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ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Finance and Administration Portfolio

Department of Finance and Administration

Budget Estimates 2002-2003 – 29 & 30 May 2002


Question: F52

Outcome 2, Output 2.3.1

Topic: R G Casey Building

Hansard Page: 364

Senator Conroy asked: 

If a suitable tenant cannot be found who picks up the bill for the spare space?  If a suitable tenant cannot be found is there a clause that requires DFAT, the Commonwealth government or DOFA to pick up the tab for the vacant space?
Answer: 

a) Responsibility rests with the owner.

b) No.

Question: F53

Outcome 2, Output 2.1

Topic: Employment National

Hansard Page:  F&PA 370

Senator Conroy asked: 

The Minister’s press release dated 14 May and headed ‘Employment National’ makes reference to a Ferrier Hodgson report. Is the Ferrier Hodgson report available to the Committee?

Answer: 

No.  The Ferrier Hodgson report will not be made available to the Committee as it contains commercially confidential information on EN's operations and strategy that if released publicly may be prejudicial to the sale process. 

Question: F54

Outcome 2, Output 2.1

Topic: Employment National

Hansard Page:  F&PA 370

Senator Conroy asked: 

What was the total value of capital and assets provided by the Government to Employment National when it commenced operating?

Answer: 

Employment National was provided with $47.6m in capital as start-up funding in 1997-98. A further capital injection of $10.5m was provided in 1998-99, representing accrued leave entitlements for former APS employees. In 1998-99, EN paid $5.4m to the former Department of Employment, Education, Training and Youth Affairs for assets transferred to EN at the company’s commencement.  This represents a net value, in historical cost terms, of $52.7m.

Question: F55

Outcome 2, Output 2.1

Topic: Employment National

Hansard Page:  F&PA 371

Senator Conroy asked: 

Apart from the price paid by the Government for purchases of services from Employment National, what additional capital and subsidies have been provided by the Government in each of the financial years that Employment National has been operating? As I have said, I am happy for these questions to be taken on notice.

Answer: 


1997/1998
1998/1999
1999/2000
2000/2001
2001/2002

Additional Capital and operating subsidies provided by the Government to EN
nil
$10.5m
nil
nil
$27.0m

Question: F56

Outcome 2, Output 2.1

Topic: Employment National

Hansard Page:  F&PA 371

Senator Conroy asked: 

What was the operating profit or loss before abnormal items and income in each year since Employment National was established?

Answer: 


1997/1998
1998/1999
1999/2000
2000/2001

Operating profit before abnormal items
$5.2m
$82.2m
$45.9m
*

*In 2000-01, Employment National adopted the presentation and disclosure requirements of AASB1018 ‘Statement of Financial Performance’. As a result, “Abnormal Items” are not reported separately but are included “above the line” in normal expenditure. 

Question: F57

Outcome 2, Output 2.1

Topic: Employment National

Hansard Page:  F&PA 372

Senator Conroy asked: 

What is the annual cost of leases of buildings and equipment that will extend beyond the expiry dates of Employment National’s current employment services contracts?

Answer: 

EN’s employment services contracts expire on 30 June 2003. Estimates provided by EN on 30 May 2002 indicate that property liability (including make-good) from July 2003 is expected to be up to $2.6m and the total liability for equipment leases from July 2003 is approximately $0.1m. We do not expect there will be any ongoing annual property or equipment lease liabilities beyond those noted here.

Question: F58

Outcome 2, Output 2.1

Topic: Employment National

Hansard Page:  F&PA 372

Senator Conroy asked: 

Would you be able to identify those again? I am happy for you to take that on notice. You can just give us a list of the ones (EN business lines) you think are going concerns?

Answer: 

As indicated at the Committee hearings of 30 May 2002, we consider that Employment National’s Intensive Assistance, New Apprenticeship and Project Harvest businesses present reasonable sale prospects. EN also operates a commercial recruitment business division, OzJobs, which may be an attractive sale candidate.  There are, however, no limitations on what parts of the company may be sold.

Question: F59

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Printing Entitlement

Hansard Page:  F&PA 378

Senator Ray asked: 

Minister, can you assure us it was not your office that put that information (printing entitlement expenditure) out to the media on Mr Horne?

Answer: 

Yes
Question: F60

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Printing Entitlement

Hansard Page:  F&PA 378

Senator Ray asked: 

Was that information (printing entitlement expenditure by a member of the House of Representatives) transmitted anywhere outside your department?
Answer: 

Yes.  
Question: F61

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Printing Expenditure

Hansard Page:  F&PA 378

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Were any requests made of the Department at the time of tabling of the Auditor-General’s report for information (printing entitlement expenditure) about individual members or senators?

Answer: 

Yes.  

Question: F62

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Printing Entitlement

Hansard Page:  F&PA 379

Senator Ray asked: 

For the financial years 1996-97, 1997-98 and 1998-99, what was the expenditure on the printing allowance for the members for Swan, Stirling, Cowan and Canning?
Answer: 

A check of Departmental records indicates the following levels of expenditure by Members for the four electorates mentioned.

Electorate
1996/1997
1997/1998
1998/1999

Canning
$11,637.00 
$59,605.00 
$120,699.72 

Cowan
$33,619.00 
$119,116.00 
$185,175.00 

Stirling
$8,116.56 
$17,068.00 
$72,748.88 

Swan
$33,484.43 
$99,672.50 
$149,947.85 

Question: F63

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Examination of COMCAR record

Hansard Page:  F&PA 383

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Were either of the examinations of electronic records or any outcomes of the Sydney visit reported by M&PS elsewhere?

Answer: 

Yes

Question: F64

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Software Allowance

Hansard Page:  F&PA 384

Senator Ray asked: 

This year there was a change. As I understand it, members and senators can use a $1,000 software allowance for upgrades. That happened on this occasion and the member/senator was refunded. This time they were refunded not $1,000, but $909— which I just took on the chin and did not worry about. But then $91 was also put in my account, so I was wondering what was going on here. I assume GST is in there somewhere, but I just do not know where it all fits
Answer: 

As advised to the Committee on 30 May 2002 (Hansard page 384-5) the adjustment that occurred resulted from advice the Department received from the tax office.  There was a period of uncertainty when the GST was introduced as to how to apply it to the software allowance.  The Department received advice from the tax office and the adjustment – the additional $91 – was sent to all effected Senators and Members.

Question: F65

Outcome 1 – Electoral Roll, Output 110

Topic: ANAO Fraud Control Plan – Electoral Roll

Hansard Page:  F&PA 390

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Recommendation 11 is the fraud control plan one. What stage is that up to? It is a

key recommendation, isn’t it?
Answer: 

The Electoral Fraud Control Plan  is yet to be commenced however the AEC has identified it as a priority for 2002/2003.
Question: F66

Outcome 1 – Electoral Roll, Output 110

Topic: AEC Guidelines re: Frivolous Names

Hansard Page:  F&PA 395

Senator Bartlett asked: 

My questions deal with the expanded power that the Electoral Commission now has to deal with people who have unusual or frivolous names—I am not sure what the legal term is. These people can be taken off the roll or are not able to register under a particular name if it is perceived that their name is not genuine but a joke name or something like that. Firstly—and you may need to take some of this on notice—are you able to provide figures on how many people you have moved to refuse enrolment to?

Answer: 

1. Nationally to date, fifteen enrolments have been refused under the inappropriate names provisions.

2. Nationally, seven names already on the roll were removed under the transitional provisions.

Question: F67

Outcome 1 -  Electoral Roll, Output 110

Topic: Cost of AAT appeals re: Frivolous Names

Hansard Page:  F&PA 396

Senator Bartlett asked: 

Are you able to provide on notice the costs that have been incurred with the

appeals?
Answer: 

There have been two AAT appeals, both in Queensland regarding Tamara Tonite and Nigel Freemarijuana.

The costs incurred with these appeals are as follows:

1. Nigel Freemarijuana

$13,297.81

2. Tamara Tonite


$2,572.35 (however, AGS advises there 
is an additional $5000, approximately, yet to be invoiced to the AEC)

Total cost is estimated at $20,870.16

Question: F68

Outcome 1 – Electoral Roll, Output 110

Topic: AEC Guidelines re: Frivolous Names

Hansard Page:  F&PA 396

Senator Bartlett asked: 

If you could provide those guidelines, that would be good. The only issue I wanted to raise briefly is that I am aware—and I presume you are—of changes that have just been made in Queensland in the requirement for the electoral authority there to oversee or monitor party preselections. Are you aware of that change in general terms?
Answer: 

Yes.  The AEC has a copy of the Queensland legislation and is in the process of reviewing and comparing it to the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918.

The above guidelines are attached. 
Question: F69

Outcome 2, Output 2.3

Topic: Senator Heffernan’s loan to the New South Wales Liberal Party
Hansard Page:  F&PA 397

Senator Faulkner asked: 

It does not appear in the last return of the Liberal Party, but it depends of course on the date of the loan. I just wondered if you were able to assist us on that, but you are not aware of it.

Answer: 

The AEC has taken this question on board and will follow up, through its process of compliance reviews of annual returns, whether there is a need for any such amount to appear in an annual return and, if so, that the amount appears in the appropriate annual return.
Question: F70

Outcome 2, Output 2.3

Topic: 305B(2) of the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918
Hansard Page:  F&PA 398

Senator Faulkner asked: 

But I would have thought the provisions of the act here were clear. Anyway, I will

be interested in your response, and no doubt we will have an opportunity to look at that at a later stage. Would you care to take that issue in the broad on notice and come back to the committee?
Answer: 

As Senator Faulkner indicated at the Committee hearing, this is a matter on which the AEC would like to give a considered response.  In considering the issue so far, the AEC feels that it would be worthwhile seeking formal legal advice on the matter.  The AEC is, therefore, not in a position to respond to this question at this time but will do so as soon as possible.
Question: F71

Outcome 2, Output 2.3

Topic: McKell Foundation

Hansard Page:  F&PA 398

Senator Mason asked: 

Secondly, Ms Mitchell, I asked in the February estimates about whether donors to

the McKell Foundation who donate over $1,500 have been asked to lodge annual returns and you said that, if they are identified on the return as being donors, you would have sent donor returns out to them in line with the legislation. I was wondering whether Computer Associates, which I understand is a major donor to the McKell Foundation, have been asked to lodge annual returns for the financial years 1999-2000 and 2000-01?
Answer: 

No.  Letters to possible donors, of which Computer Associates may be one, listed in the McKell Foundation annual returns have yet to be despatched.  The AEC has been focussing on obtaining fully completed returns from the Foundation prior to despatching letters to possible donors.  It is expected that the letters to possible donors will be despatched shortly.
Question: F72 & F73

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Class of Air Travel

Hansard Page:  F&PA 414-415

Senator Faulkner asked: 

How many MOP(S) staffers took advantage of this ruling?
How many government staffers were able to take advantage of this in the period up to 19 February?

Answer: 

The Department’s records can identify only one instance of a MOP(S) staff member who took advantage of this travel policy between 27 September 2001 and 19 February 2002.  The staff member advised that they could not obtain an economy class seat and travelled business class.

Question: F74

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Government Staffing

Hansard Page:  F&PA 416

Senator Ray asked: 

Yes, you are right and I am right: the last time I asked for it, it was 354.4; the last time Senator Murray asked for it, you might be right, it might have been 361. Again, I ask for the staff per office like we normally get. Can we have that?
Answer: 

This question was answered at the hearing on 30 May 2002.  At the hearing Senator Ray was advised (Hansard page 416) that as at 1 May 2002 the Government staffing establishment was 365.6.   This information has not normally been prepared in advance for estimates but supplied in response to questions on notice.  The attached table detailing the distribution of the Government staffing establishment was tabled at the hearing (Hansard page 421).

As at 1 May 2002

PORTFOLIO
NAME
Principal Adviser
Senior Adviser
Media Adviser
Adviser
Assistant Adviser 
Pers Sec
EAOM
Sec Admin

TOTAL

PM
Howard
2
9
-
7.5
7
2
5.6
5

38.1

T&RS
Anderson
1
3
1
4
5
-
4
1

19

Treas
Costello
1
3
1
2
2
-
1.4
2

12.4

Trade
Vaile

2
1
3
2
1
1
-

10

Defence
Hill 

2
1
4
3
-
1
1

12

Communications
Alston

2
1
4
3
-
1
1

12

FA
Downer

2
1
4
2
1
1
-

11

Empl
Abbott

2
1
4
2

1
1

11

Immigration
Ruddock

2
2
5
2

1
3

15

Environment
Kemp

1
1
4
2

1
1

10

AG
Williams

2
2
1
2

1
2

10

Finance & Admin
Minchin

3
2
3
2
1
1
1

13

Agriculture
Truss

1
1
4
2

1
1

10

Family & Comm Serv
Vanstone

2
1
3
2

1
1

10

Ed SCI @ Train
Nelson

2
1
3
2

1
1

10

Health & Aging
Patterson

2
2
3
2

1
2

12

Ind Tour & Res
McFarlane

2
1
4
3

1
1

12

Justice and Cust
Ellison

1
1
3
-

1
1

7

Forest  & Cons
Macdonald

1
1
1
1

1
1

6

Arts & Sport
Sen Kemp

1
1
1
-

1
1

5

Small Bus & Tour
Hockey

1
1
1
1

1
1

6

Science
McGauran

1
1
1
-

1
1

5

Child &Youth Affrs
Anthony

1
1
3
-

1
1

7

Employment
Brough

1
2
1
-
1
1
1

7

SMOS
Abetz

2
2
2
-

1
2.6

9.6

Vet’s Affairs
Vale

1
1
2
1

1
1

7

Rev & Asst Treas
Coonan

2
2
1
1

1
1

8

Ageing
Andrews

1
1
3
1

1
1

8

Citizenship & Multi Affrs
Hardgrave

1
1
1
1

1
1

6

Regional Serv Territ & L Gov
Tuckey

1
1
3
1

1
1

8


TOTAL
4
57
36
85.5
52
6
38
38.6

317.1

 












Parl Secs

Principal Adviser
Senior Adviser
Media Adviser
Adviser
Assistant Adviser
Personal Sec
EOAM
Sec Admin




Kelly




1

1


2


Campbell




3

1


4


Worth




1

1


2


Troeth




1

1


2


Slipper




1

1


2


VACANT




1

1


2


Stone 




1

1


2


Entch




1

1


2


Boswell




1

1


2


Gallus




1

1


2


Bailey




1

1


2


Cameron




1

1


2















TOTAL




14

12


26
















Principal Adviser
Senior Adviser
Media Adviser
Adviser
Assistant Adviser
Personal Sec
EOAM
Sec Admin
Clerk


other
CPU
1
1



1



3


GMS

1

4
3


1

9


Whips







1
7
8


NPA




1
1



2















TOTAL
1
2

4
4
2

2
7
22


consultant









0.5


TOTALS
5
59
36
89.5
70
8
50
40.6
7
365.6

Question: F75

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Staff Travel Allowance Repayments

Hansard Page:  F&PA 418

Senator Ray asked: 

I think the question is: since 18 November, have any of those figures been affected by repayments? By all means, take that on notice.
Answer: 

This question was answered in a letter to the Committee Secretary on 31 May 2002 (copy attached).
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DEPARTMENT OF

ADMINISTRATION
Senate Estimates May 2002
Greg Smith
02 6215 2167
greg.smith@finance.gov.an

™Ms Sue Morton
Secretary

Senate Finance and Public Administration Legislation Committee
Parliament House
CANBERRA ACT 2600

Dear Ms Morton

SENATE LEGISLATION COMMITTEE — Budget Estimates Hearing of
30 May 2002

I refer to the Finance and Public Administration Committee’s hearing on 30 May 2002. At
the hearing Senator Faulkner asked a question in relation to repayments raade by Membexs of

Parliament (Staff) Act (MOP(S)) employees and the Department undertook to get back to the
Committee with a response quickly.

Senator Faulkner asked “were there any repcyments involved in relatiorn (o adjustment to
those figrres™. The figures Senator Faulkner was referring to are the figures provided earlier
in the hearing by the Special Minister of State, Senator the Hon Eric Abetz, in answer to
Senator Faulkner’s gquestion concerning the aggregate amounts of Travelling Allowance (TA)

paid to MOP(S) staff for overnight stays in Melbourne between 1 October 2001 and
18 November 2001.

The answer to Senator Faulkner’s question is that there were no repayments by staff of TA
paid for overnight stays in Melbourne between 1 October 2001 and 18 November 2001. The
figures provided at the hearing do include adjustments on acquittals post travel by staff for
such things as a change of itinerary, change of accommodation type or cancellation of the
intended staff travel by the employing Senator or Member.

Yours sincerely

A

-
dTan Mason

General Manager

Ministerial and Parliamentary Services Group

31 May 2002

King Edward Terrace, Parkes ACT = Telephone 02 6215 2222 « Facsimile 02 6215 3311 » Internct www.Gnance.gov.au




Question: F76

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Staff Travel Allowance Repayments

Hansard Page:  F&PA 418

Senator Faulkner asked: 

I would like you to tell me if there were any and, if there were, the quantum and the category of them—that is, if they were government, opposition, Australian Democrats or others.
Answer: 

This question was answered in a letter to the Committee Secretary on 31 May 2002 (copy attached).
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Greg Smith
02 6215 2167
greg.smith@finance.gov.an

™Ms Sue Morton
Secretary

Senate Finance and Public Administration Legislation Committee
Parliament House
CANBERRA ACT 2600

Dear Ms Morton

SENATE LEGISLATION COMMITTEE — Budget Estimates Hearing of
30 May 2002

I refer to the Finance and Public Administration Committee’s hearing on 30 May 2002. At
the hearing Senator Faulkner asked a question in relation to repayments raade by Membexs of

Parliament (Staff) Act (MOP(S)) employees and the Department undertook to get back to the
Committee with a response quickly.

Senator Faulkner asked “were there any repcyments involved in relatiorn (o adjustment to
those figrres™. The figures Senator Faulkner was referring to are the figures provided earlier
in the hearing by the Special Minister of State, Senator the Hon Eric Abetz, in answer to
Senator Faulkner’s gquestion concerning the aggregate amounts of Travelling Allowance (TA)

paid to MOP(S) staff for overnight stays in Melbourne between 1 October 2001 and
18 November 2001.

The answer to Senator Faulkner’s question is that there were no repayments by staff of TA
paid for overnight stays in Melbourne between 1 October 2001 and 18 November 2001. The
figures provided at the hearing do include adjustments on acquittals post travel by staff for
such things as a change of itinerary, change of accommodation type or cancellation of the
intended staff travel by the employing Senator or Member.

Yours sincerely

A

-
dTan Mason

General Manager

Ministerial and Parliamentary Services Group

31 May 2002

King Edward Terrace, Parkes ACT = Telephone 02 6215 2222 « Facsimile 02 6215 3311 » Internct www.Gnance.gov.au




Question: F77

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Government Staffing

Hansard Page:  F&PA 419

Senator Ray asked: 

When were the other three added?  - Government staffing establishment numbers.

Answer: 

The three additional positions on the establishment were added on 

3 March 2002

22 March 2002

3 May 2002

Question: F78

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff AWA Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 422

Senator Faulkner asked: 

When was the last review of AWA salaries?

Answer: 

April 2002.
Question: F79

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff AWA Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 422

Senator Faulkner asked: 

How many increases have there been for MOP(S) staff on AWAs?

Answer: 

In accordance with the Government’s policies, the introduction of Australian Workplace Agreements provided greater flexibility to devolve responsibility for the determination of salaries and conditions to the workplace level.

Australian Workplace Agreements were introduced to the MOPS workforce in December 1998.  The Agreements provided for a 4 % increase effective from July 1998 and a further 2 % in July 1999.

Subsequently, a salary setting framework for senior ministerial staff was developed to ensure consistency with overall government objectives on wage setting and to align pay increases with performance.  The framework included a system of annual performance reviews.

The inaugural annual performance review for senior ministerial staff was conducted in August 2000 using the framework approved by the Prime Minister on 26 July 2000.

The second annual performance review for senior ministerial staff was conducted in August 2001.

The third annual performance review for senior ministerial staff was brought forward from August to April 2002.

Adjustments include increases in recognition of improved individual performance or enhanced responsibilities.   In addition, adjustments are made in light of significant anomalies in remuneration for equivalent workloads across Ministers’ offices. 

Under these criteria, overall outcomes varied as did outcomes for individuals. 

In summary, for staff employed under the terms of an Australian Workplace Agreement, increases were as follows:

· The 2000 Annual Performance Review - 32 increases;

· The 2001 Annual Performance Review - 15 increases; 

· The 2002 Annual Performance Review - 55 increases.

All increases have been approved by the Prime Minister in accordance with the MOP(S) Act.

Question: F81

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 425

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Did you or your predecessor write to the then Leader of the Opposition about the reviews in 2000 and 2001?
Answer: 

No.
Question: F82

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 425

Senator Faulkner asked: 

The Opposition is not aware of any reviews from 1 July 1999 – the date of the last salary increase for Opposition staff – until the letter that you sent Mr Crean in March this year.  The Opposition was not aware of not only the reviews but also the capacity to review the AWA salary levels.  There seems to be a very serious problem of double standards applying, with a serious disadvantage applying to Opposition staff.  I assume it applies to other non-government staff, though that is an assumption so I cannot say any more.  Why did that occur?  Why have Opposition staff been so poorly treated by the Government?

Answer: 

At the Senate Estimates hearing on 20 February 2001 in response to a question by Senator Robert Ray, the Committee was advised by the then Secretary of the Department of Finance and Administration, Dr Peter Boxall, that the Leader of the Opposition is free to negotiate an AWA with members of his staff within the framework set by the Prime Minister.  In the event that he wanted to go outside that framework, he would need to approach the Prime Minister (see Hansard page F&PA 262).  Both Presiding Officers pro-actively pursued reviews for their staff during the time.

The Opposition has been given a performance review framework.  The Minister has undertaken to review this.
Question: F83

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 426

Senator Faulkner asked: 

What prompted the production of this special tabulation of salary rates for government-only MOP(S) staff?  Where did this initiative come from?

Answer: 

The table identified as Appendix 2(a) forms part of an internal working document identified as the Staff Establishment List which is produced within the Ministerial and Parliamentary Services Group of the Department of Finance.  The document is used for administrative purposes.

Question: F84

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 428

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Has the process of appointment outside the band been communicated to the Opposition?

Answer: 

A similar question was asked by Senator Robert Ray and responded to by the then Secretary of the Department of Finance and Administration, Dr Peter Boxall at the Senate Estimates hearing on 20 February 2001 (Hansard page F&PA 262).   At that hearing, the Committee was informed that should the Leader of the Opposition wish to negotiate an AWA for a senior Opposition staff member outside the framework set by the Prime Minister, the Leader of the Opposition could approach the Prime Minister for approval.
Question: F85

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 429

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Who drew up the material that was placed before the Prime Minister for his approval?  Was it done departmentally?  Was it done by M&PS or was it done elsewhere?

Answer: 

This question was answered at the hearing on 30 May 2002.  See response provided in Hansard, page 436.
Question: F86

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 434

Senator Ray asked: 

How was the decision to remove standard entry points for government staff announced?  When did the department indicate to the opposition that standard entry points for government staffers had been removed?

Answer: 

It was not necessary to announce the decision nor ‘indicate’ it to the Opposition. 

Question: F87

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MPO(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 437

Senator Ray asked: 

Where are the eight special advisers located?  Where are they classified in this table?  How many are at the top or the second top salary ranges?  I would also like to know where the 25 other personal classifications are located, which range they are in and whether they are up or down.

Answer: 

The eight special advisers are located in the following offices:

Prime Minister
Minister for Regional Services, Territories and Local Government
Minister for Family and Community Services
Treasurer
Minister for Justice and Customs
Minister for Small Business and Tourism
Minister for the Arts and Sport

Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources

Special advisers have personal classifications to reflect their particular expertise and key responsibilities.  They are paid at a level that bridges the Adviser and Senior Adviser classifications.  

Of the eight special advisers, two are paid at the top of the salary range and one is at the second level.

The 25 other personal classifications are located in the following offices:

Prime Minister
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for Transport and Regional Services
Minister for Defence (3)
Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts
Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations
Attorney-General (2)


Minister for Finance and Administration
Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry 
Minister for Family and Community Services

Minister for Health and Ageing

Minister for Regional Services, Territories and Local Government (2)
Minister for Children and Youth Affairs
Minister for Forestry and Conservation
Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs
Minister for Ageing
Minister for Justice and Customs
Special Minister of State
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Transport and Regional Services
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Health and Ageing

Cabinet Policy Unit
Government Members Secretariat


The 25 people with personal classifications are from the following ranges:

Secretary/Administrative Assistant (1)

Executive Assistant/Office Manager (5)
Senior Adviser (5)
Adviser (7)

Assistant Adviser (7)

5 are paid at a lower classification level than the position against which they are held and 20 are paid at a higher classification level.

Question: F88

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 438

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Is any special adviser being paid at a salary level below the lowest level available for a senior adviser?

Answer: 

No.
Question: F89

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 438

Senator Ray asked: 

Do we have five principal advisers being paid within that salary range?

Answer: 

No.
Question: F90

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff Salaries

Hansard Page:  F&PA 439

Senator Ray asked: 

Are any principal advisers being paid outside the salary range?  What are their names and what is their salary?

Answer: 

Four principal advisers are paid outside the salary range.  

Similar to the established practice in the Australian Public Service, it is not the practice to disclose the remuneration of employees under the Members of Parliament (Staff) Act 1984 whose terms and conditions are covered by Australian Workplace Agreements (AWAs), but to disclose the ranges applicable to classification levels.  

As previously advised to the Committee, the salary range of Principal Advisers is generally $108,000 to $130,000. Four principal advisers have salaries above that range as agreed in their AWAs.

Question: F91

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: MOP(S) Staff

Hansard Page:  F&PA 439

Senator Ray asked: 

How many staff have taken the option of cash in lieu of a private plated vehicle?

Answer: 

As at 30 May 2002, 16 staff have taken the option of cash in lieu of a private plated vehicle.
Question: F92

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: COMCAR driver training costs

Hansard Page:  F&PA 446-447

Senator Faulkner asked: 

What is the value of the contract with Transport Industries Skills Centre for motorcade training?  What was the value of the contract and period it applied for induction defensive training also conducted by Transport Industry Skills Centre?

Answer: 

A total of 78 drivers were provided with motorcade training between 3 July 2001 and 2 August 2001.  The cost of the training, provided by the Transport Industries Skills Centre at Sutton Road Queanbeyan was $57,330.

A total of 20 drivers were provided with induction and defensive driver training during two courses on 11-12 September 2001 and 26-27 September 2001.  The total cost of the training, provided by the Transport Industries Skills Centre at Sutton Road Queanbeyan was $9,080.

Question: F93

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Newsletter Entitlement

Hansard Page:  F&PA 450

Senator Ray asked: 

What? Win a BMX bike competition? That is what it is. Fill out the survey, say which way you vote, improve the database and you might win a BMX bike. Don’t tell me the taxpayers are picking that up?
Answer: 

This question was answered at the hearing on 30 May 2002.  See response provided by the Special Minister of State in Hansard, page 450.

Question: F94

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Use of Entitlements

Hansard Page:  F&PA 457

Senator Faulkner asked: 

When did the Special Minister of State write to the Hon Warren Entsch MP and when did he respond?

Answer: 

The Special Minister of State wrote to the Hon Warren Entsch MP regarding his use of entitlements on 31 October 2001.

Mr Entsch responded to this letter on 8 November 2001.

Question: F95

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Electorate Office IT Rollout

Hansard Page:  F&PA 460

Senator Forshaw asked: 

Can you tell us when they were notified, how they were notified and whether it was all done concurrently?

Answer: 

The Special Minister of State issued a circular to all Senators and Members on 4 July 2001 advising of the additional IT equipment to be provided to Electorate Offices.  The circular also advised that the Department would write to Senators and Members with further details on the roll out and to commence scheduling dates for delivery.

On 17 July 2001 the Department wrote to all Senators and Members providing more detailed information on the roll out and advising that CSC, the outsourced IT service provider for Electorate Offices, would shortly be contacting each electorate office to discuss the details of the installation.

On 21 September 2001 the Department wrote to all Senators and Members providing further information on the training on the Palm Pilot.

In addition to the above circulars CSC, as part of the roll out, was in contact with each Electorate Office prior to the equipment being delivered for installation.

Question: 
F96

Outcome 3: 
Efficiently Functioning Parliament

Output 3.1.1 
Services to Members, Senators and their staff

Topic: 
Information Technology upgrade in Electorate Offices

Hansard Page:  F&PA 461

Senator Forshaw asked: 

Can you provide us with a breakdown of the total cost of the [Electorate Office] upgrade?

Can you give us the total cost, particularly the costs of the laptops? You can give us a break up of each of the costs associated with the each of the pieces of equipment that were provided.

Answer: 

The total cost of the 2001 Electorate Office upgrade was  $4,247,170.  The cost components are as follows:







       

      $

CSC Project costs (includes purchased equipment)

2,283,059

CSC Lease costs  (in year 1)*




1,054,648

DPRS Project costs





   417,374

Licence and software costs




   492,089

   

Total







4,247,170

*  Amount pro-rated as lease costs not charged for whole of 2001-2002.


The laptops and the colour printers are provided by Computer Sciences Corporation Australia Pty Ltd on 36 month leases. The cost per month is $303.88 for each laptop and $163.30 for each colour printer. These amounts are adjusted each 6 months in accordance with the Terms and Conditions of the contract.  Such adjustments include a cost of living allowance.

The total cost of the equipment bought by Computer Sciences Corporation Australia Pty Ltd for the information technology upgrade in Electorate Offices was $749,665.14.  The breakdown of these costs is as follows:

Equipment One-Off Cost 




Item
Price
Quantity
Total

TOSH NETWORK PORT REPLICATOR
$315.00
224
$70,560.00

KINGSTON 128MB MEM-KTT-SO100
$128.59
224
$28,804.16

PALM PILOT VX
$625.00
224
$140,000.00

PALM V PORTABLE KEYBOARD
$190.00
224
$42,560.00

TOSH AUTO AIR CAR ADAPTER
No charge
224
$0

USB Cable 0.9mtr A-B Plugs
$15.00
224
$3,360.00

USB Floppy Disc Drive 
$123.00
224
$27,552.00

Lexmark Parallel Cables – 3mtrs
$14.00
224
$3,136.00

CLASSIC TOSH LEATHER CARRY BAG
No charge
224
$0

Canon BJC85 Portable Printer
$281.82
224
$63,127.68

Canon D660U Scanner
$216.36
224
$48,464.64

Seiko SPL200 Smart Label Printer
$345.00
224
$77,280.00

IBM 17" Monitor
$425.00
224
$95,200.00

MS Intellimouse - PS/2
No charge
224
$0

Ipex win 95 Keyboard – PS/2 
$60.00
224
$13,440.00

Subtotal


$613,484.48

Subtotal + 9.8% + one-off charges for spare equipment 
(Ex GST)


$681,513.76

Total (Inc GST)


$749,665.14

Question: F97

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Government Members Secretariat

Hansard Page:  F&PA 466

Senator Faulkner asked: 

(i) What are the levels of the various positions in the Government Members Secretariat?  (ii) How many staff are on AWAs?  (iii) How many of those staff has had a salary increase since 1 July 1999?  (iv) What is the percentage increase for each of those staff?  (v) What is the budget for the GMS?  (vi) Who is responsible for the management of the budget of the GMS?  (vii) Who is responsible for administering the office?  (viii) Who are the staff responsible to on a day-to-day basis?

Answer: 

(i) 1 x Senior Adviser
4 x Adviser
3 x Assistant Adviser
1 x Secretary/Administrative Assistant.

(ii) One (1).

(iii) One (1).

(iv) 2 per cent increase.

(v)
The only budget provided for the GMS is an office administration budget, which is $79,000 for the 2001/2002 Financial year.

(vi) Special Minister of State.

(vii) Chief Government Whip.

(viii) Chief Government Whip.

Question: F98

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Government Members Secretariat Travel to Melbourne

Hansard Page:  F&PA 467

Senator Faulkner asked: 

How many members of the Government Members Secretariat worked in Melbourne during the election campaign period?

Answer: 

Departmental records indicate that nine staff of the Government Members Secretariat travelled to Melbourne at various times during the period 1 October 2001 to 18 November 2001.

Question: F99

Outcome 3, Output 3.1

Topic: Staff Travel Allowance Repayments

Hansard Page:  F&PA 467

Senator Faulkner asked: 

Are you now able to say to me—and answer the question I asked before the break—whether any repayments were involved in relation to adjustments to those figures?
Answer: 

This question was answered in a letter to the Committee Secretary on 31 May 2002 (copy attached).
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ADMINISTRATION
Senate Estimates May 2002
Greg Smith
02 6215 2167
greg.smith@finance.gov.an

™Ms Sue Morton
Secretary

Senate Finance and Public Administration Legislation Committee
Parliament House
CANBERRA ACT 2600

Dear Ms Morton

SENATE LEGISLATION COMMITTEE — Budget Estimates Hearing of
30 May 2002

I refer to the Finance and Public Administration Committee’s hearing on 30 May 2002. At
the hearing Senator Faulkner asked a question in relation to repayments raade by Membexs of

Parliament (Staff) Act (MOP(S)) employees and the Department undertook to get back to the
Committee with a response quickly.

Senator Faulkner asked “were there any repcyments involved in relatiorn (o adjustment to
those figrres™. The figures Senator Faulkner was referring to are the figures provided earlier
in the hearing by the Special Minister of State, Senator the Hon Eric Abetz, in answer to
Senator Faulkner’s gquestion concerning the aggregate amounts of Travelling Allowance (TA)

paid to MOP(S) staff for overnight stays in Melbourne between 1 October 2001 and
18 November 2001.

The answer to Senator Faulkner’s question is that there were no repayments by staff of TA
paid for overnight stays in Melbourne between 1 October 2001 and 18 November 2001. The
figures provided at the hearing do include adjustments on acquittals post travel by staff for
such things as a change of itinerary, change of accommodation type or cancellation of the
intended staff travel by the employing Senator or Member.

Yours sincerely

A

-
dTan Mason

General Manager

Ministerial and Parliamentary Services Group

31 May 2002

King Edward Terrace, Parkes ACT = Telephone 02 6215 2222 « Facsimile 02 6215 3311 » Internct www.Gnance.gov.au




Question: F100

Outcome 2, Output 2.2.2

Topic: Superannuation

Hansard Page:  N/A

Senator Harradine asked:

It is now more than a year since the Senate Select Committee on Superannuation and Financial Services presented its report, recommending a change in the method of indexing Commonwealth public sector superannuation pensions.  By what date does the Government plan to provide a response for the 350,000 Commonwealth public sector members affected by the report's recommendations?

Answer:
Given the Federal Election and subsequent changes that have taken place, the Government has not yet had an opportunity to provide a comprehensive response to the recommendations made by the Committee.  The Government will submit its response to the Senate at the earliest possible opportunity.

