the invasion of Iraq?

Answer

a. The Agricultural Advisory Team had access to AUS$1.87 million. Of this $997,551 was available during the time that Trevor Flugge led the team. The remaining funds were managed directly by AusAID in Canberra and were related to activities including agriculture, governance, health, education, law and order, and policing.

b. 

	Name
	Role
	Period of Deployment
	Amount

	Sherwan Contracting
	Iraqi Builders
	Nov 2003 – Apr 2004
	US$594,669

	Al Farouq Construction
	Iraqi Builders
	Jun 2003 – Dec 2003
	US$267205

	A Towfok
	Iraqi Contractor
	Aug 2003 – Oct 2003
	US$76000

	A Juboory
	Iraqi Contractor
	Sep 2003
	US$5000

	S Majid
	Iraqi Contractor
	Sep 2003
	US$6000

	A Butrus
	Iraqi Contractor
	Sep 2003
	US$3200

	D. Stephen
	Iraqi Contractor
	Oct 2003 – Dec 2003
	US$6000

	M. Subhi
	Iraqi Contractor
	Sep 2003 – Oct 2003
	US$4240

	Future Computer and Electronics
	Iraqi Contractor
	Sep 2003 – Nov 2003
	US$10657

	YY Shebab Engineer
	Iraqi Contractor
	Sep 2003 – Oct 2003
	US$550

	Y Basim
	Iraqi Contractor
	Sep 2003
	US$2160

	Golden Computers
	Iraqi Contractor
	Nov 2003 – Feb 2004
	US$69100

	B.Dalaby
	Iraqi Scientist
	Aug 2003 – Dec 2003
	US$19193

	Dr Najafi
	Iraqi Scientist
	Dec 2003
	US$300

	K. Jaddon
	Iraqi Scientist
	Aug 2003 – Oct 2003
	US$5200

	N. Jabbar
	Iraqi Scientist
	Sep 2003
	US$2650

	Dawson Magd
	Iraqi Contractor
	Dec 2003
	US$6000

	Yasmin
	Iraqi Contractor
	Dec 2003
	US$200

	Iraqi Government
	Agricultural Institutional Strengthening Fund
	Oct 2004
	US$100,000

	TOTAL
	
	
	US$1,178,324


c. AusAID personnel inspected work progress and payments were only made against completed and up to standard work. The Ministry of Agriculture buildings were the first in Iraq to be handed back to the Government and as such Australia was congratulated by the CPA for its work.

d. All contracts detailed above, except the contribution to the Iraqi Government Agricultural Institutional Strengthening Fund, were paid in cash to the service providers, and were receipted accordingly.

e. No

f. Mr Tapp was a member of the AusAID team involved in planning and scenario development for the likely post conflict humanitarian situation.

Question 58
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

Did AusAID engage any advice before the invasion of Iraq as to how it would respond to a possible war? 

Answer: Yes

Question 59
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

a. Why were AusAID staff engaged in unloading the AWB shipment from the ship, Pearl of Fujairah, when it appears responsibility for this ship was eventually taken by the World Food program? 
b. Is this the expenditure under line Item “Food Aid Distribution” $3, 000, 000 in FY 02/03 in answer to Q 51, supplementary estimates, Nov 2006?
Answer

a. As previously answered in Question in Writing No. 5006 by Mr Kelvin Thomson, AusAID were not involved in the unloading of any AWB wheat shipments.

b. No.

Question 60
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

If 76% of the total Iraqi debt relates to claims paid out by EFIC for wheat exports, what accounts for the remaining 24%?

Answer: Question transferred to the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Question 61
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

Of the 76% of Iraq debt that was in relation to claims paid out by EFIC:

a. what is the dollar value of those claims?

b. What proportion is political risk insurance?

c. What percentage are sovereign guarantees?

d. What proportion was short term credit insurance?

Answer: Question transferred to the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Question 62
Outcome 1: Output 1.2
Senator Ray asked Hansard FAD&T Page 80

Of the money transferred into Iraq when was the Australian dollars converted into US dollars?

Answer

The initial transfer was withdrawn on 23 Jun 2003 from a bank in Kuwait in US dollars. The remaining transfers were all drawn in US dollars in Australia. This occurred during October 2003, January 2004, February 2004 and April 2004.

Question 63
Outcome 1: Output 1.2
Senator Ray asked Hansard FAD&T Page 82

What is the breakdown of the $261, 000 of reimbursable expenses paid to Mr Flugge?
Answer
To clarify the answer given to Senator Robert Ray on 15 February 2007 (FAD&T 81): When asked the amount of money AusAID paid Mr Flugge, AusAID provided the amounts of the contract limits for Mr Flugge and not the amount he was actually paid.
So while the advice to the Senate Legislative Committee was that $978,776.00 was paid to Mr Flugge ($717136 for salary and allowances; and $261,640 for airfares, accommodation, communications and reimbursables), the actual amount paid to Mr Flugge was $799,623.74 (inc GST) including $33,017.46 for reimbursables.  The breakdown of the reimbursables figure claimed by Mr Flugge is as follows:

AusAID Contract

20th May – 31st July 2003
Accommodation - $4429

Communications - $7946
1st August – 30th September 2003

Communications - $4000

1st October 2003 – 26th October 2003
Accommodation - $5014

Airfare - $586

Taxi - $86.60

27th October 2003 – 19th December 2003
Airfares - $2555
Accommodation - $3913.50

Taxi - $84
Additional other expenses - $1403.10

Total AusAID:   $30,017.20

Reimbursables whilst contracted to AusAID through SAGRIC

Accommodation - $2970.11

Parking -$30.15

Total SAGRIC: 3,000.26

Total SAGRIC: $3,000.26

+ Total AusAID: $30,017.20

Total reimbursables claimed by Mr Trevor Flugge: $33,017.46
Question 64
Outcome 1: Output 1.2
Senator Faulkner asked Hansard FAD&T Page 82

Of the 274 days Mr Flugge was contracted by AusAID, how many of these days did he spend in Iraq?

Answer: This breakdown was not recorded. 

Question 65
Outcome 1: Output 1.2
Senator Faulkner asked Hansard FAD&T Page 82

Of the additional 38 days Mr Flugge was contracted to AusAID, how many of these days did he spend in Iraq?

Answer: 19 days

	Topic: MDGs


Question 66
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

The Budget documents released last May indicated that Australia's aid budget as a percentage of gross national income (GNI) was approximately 0.3 percent.  Is that still the current figure?

Answer

The 2006-07 Expected Budget Outcome data is currently being finalised. The latest estimates will be published as part of the 2007-08 Aid Budget Statement 
Question 67
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

If our aid budget doubles to $4 billion by 2010, as announced by the Prime Minister in 2005, do you have any projections as to what percentage of our GNI that would represent?  Alternatively, to what level would our aid budget have to increase in order to reach the goal of 0.7 percent of GNI identified as a target for developed countries during the Millennium Goal Development Process?

Answer

The projections prepared by the Development Assistance Committee of the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development places Australia at 0.36% in 2010 based on the Prime Minister’s commitment. 

Question 68
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

What is AusAID's assessment of progress towards the Millennium Development Goals?  How likely is it that they will be achieved by 2015?

Answer

By international agreement, the UN and World Bank monitor progress towards the Millennium Development Goals. Their publications “The Millennium Development Goals Report 2006” and the “Global Monitoring Report on the Millennium Development Goals 2006” are the basis for assessments of progress. The reports indicate that a number of targets will be met, but progress towards others is lagging.

Question 69
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

To what extent do the Millennium Development Goals influence Australian aid policy?

Answer

Developing countries are primarily responsible for leading their own development and poverty reduction strategies, including progress towards the MDGs, based on their individual circumstances. Australia provides assistance in line with the needs and priorities of its partner countries.

As stated in Australia’s 2005 MDG Progress Report, “A Global Partnership for Development”, the Australian aid program supports the MDGs by promoting the conditions necessary for achieving progress towards the MDGs, namely supporting good governance, strengthening security and promoting broad-based economic growth. Investment in specific MDG sectors is also a core part of the aid program’s activities. For example, the Government’s multi-year $600 million HIV/AIDS commitment directly addresses the goal to halt and begin to reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS. Australia’s funding for the health sector in 2006-07 is an estimated $319 million, and funding for the education sector is an estimated $371 million.
Question 70
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Are there still only five countries that meet the UN target of ODA representing 0.7 percent of GNI?

Answer: Yes.

Question 71
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Where does Australia sit in the international ranking of ODA as a percentage of GNI?  Where are we in relation to the average level?

Answer

For the 2006 calendar year, a preliminary estimate of Australia’s ODA as a percentage of GNI was 0.30%, which ranked us 16th among DAC donor countries. This is equal to the ODA/GNI of all DAC Donors combined. 

Question 72
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Is it Australian policy that we eventually increase aid to 0.7 percent of GNI?  If so, by what date?

Answer

The Government will continue to support the UN goal of 0.7 per cent ODA/GNI as an aspiration and endeavour to maintain aid at the highest level, consistent with the needs of partner countries, our own capacity to assist and other priorities for Australian Government expenditure.

Question 73
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Please provide a detailed status report of Australia’s contribution against the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs).
Answer

For this information, please refer to Australia’s 2005 MDG Progress Report, “A Global Partnership for Development”, which outlines Australia’s contribution to achieving MDG8 and actions taken to help developing countries achieve progress towards MDGs 1 through 7.

Question 74
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

How are we monitoring our contribution to the MDGs?

Answer

The MDGs are global goals and as such, it is difficult to determine an individual country’s aid contribution to their achievement. Although the MDGs are important reference points for global development efforts, we recognise that the contribution of other players, particularly developing countries themselves, is also important.

The international consensus is that developed countries monitor their progress towards MDG8, which covers areas such as aid, trade and debt, and that developing countries monitor their own progress towards MDGs 1 through 7. As stated in the answer to question 32, Australia has produced “A Global Partnership for Development: Australia’s Contribution to Achieving the Millennium Development Goals” which reports on our progress towards achieving MDG8.

The White Paper outlines a strategic framework for how the Government plans to deliver a realistic and effective aid program over the next ten years, and the “Annual Review of Development Effectiveness” will be an important report for assessing progress in this regard.

Question 75
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Will AusAID report against Australia’s contribution to the MDGs in the Annual Report? 

Answer

No, AusAID’s Annual Report assesses AusAID’s performance against the accrual-based Performance Information Framework (PIF) outlined in the annual Portfolio Budget. 

As stated in the answer to Question 33 Australia has however produced “A Global Partnership for Development: Australia’s Contribution to Achieving the Millennium Development Goals” which reports on our progress towards achieving MDG8.  
Question 76
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

AusAID informed the Senate Estimates Committee that the MDGs will be significant part of Annual Review of Development Effectiveness. Will this include a discussion of the effectiveness of the contribution?

Answer: Yes
	Topic: Nauru


Question 77
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

The Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) for Nauru is valid until July 2007. It finalised the aid expenditure for up to June 2006, after which the program would be reviewed and expenditure for 06/07 finalised. 
Please provide the details of assistance for 2006/07, as foreshadowed in the MOU.

Answer
Australian assistance for Nauru in 2006-07 under MOU IV covers the following areas: 

· Aid coordination and development planning

· Economic development and reform and public sector management

· Food Security 

· Education 

· Health Care

· Infrastructure (utilities) reform including electricity 

· Water Security

· Capacity building in various Nauru government departments

· Logistics and support for Australian in-line officials

· Police training and infrastructure development program.

Priorities for assistance in 2006–07 were agreed in discussions held with the Government of Nauru. 
	Topic: NGOs


Question 78
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What is the status of the AusAID NGO Cooperation Program?

Answer

Under the AusAID NGO Cooperation Program AusAID partners with Accredited Australian NGOs’ who implement their own activities that directly and tangibly alleviate poverty in developing countries.  As a matching grant scheme, the Program provides three dollars from the official aid program for every eligible dollar the Accredited NGO receives from the Australian community and expends upon overseas programs.  All Accredited NGOs receive a Program allocation each year.  The Program allocation in 2006-07 was $27.5 million.
Question 79
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What will be the impact of the White Paper on NGO cooperation? 

Answer

Post-White Paper, new opportunities are opening up for Accredited NGOs to partner in areas that strengthen civil society, such as demand-led governance and anti-corruption, as part of the Building Demand for Better Governance Program.

AusAID is also expanding engagement with community organisations and Peak Bodies, focussing on selected groups whose skills or initiatives meet aid priorities.  The long-standing partnership mechanism for Accredited NGOs, the AusAID NGO Cooperation Program, will continue to be subject to our rigorous accreditation process.

Additional interaction with community groups occurs through the process of granting tax deductibility, which AusAID undertakes jointly with the Australian Taxation Office.
Question 80
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What proportion of the aid budget will be spent on the NGO Cooperation Program with the increase/doubling of funds?

Answer
The proportion of the aid budget that will be allocated to the AusAID NGO Cooperation Program is an annual appropriation and will be considered and decided as part of Budget deliberations.
	Topic: ODA


Question 81
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Do the figures that you use to calculate Australia's Official Development Assistance (ODA) as a percentage of GNI include spending on migration management and/or peacekeeping?  

Answer: Yes. 
Question 82
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Is it typical for peace-keeping related activity to be included under ODA?  

Answer

In line with DAC guidelines, the enforcement aspects of peacekeeping are not reportable as ODA. However, the net costs of conducting activities within UN-administered or UN-approved peace operations are ODA eligible. 
Question 83
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Can you please explain how migration management fulfils the spirit of development assistance?  How does migration management entail a long-term effort to build the capacity of the 'receiving' country?

Answer

In line with DAC guidelines, certain aspects of expenditure on migration management are reportable as ODA.  For example, migration management technical co operation refers to country-specific border management capacity building projects, where Department of Immigration and Citizenship (DIAC) officers assist countries to develop computer systems/improve existing systems to manage their borders. These activities focus on improving the capacity of government services in these countries. 

Question 84
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Can you provide a comparison between the proportion of our ODA that is spent on activities that improve socio-economic indicators, such as health, education, food, governance, and the like, and the proportion spent on counter-terrorism, security cooperation and 'migration management'? Are you able to provide this breakdown by year over several years, for example, ten?

Answer

	
	2000-01
	2001-02
	2002-03
	2003-04
	2004-05

	Education
	17%
	16%
	14%
	13%
	11%

	Governance*
	22%
	21%
	22%
	25%
	31%

	Health
	12%
	12%
	12%
	13%
	11%

	Infrastructure
	13%
	12%
	11%
	12%
	9%

	Other **
	22%
	27%
	29%
	27%
	30%

	Rural Development
	14%
	13%
	12%
	11%
	9%


*Includes any expenditure relating to activities such as counter-terrorism, security cooperation and migration management

**Activities that fall under ‘Other’ include humanitarian and emergency relief, NGO support, environmental initiatives, debt relief and other miscellaneous expenditure.

AusAID expenditure relating to counter-terrorism activities is provided in the response to Question 92. Questions relating to Other Government Departments’ ODA eligible counter-terrorism activities should be directed to the relevant government department/s concerned.  Security cooperation and migration management are not separately defined under the international reporting guidelines. Any expenditure relating to these activities would be found under the key sector of ‘Governance’.
Question 85
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Would it be fair to say that security cooperation and migration management represent an increasing share of our total aid budget?

Answer: No
Question 86
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

Of the approximately $156 in Overseas Development Aid spent annually through the Attorney Generals department:

a. What proportion is allocated to the Australian Federal Police? 

b. How much is allocated to: 

c. Salaries

d. Logistics

e. Overseas accommodation

Answer: Question transferred to the Attorney General’s Department.
Question 87
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

What contractors and consultants or other entities receive the remainder of the funding to the Attorney Generals Department? 

Answer: Question transferred to the Attorney General’s Department

Question 88
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

a. How many Australian Public Servants - outside of AusAID - are currently receiving ODA eligible salaries? 
b. What number are engaged as:

1. advisors

2. consultants

3. contractors

4. other? 

Answer

The total number of Australian Public Servants (not from AusAID) deployed overseas with direct AusAID assistance and receiving ODA eligible salaries is 60 long term officials broken-up as follows: 

	Category
	Number of APS

	Advisors 
	57

	Consultants
	0

	Contractors
	0

	Others
	3


Question 89
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

a. What were the projects and programs that comprised the ODA eligible expenditure on counter terrorism? In AUSAID and in other government departments over the last three financial years?
b. What contractors, consultants, public servants or other entities were engaged on these projects and in what countries?

Answer

a. The projects and programs comprising AusAID’s ODA eligible expenditure on counter-terrorism over the last three financial years are located in the table at Attachment E. Questions relating to ODA eligible CT activities should be directed to the relevant government department/s concerned.
b. The table at Attachment E provides details of contractors, consultants, public servants and other entities engaged in these project/programs and the relevant countries. 

Question 90
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What is the process for and who determines ODA eligibility for expenditure by OGDs?

Answer
ODA eligibility is governed by the internationally accepted guidance prepared by the Development Assistance Committee (DAC) of the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD).  AusAID undertakes a biannual survey process to capture actual and estimated expenditure by OGDs, which are then assessed against the DAC Directives. ODA eligibility is agreed between AusAID and the spending department following consultation.

	Topic: Pacific


Question 91
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Can we have a status report on what the aid program has been doing to strengthen governance, democracy and stability in the Pacific over the past few years and looking forward?

Answer

The White Paper on Australia’s aid program, released in April 2005, reinforced Australia’s long-term commitment to supporting growth, governance and stability in the Pacific region. The White Paper on the Australian Government's Overseas Aid Program announced new initiatives in the areas of Building Demand for Better Governance and the establishment of a Pacific Leadership Program.  Both initiatives are now well into the planning phase.

Australia’s programs engage with a broad cross-section of society including political leaders, women leaders, the media, civil society organisations and church networks.  The programs aim to improve the quality of governance and leadership by developing a larger pool of leaders and improving citizens' knowledge and expectations of government.  In addition, there is growing engagement of parliamentarians in Australia with their counterparts in the region, for example through programs run by the Centre for Democratic Institutions.
Some examples of current and planned regional and bilateral assistance include:

· Development of a Pacific Leadership Program which will support current and emerging leaders in the region to develop leadership skills. This will include leadership in the academic, social and scientific communities and business, as well as political and bureaucratic fields. 

· Scholarships for Governance program.

· The Pacific Regional Policing Initiative focusing on strengthening basic policing skills through training and other practical assistance to enhance the operational and investigative capacity of police officers.  

· The Pacific Governance Support Program which links Australian Government agencies directly with Pacific counterparts and supports regional governance approaches. 

· RAMSI Machinery of Government Program works with Solomon Islands Government officials to strengthen and reinforce the core democratic institutions.  

· Vanuatu Governance for Growth Program helps Vanuatu to directly target governance obstacles to growth and service delivery. 

Question 92
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What lessons have been drawn from the past few years, especially coups, violence etc in the Pacific and East Timor?

Answer

Australia recognises that targeted, long-term approaches are needed to strengthen states affected by conflict or poor governance. We continue to work with international donors and partner governments to draw together lessons, for example the OECD DAC Principles for Good International Engagement in Fragile States.
Question 93
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

What are the general findings of past evaluations into the Pacific, and what are the mistakes/areas for improvement? Can we fix past mistakes? 

Answer

As part of development of the Aid White Paper an analytical evaluation of development challenges in the Pacific was produced.  The paper, “Pacific Island Countries: Analytical report for the White Paper on Australia’s aid program” in the Core Group Recommendations Report for a White Paper on Australia’s aid program, is available on AusAID’s website at: 

www.ausaid.gov.au/hottopics/whitepaper/earlier/companion_report.pdf 
Question 94
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Please provide details of the Fragile States Unit, its TORs and composition, and objectives to be achieved.

Answer

The Fragile States Unit (FSU) was established as part of a new Fragile States Initiative announced by the Minister for Foreign Affairs in the 2005-06 budget.  The FSU, which was established as an inter-agency unit, is strengthening the Government’s analytical, policy and program approaches in fragile states.  The objectives of the Unit are to:

· Develop practical diagnostic, analytical, planning and implementation guidance to Australian government agencies to support programming responses in fragile states in line with the priorities of the White Paper on Australian Aid: Promoting Growth and Stability;
· Capture the experience of recent Australian whole of government engagement in fragile states, and integrate and apply the lessons from the range of perspectives and agency experiences;

· Support Australian involvement in international policy development on fragile states, and ensure that international lessons and policy developments are incorporated into Australia’s approaches in the region.

The expected outcomes of the Unit are:

· Better incorporation of development, political, security and economic issues/perspectives into Australian assistance programs and interventions in a range of countries, leading to improved aid effectiveness;

· Improved understanding within Australian agencies of the dimensions of state fragility, and effective and appropriate engagement in fragile states;

· More coherent Australian whole of government responses to the analysis of and engagement in fragile states, leading to improved effectiveness of responses;

· Improved capacity for Australia to recognise symptoms of fragility in partner countries across our region and take early action to prevent state decline;
· Australian input to the development of international strategies and guidance for engagement in fragile states.

The Unit, located within AusAID and comprising six full-time staff resources, combines expertise from AusAID, the Treasury and the Australian Federal Police (via staff secondments), as well as drawing upon advisory and research networks. A Department of Defence official was seconded to the Unit in 2006.  The Unit liaises with other agencies in its work, including the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, and Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet.

Question 95
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Payne asked Hansard FAD&T page 93

In relation to recent events in the Solomons, Tonga and Fiji specifically, what impact, if any, has that had on AusAID’s capacity to deliver projects or for their service providers to deliver projects in those countries?

Answer
The political situation in Solomon Islands, although difficult, has not changed Australia’s commitment to help the lives of the people of Solomon Islands.  Australian aid benefits Solomon Islanders across all nine provinces.  Australian funded programs continue to enjoy overwhelming community support.

While the November 2006 riots in Tonga will have a significant impact on growth and economic development, Australia’s assistance will continue to focus on good governance and public sector reform initiatives (such as improved revenue and fiscal management systems, and improved financial and human resource management in the health system), income generating opportunities (particularly in fisheries and tourism) and rural development.  AusAID’s response to the riots in Tonga has comprised three significant activities:

· provision of a two person infrastructure team which conducted a rapid assessment of the damage caused by the civil unrest; 

· funding of the majority of the clean-up of the CBD in Nuku’alofa; and

· co-funding with NZAID a $2.6 million package of assistance for business recovery in Tonga.

With regard to the December 2006 coup in Fiji, Australia's response is based on two principles:

· first, as far as possible we do not want to hurt ordinary Fijians by suspending programs that improve their welfare and economic opportunity;

· second, Australia will only suspend assistance where the actions of the military or the interim government render programs ineffective or compromise their integrity.

In accordance with these principles Australia has suspended assistance with public sector reform and support for the electoral office.  A number of activities in our law and justice sector program covering police, prisons and courts have also been suspended.

	Topic: Philippines


Question 96
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Please supply details, and coordinate response, of existing ODA and ODA eligible activities and proposed new activities, and the value of all these activities since 2004-2005.
Answer
Australia’s development cooperation program with the Philippines supports three objectives:  stronger economic governance, improved security and stability, and improved living standards for the poor in southern Philippines.  

Australian ODA to the Philippines for financial years 2004-05 (actual), 2005-06 (expected outcome) and 2006-07 (budget estimate), are set out below.  

The White Paper on the Australian Government’s Overseas Aid Program (April 2006) sets out directions for future assistance to the Philippines.

	
	2004-2005 Actual
	2005-2006 Expected Outcome
	2006-07 Budget Estimate

	Economic Governance
	8,814,264
	10,000,898
	10,398,046

	Security and Stability
	9,991,512
	11,128,455
	12,517,414

	Rural Poverty
	15,407,958
	18,085,611
	20,285,785

	Cross-cutting activities: 

· Education and training
	20,108,718
	24,169,871
	25,365,152

	· NGOs
	194,323
	209,029
	205,066

	Total
	54,516,774
	63,593,864
	68,771,462


	Topic: PNG


Question 97
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Provide details and coordinate response of ODA and ODA eligible activities currently underway in PNG under:

a. bilateral programs;

b. ECP funds

Answer

Papua New Guinea—ODA 

	
	2004‑05

Actual

$m
	2005‑06 
Expected Outcome

$m
	2006‑07 
Budget Estimate

$m

	Total ODA
	349.7
	324.3
	332.2

	Bilateral Country Program
	276.3
	284.0
	277.0

	ECP funds - Total
	51.0
	32.0
	28.1

	     AusAID
	17.8
	16.0
	23.0

	     AFP
	33.2
	16.0
	5.1

	Other ODA*
	22.4
	8.3
	27.1


*Includes regional programs and other government departments ODA (except ECP)

Question 98
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Also provide details of contracts awarded to AMCs for these activities

Answer

Details of contracts awarded by the Australian Agency for International Development for aid projects in Papua New Guinea are publicly available at the AusTender website (www.contracts.gov.au).  Information is also available from AusAID’s Senate Order list located on the AusAID website (www.ausaid.gov.au/business/contracts_list.cfm) which provides details of all contracts in excess of $100,000.00 in value that were current during the 2006 calendar year. However, compilation of the contract details in the form requested would require an unreasonable diversion of resources.
Question 99
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Allison asked Hansard FAD&T page 83

What support is AusAID providing to PNG in regard to contraception?

Answer

AusAID and other donors combine funding through the Health Sector Improvement Program (HSIP) to support implementation of the PNG National Department of Health Strategic Plan 2006-2008. The HSIP places a high priority on safe motherhood. 
As part of the Health Sector Improvement Program, AusAID provides direct support to the PNG National Department of Health for reproductive health. In 2007 this consists of:  

· Two International Advisers (safe motherhood and health promotion);

· A local program officer to coordinate reproductive health training; and 

· Support for the clinical rotation of rural health staff to gain experience under a trained instructor.

Also through HSIP, AusAID is funding the construction of 38 Sexually Transmitted Infections (STI) Clinics throughout PNG. These clinics are specifically for the prevention, detection and treatments of STIs, including HIV, and play a significant role in overall reproductive health.

A new five-year, $25 million PNG-Australia Sexual Health Improvement Program (PASHIP) will commence in July 2007. AusAID will support seven Australian non-government organisations working in partnership with PNG organisations to prevent and treat sexually transmitted infections in high priority areas. The program will optimise the connections between HIV/AIDS and STI services.

· All PASHIP non-government organisations will promote and supply condoms as an STI prevention measure;

· Although the prevention of STIs (including HIV/AIDS) is the focus, condoms will also be promoted as a method of family planning, creating a link with reproductive health. 

In 2007, the PNG National Department of Health is using AusAID funds, through the current HIV/AIDS program, to procure 21 million male condoms for distribution through the National Aids Council Secretariat to Provincial AIDS Committees and 

non-government organisations across the country.

Through the PNG National HIV/AIDS Project (2000-2006), access to condoms was improved through the provision of 10,000 small and 500 large condom dispensers located around PNG. 
Question 100
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Allison asked Hansard FAD&T page 84

Has the PNG Government requested more assistance in regard to basic medical and health centre supplies?

Answer
Yes. The PNG National Department of Health has requested Technical Assistance to support their efforts to plan, procure and distribute medical supplies. AusAID funds: 

- an international adviser to assist the PNG National Department of Health develop and implement sound financial and procurement systems and processes; 

- a local adviser to train provinces and hospitals in Standard Operating Procedures for drugs and medical supplies; and

- four local advisers, based in regional centres, to provide technical and capacity building support to medical supply and vaccine related logistics.

	Topic: Reproductive Health


Question 101
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

Can you confirm that, under AusAID 'Family Planning Guidelines', AusAID funds are available to provide treatment for a woman post abortion but not for safe abortion even in countries where abortion is legal?  What is the policy justification for this distinction?

Answer

Yes. AusAID’s family planning guidelines reflect the consensus reached at the International Conference on Population and Development (ICPD) held in Cairo in 1994.  Paragraph 7.24 of the ICPD’s Programme of Action (POA) states that “governments should take appropriate steps to help women avoid abortion, which in no case should be promoted as a method of family planning, and in all cases provide for the humane treatment and counselling of women who have had recourse to abortion”.

Question 102
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Stott Despoja asked in writing:

a. Is Australia supportive of the International Conference on Population and Development (ICPD)?  
b. Is AusAID policy on funding abortion/post-abortion activities consistent with ICPD recommendations?

Answer

a. Yes. 

b. Yes. 
Question 103
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Fielding asked in writing:

Please provide details of all AusAID funding given to Marie Stopes International Australia for the past five years, including details of specific projects, amounts allocated for each project, time frames of each project, expected outcomes and any available project reports on completion.

Answer

In the past five years funding has been provided to Marie Stopes International Australia through the AusAID NGO Cooperation Program in 2003-04, 2004-05 and 2005-06.  The names of the project funded, the countries in which they were implemented and funding is detailed in Tables 1-3 below.  As all AusAID NGO Cooperation Program projects are annual in nature the timeframes for each project correspond with the Financial Year in which the funding is given.  The AusAID NGO Cooperation Program Annual Development Plan report detailing objectives and outputs for each of these years is at Attachments F to H.

Financial Year 2003-04

Table 1

	Country
	Project 
	Funding

	Vietnam
	Providing HIV Voluntary Counselling and Screening Testing (VCT)
	$45,191

	Kiribati
	Direct Mail Sexual Health Education Project
	$38,429

	Burma
	Social marketing of oral contraceptives to low income women in Myanmar
	$12,233

	Unspecified
	Administration/Overheads
	$10,543

	Total
	
	$106,396


Financial Year 2004-05

Table 2

	Country
	Project
	Funding

	Vietnam
	Providing HIV Voluntary Counselling and Screening Testing 
	$47,278

	Kiribati
	Direct Mail Sexual Health Education Project
	$3,78

	Unspecified
	Administration/Overheads
	$12,292

	Total
	
	$123,448


Financial Year 2005-06

Table 3

	Country
	Project
	Funding

	Vietnam
	Providing HIV Voluntary Counselling and Screening Testing 
	$48,829

	Cambodia
	Providing HIV Voluntary Counselling and Screening Testing 
	$31,160

	Kiribati
	Direct Mail Sexual Health Education Project
	$43,257

	Unspecified
	Administration/Overheads
	$13,693

	Total
	
	$136,939


Question 104
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Fielding asked in writing:

Was each project checked against the Family Planning Checklist to ensure it complied with the requirements of AusAID funding that no aid monies be provided for the provision of abortion or abortion related services?  If not, why not?  Please provide copies of each evaluation against the Family Planning Checklist.

Answer

All Australian NGOs that wish to receive funding from AusAID are required to undertake a rigorous and exacting accreditation process. This process is designed to ensure that AusAID, and the Australian public, are funding competent, effective, accountable and professional development organisations. If an NGO plans to undertake family planning activities with AusAID funding they must be assessed and accredited against three additional criteria specifically related to family planning. The family planning criteria examine an NGO’s systems, policies, procedures and personnel to ensure organisations undertaking family planning activities understand Government policy relating to family planning in development activities and have the capacity to apply the AusAID Family Planning - Guiding Principles. 
Question 105
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Fielding asked in writing:

Is the Department aware of any complaints about the activities of Marie Stopes International in other countries?  What are those complaints? Is the Department satisfied that these complaints have been resolved and if so, why?

Answer: No
	Topic: SIEV–X


Question 106
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Milne asked in writing:

Was your Department or any of its agencies informed that the location of the rescue of SIEVX survivors was reported to be 07 40 00S / 105 09 00E? If so by whom was this information provided? On what date? Please provide copies of any file notes and other documents related to this information being provided to your Department or agency.
Answer: Nil

Question 107
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Milne asked in writing:

Was your Department or any of its agencies informed of an Indonesian Police Report dated 24 October 2001 which included the location of the rescue of SIEVX survivors - ie: 07 40 00S / 105 09 00E? If so by whom was this information provided? On what date? Please provide copies of any file notes and other documents related to this information being provided to your Department or agency.
Answer: Nil

	Topic: Solomon Islands


Question 108
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

Of the $73.71 million in ODA eligible contract expenditure by GRM International in the Solomon Islands over the last three years:

a. What is the break down by year? 

b. And by project? 

Answer

The AusAID ODA eligible contract expenditure by GRM in the Solomon Islands for this period is currently approximately $78.90 million. Breakdown by year and by project is included in the table below.

	Project
	2003-04
	2004-05
	2005-06

	RAMSI Governance Support Facility
	-
	-
	$9,132,805.51

	Solomon Islands Law and Justice Sector Institutional Strengthening Project
	$15,486,157.51
	$23,569,848.97
	$30,713,958.85


Question 109
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

What is the total value of ODA eligible contracts currently managed by GRM International in this financial year?  What is the breakdown by project?

Answer

Total value of AusAID contracts currently being managed by GRM for activities in the Solomon Islands is detailed in the table below. AusAID does not hold information on contracts that GRM may have with other Australian Government agencies.

	Project
	Value of current contracts

	RAMSI Governance Support Facility
	$32,533,268.82

	RAMSI Law and Justice Sector Program
	$32,000,000.00

	Total
	$64,533,268.82


Question 110
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

What reports, evaluations conducted by URS into the status of legislation relating to land titling in the Solomon Islands can be made public?

Answer

‘Solomon Islands Institutional Strengthening of Land Administration Project (SIISLAP) Phase II, Milestone 1 Report, 2005-06’.
Question 111
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

Has the provision of assistance to the Solomon Island Ministry of lands by URS Pty LTD ever involved:

a. Drafting legislation – if so when?

b. Consultation of private firms with commercial interests in mining and forestry – if so when and by whom?

Answer

a. No, drafting of legislation is carried out by the Chief Legal Draftsman in the Office of the Attorney General.

b. Private sector representation is usually included in workshops and scoping meetings facilitated by the Project as part of the normal stakeholder consultative processes. This is by way of their representative associations, for example the Chamber of Commerce and industry bodies.

Question 112
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Provide details and coordinate response of ODA and ODA eligible activities currently underway in the Solomon Islands under:

a. bilateral programs;

b. RAMSI funds

Answer
	
	2004‑05

$m
	2005‑06 
Expected Outcome

$m
	2006‑07 
Budget Estimate

$m

	Total ODA
	179.1
	235.7
	223.0

	Bilateral Country Program
	27.5
	28.5
	28.0

	RAMSI funds - Total
	144.9
	198.4
	184.9

	     AusAID
	65.1
	70.0
	71.5

	     DFAT
	4.5
	0.0
	0.0

	     AGs/AFP
	75.3
	128.4
	113.4

	Other ODA*
	6.7
	8.8
	10.1


*Includes regional programs and other government departments ODA (except RAMSI)

Question 113
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Evans asked in writing:

Also provide details of contracts awarded to AMCs for these activities

Answer
Details of contracts awarded by the Australian Agency for International Development for aid projects in Solomon Islands are publicly available at the AusTender website (www.contracts.gov.au).  Information is also available from AusAID’s Senate Order list located on the AusAID website (www.ausaid.gov.au/business/contracts_list.cfm) which provides details of all contracts in excess of $100,000.00 in value that were current during the 2006 calendar year.  Further compilation of the contract details in the form requested would require an unreasonable diversion of resources.
	Topic: Vanuatu


Question 114
Outcome 1: Output 1.2

Senator Nettle asked in writing:

Please list all ODA eligible contracts delivered by GRM international to Vanuatu since Financial year 02/03? Including total contract value, timeframe and completion date. 

Answer
Interim phase of the Police Capacity Building Project (March 2003 to Sept 2005). The total contract value was $4,739,321.33
See AusAID answers part 2, for answer to question 115, and attachments A to H
68

