Senate Finance and Public Administration Legislation Committee
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Prime Minister and Cabinet Portfolio

Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet
Budget Hearings 2002-2003, 27 & 28 May 2002


Question: PM10

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic: Nuclear Tests

Hansard Page: F&PA 64

Senator Allison asked:  Gather together the documents that can be released and provide them (re nuclear tests).
The documents were tabled on 28 May 2002.

Question: PM11

Outcome 1, Output 1.1

Topic: Human embryos for medical research

Hansard Page: F&PA 65

Senator Harradine asked:  Provide technical documents re Council of Australian Governments (COAG) Communique dated 5 April 2002.

Answer: Prior to the Council of Australian Governments meeting on 5 April 2002, the Prime Minister consulted with a number of experts in the field of assisted reproductive technology as well as church leaders.  The Prime Minister then sent a letter to the other members of the Council of Australian Governments on 4 April 2002 in which he set out a position as a basis for discussion the following day on the human cloning, assisted reproductive technology and related matters agenda item.  A copy of the Prime Minister's letter which was released publicly on 4 April 2002 is attached for information. 

Question: PM12 & 13

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic: Evidence to the Senate select committee

Hansard Page: F&PA 66 & 72

Senator Faulkner asked (PM12 & PM13)  Has any conflicting or disputed evidence offered by senior public servants to the Senate select committee been drawn to the attention of a. PM&C and b. PMO? and Could a copy of the letter from Dr Hawke to Ms Halton be provided to the committee?
Answer:  A copy of the letter from Dr Hawke to Ms Halton is attached.  PM&C understands that a copy of the letter and Ms Halton's response, which was not copied to PM&C, were provided to the Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Legislation Committee. 

Question: PM23

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic: DLOs for ministers and parliamentary secretaries.

Hansard Page: F&PA 98

Senator Ray asked for a list of DLOs for ministers and parliamentary secretaries.

NUMBERS OF DEPARTMENTAL LIAISON OFFICERS AS AT 21 MAY 2002

Mr Abbott
3

Senator Abetz
1

Senator Alston
2

Mr Anderson
2

Mr Andrews
1

Mr Anthony
1

Ms Bailey
1

Senator Boswell
1

Mr Brough
1

Mr Cameron
1

Senator Campbell
1

Senator Coonan
2

Mr Costello
2

Mr Downer
3

Senator Ellison
3

Mr Entsch
1

Ms Gallus
1

Mr Hardgrave
1

Senator Hill
2

Mr Hockey
1

Mr Howard
2

Ms Kelly
0

Dr Kemp
2

Senator Kemp
1

Senator Macdonald
1

Mr Macfarlane
2

Mr McGauran
1

Senator Minchin
2

Dr Nelson
2

Senator Patterson
3

Mr Ruddock
4

Mr Slipper
2

Mrs Stone
1

Senator Troeth
1

Mr Truss
2

Mr Tuckey
1

Mr Vaile
2

Mrs Vale
2

Senator Vanstone
4

Mr Williams
2

Ms Worth
1

Question:  PM24

Outcome 1, Output 4
Topic:  Provisional liability for employees

Hansard Page: F&PA 103

In relation to the provisional liability for employees in table 3.2, page 37 of the department’s Portfolio Budget Statements 2002-03, Senator Murray asked:  

What lies behind those figures and how are they compiled in terms of numbers of people, what sorts of entitlement situations there are and are there numbers of people with excessively overdue leave provisions.  I do not need names of persons.  I obviously just want classes.

Answer: At 30 June 2001, an estimated liability for employees was calculated and budget and forward estimates were developed from that figure.  The estimated liability is based on unused annual leave for all employees and long service leave in relation to employees with more than three years service.  It is calculated using an actuarially based methodology recommended by the Department of Finance and Administration.

A staffing report used in the compilation of the estimated actual provisional liability indicates that at 30 June 2001, 77 employees of the total 383 employees, or 20% of staff, had a balance of more than two year’s accrued annual leave.

Notes:  

The department uses workforce indicators to assess the mental and physical health of its workforce.  These include regular reporting on personal leave and workplace accidents.

Question: PM25

Outcome 1

Topic:  Reconciliation process between the Commonwealth and Aboriginals

Hansard Page:  F&PA 105

Senator Faulkner asked:  Explain the reason for the significant increase from the budget estimate and the actual expenditure figures shown on page 16 of the 2000-01 Annual Report for the Reconciliation process between the Commonwealth and Aboriginals item.

Answer:  The administered item, Reconciliation process between the Commonwealth and Aboriginals, related to the activities of the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation.  The Council was established by the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation Act 1991 and as specified in section 32 of that Act, ended on 1 January 2001 (ie. prior to the establishment of the Department of Reconciliation and Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs).

The Government agreed to pay a grant of $5m to “Reconciliation Australia” in January 2001 from the Reconciliation process between the Commonwealth and Aboriginals item.  No new funding was provided, rather funding from underspends against other PM&C administered items was utilised, resulting in the expense figure of $7.710m shown in the 2000-01 Annual Report on page 16 against a budget estimate of $3.944m.

Question: PM26

Outcome 1

Topic:  Reconciliation process between the Commonwealth and Aboriginals

Hansard Page:  F&PA 105
Senator Forshaw asked:  Explain the change in the figures for Indigenous affairs litigation shown on page 16 of the 2000-01 Annual Report.

Answer: The budget estimate of $3.3m represents the full year 2000-01 estimate for Indigenous affairs litigation.  The expenditure figure of $1.889m represents expenditure up until January 2001 when the former Office of Indigenous Policy was transferred out of the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet to the Department of Reconciliation and Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs.

The balance of $1.411m was transferred as appropriation from the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet to the Department of Reconciliation and Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs.

Question: PM27

Outcome 1, Output 2.1

Topic: Tropical Health Institute

Hansard Page: F&PA 105

Senator Faulkner asked:  Is PM&C handling the proposed Tropical Health Institute campaign promise?

Answer: No

Question:  PM30

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Partnerships Against Domestic Violence Meta-Evaluation

Hansard Page: F&PA 113

Senator Crossin asked:  “Who has been involved in the evaluation and how was it undertaken”, “What method has she [the evaluator] used to evaluate?” 

Answer:  In 1998 PADV advertised by open tender and in November contracted Strategic Partners, in collaboration with the Research Centre for Gender Studies at the University of South Australia, to undertake a “meta evaluation” which, over the life of the initiative, would synthesise and analyse the outcomes and relationships between and across projects. The director of Strategic Partners with primary responsibility for the PADV meta-evaluation is Dr Tricia Szirom.  

The meta-evaluation was the subject of a bulletin produced in February 1999 which outlined key elements of its methodology.  The main purpose of the methodology is as follows:

· To document the range of activities undertaken under the Partnerships initiative, evaluate the effectiveness of the initiatives in developing new ways of preventing and responding to domestic violence, promoting good practice, and disseminating knowledge and information about domestic violence.  It will guide future development of intervention and prevention activities.  


· To inform decisions by government about future directions for national action to prevent and respond to domestic violence.  This should include the directions for further collaboration between Commonwealth, State and Territory governments. 


· To provide the means to satisfy basic accountability requirements for the overall initiatives funded by Partnerships.

Aspects of the project include: 

· Development of an evaluation framework, including a literature review of models of meta-evaluation, consultation on the overall evaluation with the evaluators of individual projects, and the creation of a discussion paper on the framework and its methodological approach.  

· Monitoring and co-ordination of all individual evaluations.

· A process evaluation, including a narrative of the whole program and its evolution.

· Conducting of workshops to identify emerging learnings from the evaluations and within the sector.

· Identification of Best Practice approaches in services across Australia.

· Analysis of data as it emerges from the various evaluations.

· Circulation of a Bulletin as part of an ongoing Communication Strategy to highlight the learnings from each of the evaluations and to ensure that there is maximum sharing of information across the projects. 

· Final analysis of all data to create the base of the meta evaluation and the creation of policy directions for future government action.
The reports of the meta-evaluation of Phase 1 of PADV are expected to be published shortly.

Question:  PM33

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  PADV Unsuccessful tenderers

Hansard Page:  F&PA 114

Senator Crossin asked:  Were the unsuccessful tenderers advised? Provide a copy of the advice provided to them

Answer: No, as at 27 May 2002 unsuccessful tenderers had not been advised. 

Procedures within the Office of the Status of Women requires that no tenderer be notified as unsuccessful until all the contracts offered had been accepted, signed and returned to the Office of the Status of Women. All contracts offered have not yet been returned to the Office of the Status of Women.

Question: PM34

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Indigenous Family Violence

Hansard Page:  F & PA 119

Senator Crossin asked:  Which aspects of PADV 2, apart from indigenous family violence [grants], have an indigenous focus in them, and how much is that in each of those areas?

Answer:  PADV 2 has an overarching brief to address the impacts of domestic violence and indigenous family violence.

Specific work on indigenous family violence under PADV2 includes the following:

The Australian Domestic and Family Violence Clearinghouse gives indigenous family violence a significant focus in its work.  It disseminates information about indigenous family violence to a wide range of stakeholders and has produced a major issues paper on the topic in 2001.  The total funding for the Clearinghouse is $1 million over four years.

A project in the key area of perpetrators of domestic violence “Indigenous approaches in urban and regional cities” will establish a national demonstration project on working with men, families and communities.  Funding for this project is $250,000.

A project in the key area of children affected by domestic violence “Developing response strategies and best practice guidelines for work with children experiencing and/or witnessing domestic violence” will focus on strategies to respond to the needs of a range of specific groups of children including indigenous children.  Funding for stage one of this project is $300,000.

Planning is underway for a major community awareness campaign to be implemented under PADV 2.  An indigenous focus will be an integral part of the campaign.

Questions: PM46-48

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic: E-mail access

Hansard Page: F&PA 154-156

Senators Faulkner and Ray asked:

46 What guidance was provided by PM&C on the question of e-mail access for Dr Wooldridge and Mr Reith?

47 Are there any controls for this access?

48 Was PM&C’s advice sought on access for Mr Fahey and Mr Reith?

The answers to these questions were contained in Ms Belcher’s letter of 5 June 2002 to Secretary of the Finance and Public Administration Legislation Committee.

Question: PM51

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic: Imperial Honours

Hansard Page: F&PA 164

Senator Murray asked:  Have there been any instances of the withdrawal of Imperial honours grated to Australian citizens?

Answer:  Yes.  Where holders of an Imperial award have been convicted of a serious criminal offence.

Question: PM52

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic:  Imperial Honours

Hansard Page:  F&PA 164

Senator Murray asked:  Provide as much information as available on the nomination of Brother Keaney; how the nomination was reviewed and the decision made.

Answer:  Brother Francis Paul Keaney, then principal of the Christian Brothers' Industrial School and Farm, Bindoon, Western Australia, was appointed a Member of the Order of the British Empire in the Coronation Honours List 1953 on the recommendation of the then Prime Minister to The Queen. 

In accordance with long-standing practice relating to the administration of Australia’s honours and awards, details of individual nominations are not made public. Details of the procedures applying to the approval and conferring of honours and awards in 1953 and other years are not held by the department. However, the published citation for the award made to Brother Keaney is held by the department. A copy of the citation is attached.

CORONOTATION HONOURS LIST 1953

Member of the Order of the British Empire

Brother Francis Paul Keaney (of Bindoon, WA)
In recognition of distinguished services rendered in the interests of school boys and youths including migrant boys from England, Scotland, Wales, Ireland and Malta. Is Principal of the Christian Brothers’ Industrial School and Farm embracing an area of 17,000 acres and known as “Boys’ Town” at Bindoon, some fifty miles from Perth, Western Australia. Brother Paul, assisted by no more than two expert tradesmen and the Bindoon boys, has been personally responsible for the construction of the administrative, educational, dormitory and refectory blocks. A new central administrative block and Senior Boys’ Dormitory is at present under construction.

Question: PM53

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic: Imperial Honours

Hansard Page: F&PA 164

Senator Murray asked:  What processes are available to have a person's award cancelled?

Answer:  The cancellation of an Imperial award may be made by The Queen having received the advice of the responsible minister.

Question: PM63-70 (excluding PM66)

Outcome 1, Output 4.2

Topic: NADC & KPMG report

Hansard Page: F&PA 201-207

Senator Ray asked (PM63)  What is the length of service of other members of the NADC Board?

Lisa Curry-Kenny
first appointed

23 Nov 2000 (expires 22 Nov 2002)

Reginald Clairs  
first appointed 
1 June 1999 (expires 20 May 2003)

Philippa Lynch   
first appointed 
11 February 2002 (expires 10 Feb 2004)

Michael Robinson  
first appointed 
24 April 2001 (expires 23 April 2003)

Majorie Turbayne 
first appointed 
20 December 1993 (expires 7 Nov 2002)

John Yu             
first appointed 
18 February 1997 (expires 7 Nov 2002)

All periods of appointment have been continuous.

Senator Ray asked (PM64)  How long is Mr Pearson’s appointment?
Mr Pearson is an ongoing employee of the Council. 

Senator Ray asked (PM65)  In the last three years, have they had a business plan?
The NADC Secretariat has located draft operating plans for 1998-1999 and 2000-2001.  A corporate plan for 2001-2005 was approved by the Board at its October 2001 meeting.  This included business plans and summary projected budget for 2001-2002.  The 2002-2003 program plans and budget were approved by the Board at its May 2002 meeting.

Senator Ray asked (PM67)  What was the reporting regime prior to the KPMG report?
A deed of grant was drawn up each financial year between the administering department (DCITA) and the NADC.  Prior to the KPMG report, in 2000-2001, the deed of grant required the provision of two reports, both to include progress and performance against the milestones and performance indicators specified in the grant deed:

· an audited grant expenditure statement for the previous year’s grant due by 30 November 2000 (first report);

· an annual report/statement of activities for the current year within 3 months of the end of the grant period (second report).  Within the same period, the NADC also provided a report to the Department certifying all funds were expended in accordance with the deed, plus an audited statement of receipts and expenditure.

2/3 of the grant was paid within 28 days of the date of the deed and the final payment within 28 days of the acceptance of the first report.

In 1998-1999 and 1999-2000 the deed of grant required the NADC to provide, within 3 months of the end of the grant period:

· an audited statement of receipts and expenditure of the grant carried out by the ANAO;

· a certificate signed by the NADC, certifying that all grant monies received were expended for approved purposes, in accordance with the agreement;

· a report on the timelines and adequacy of grant acquittals provided by recipients of grants made by the NADC.

The NADC was also required to report to the designated liaison officer in the Department as required during the grant period.

2/3 of the grant was paid within 14 days of commencement of the agreement and the remainder after receipt of the audited grant expenditure statement in relation to the grant paid for the previous financial year.

Senator Ray asked (PM68)  What did the KPMG report cost?
$29, 492.10

Senator Ray asked (PM70)  How much will the NADC be remitting to the States this year?
NADC grants to the States in 2001-02


Queensland
$41,000


NSW

$46,000


Victoria
$46,000


SA

$39,000


WA

$41,000


Tasmania
$35,000


ACT

$35,000


NT

$35,000


Total

$318,000

NADC grants to the States in 2002-03


Queensland
$42,517


NSW

$47,702


Victoria
$47,702


SA

$40,443


WA

$41,500


Tasmania
$36,295


ACT

$36,295


NT

$36,295


Total

$328,748

Senator Ray asked (PM72)  Provide breakdown of amount mentioned in annual report from the corporate sponsorship provided to states.

Of the total corporate sponsorship figure of $580,523, $215,00 was provided to the states through Australia Post sponsorship.  This was in addition to the grants made by the NADC to the States and Territories directly.


Queensland
$17,500


NSW

$95,000


Victoria
$27,500


SA

$17,500


WA

$17,500


Tasmania
$15,000


ACT

$10,000


NT

$15,000

Additional information

In addition to the questions taken on notice, the following comments clarify or enlarge on the Dpeartment’s evidence at the hearings on 28 May 2002.

At page 200 Senator Ray asked if the Council had spent about half of its money at the time the Council was moved to the portfolio of Prime Minister and Cabinet.  At the time of the transfer to this portfolio $500,000 of grant funds had been paid to the Council.  At that time however, the Council still had unexpended grants funds in its bank account.   

At page 211 Senator Ray asked about payouts to Ms Elton, the former executive director of the Council.  The Department’s response noted that she received pay and one month’s rent in lieu of notice.  Ms Elton received 3 months’ pay, in accordance with the termination clause in the letter of offer of employment to her from the Council dated 18August 1997 together with payments for her accrued leave entitlements.  She also received the month’s rent referred to at the hearing.

At page 210 Senator Faulkner asked a number of questions about the use of contractors by the Council and the process for the selection of award winners.  

In 2003 the awards for the Australian of the Year, the Young Australian of the Year and the Senior Australia of the Year will be categories of the overall Australian of the Year Awards program.  There will be State and Territory awards in each category.  Selection panels will be chaired by the local Australia Day Council with representation from the local ADC, the NADC and experts from the business, community, arts, sport, science, education and environment sectors together with major sponsers.

The National Australia Day Council and the National Director will select the National winner in each category from the State/Territory winners.

The Council will be using a contractor, Movers ‘n’ Shakers to manage the awards, from the collection and processing of public nominations to the arranging and facilitating of selection panel meetings for the State,Territory and Australian awards.  Movers ‘n’ Shakers will also be responsible for obtaining sponsorship of the awards and the conduct of the awards ceremonies.

Question:  PM73

Outcome 1, Output 4.3

Topic:  Government Communications Expenditure

Hansard Page:  F&PA 218
Senator Faulkner asked:  Provide a breakdown of the $2.8m for GCU shown on page 16 of the 2000-01 Annual Report.

Answer:  On page 64 of the 2000-01 Annual Report, $2.8m is shown as the cost of outputs for Output 4.3 – Government Communications (which includes GCU and AUSPIC).  The breakdown is:


$’000

Employee expenses
1,086

Supplier expenses
658

Corporate support and overheads
1,047

Total
2,791

Question: PM74

Outcome 1, Output 4.3

Topic: Government Advertising Expenditure through the CAS 2001

Hansard Page: F&PA 218

Senator Faulkner asked: Would you be able to provide monthly figures for campaign and non-campaign media expenditure for 2001.

Answer:  Commonwealth Government advertising placed through the Central Advertising System in the period January to December 2001 is set out in the following table.


Campaign
Non-Campaign
Total


$
$
$

January
13,796,603
1,462,606
15,259,209

February
6,139,894
2,329,501
8,469,395

March
11,782,030
2,437,239
14,219,269

April
15,286,073
2,612,605
17,898,678

May
7,458,347
2,384,504
9,842,851

June
14,014,492
4,693,607
18,708,099

July
12,742,305
2,217,899
14,960,204

August
10,289,856
2,743,914
13,033,770

September
9,312,461
2,635,679
11,948,140

October
6,729,206
2,636,641
9,365,847

November
6,796,390
2,684,618
9,481,008

December
2,999,348
2,410,417
5,409,765

Total
117,347,005
31,249,230
148,596,235

Question: PM77

Outcome 1, Output 4

Topic: PM’s web site

Hansard page:  F&PA 273

Senator Robert Ray asked:  What does it cost to outsource the maintenance of the PM’s web site?

Answer:  The maintenance of the PM’s web site is charged for on a Time and Materials basis.  For the period July 2001 to May 2002, the cost of fixes and minor enhancements made to the PM’s web site was $2,237.  

Question: PM82 – PM85

Outcome 1, Output 1.1

Topic: Southern Pacific Petroleum

Direct on Notice

Senator Carr asked: Was any advice sought from the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet before the decision to grant this money to Southern Pacific Petroleum was made? If so, what was the advice provided by the department, and did the department recommend in favour of the grant or against it?

Did the department make any recommendations in favour or against any earlier proposals in regard to Southern Pacific Petroleum’s request?

Does the department have any knowledge about the positions of any other departments on this issue?

Has the department or the Prime Minister had any communication or meetings with Southern Pacific Petroleum or their representatives concerning the company’s request for financial support?

Answer: The Department provided advice to the Prime Minister and his Office on the decision to provide assistance to Southern Pacific Petroleum on a number of occasions between March and May 2002.  In the course of developing its advice the Department consulted other relevant departments.  The content of advice provided to the Prime Minister and his Office in relation to this matter is confidential.

The company wrote to the Prime Minister to provide information on its request.  The company also wrote to the Prime Minister’s Office providing further details about the request and the nature of the Stuart Shale Oil project.  The Prime Minister’s Office has met company representatives on several occasions over the last six years to discuss a range of issues associated with the project and relevant government policy.  The Department has not had meetings with Southern Pacific Petroleum concerning its request for assistance.  The Department is not aware of any meetings between the Prime Minister and the company on this matter.

Question: PM86

Outcome 1, Output 4.1

Topic: Cabinet coordination processes

Direct on Notice

Senator Carr asked: Further to questions asked concerning new Cabinet coordination processes, on what date did the Cabinet Office and/or departments proposing Cabinet submissions stop distributing pre-circulation copies of Cabinet submissions to other departments?

Answer:  There has never been a general practice of distributing pre-circulation copies of Cabinet submissions, in draft or final form, to all departments.  See following answers on the distribution of Cabinet submissions.
Question: PM87

Outcome 1, Output 4.1

Topic: Cabinet coordination processes

Direct on Notice

Senator Carr asked: In answers to questions officers from PM&C indicated that the Cabinet coordination process had not changed at all.  Given that pre-circulation copies of submissions are no longer distributed to departments was this answer accurate?

Answer: The answers were accurate.  The recent changes to Cabinet processes did not alter the distribution of submissions, in draft or final form.  The requirements in regard to consultation on draft submissions are set out in paragraphs 4.15 and 5.1 to 5.13 of the Cabinet Handbook published in January 2000.  Paragraph 5.1 emphasises that a careful balance must be struck between a proper and adequate consultation process and strict adherence to the need-to-know principle.  Successive governments have adopted the approach of balancing consultation with confidentiality by circulating submissions, draft or final, only to departments and agencies with a need to know.  

Question: PM88

Outcome 1, Output 4.1

Topic: Cabinet coordination processes

Direct on Notice

Senator Carr asked: Can you confirm that departments are dependent on Ministerial offices advising them of submissions, should departments wish to avail themselves of the ten-day period to lodge concerns about proposals prior to the processing of Cabinet proposals?

See answers to previous questions on the circulation of submissions.

Paragraph 3.6 of the Cabinet Handbook states:  ‘As business lists are not circulated to departments, it is the responsibility of each minister’s office to advise their department of the minister’s requirement for briefing on any item.’  Paragraph 7.11 states: ‘it is for ministers to determine whether their departmental secretaries or members of their office staff need to know the contents of Cabinet documents.  These statements reflect long-standing practice (see, for example, similar statements in paragraphs  5.49 and 9.10 of the fourth edition of the Cabinet Handbook published in 1994).  The practice is not affected by the recent changes.  

In regard to the recent changes, it should be noted that the ten-day period is one of ministerial consideration.  It is available to ministers as an alternative to collective discussion in Cabinet.  Just as a department has no standing to directly voice concerns during Cabinet discussion, it has no standing in its own right to lodge concerns during the ten-day period of ministerial consideration.   

Question: PM89

Outcome 1, Output 4.1

Topic: Cabinet coordination processes

Direct on Notice

Senator Carr asked: Is it therefore not possible that submissions of concern to various departments be lodged at the Cabinet Office without individual departments being aware of their existence until after a decision has been made?

Answer: The consultation requirements set out in paragraphs 5.1 to 5.13 of the Cabinet Handbook are designed to ensure that coordination comments are obtained from all departments with a relevant interest in a submission for inclusion in the final submission.  The requirements in regard to consultation on, and circulation of, submissions have not been affected by the recent changes and, as noted in an earlier answer, similar approaches have been adopted by successive governments.  Instances of failure to consult departments with a relevant interest in line with these requirements are rare (paragraph 5.12 of the Cabinet Handbook). 

Question:  PM90

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Selection criteria for PADV Children & perpetrator projects

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What criteria are being used for selecting applicants under each of the areas of children, perpetrators and women's services?

Answer:  The selection criteria for children's projects were:

1. Demonstrated experience in researching and documenting national service systems and identifying best practice;

2. Demonstrated knowledge and understanding of domestic violence and related issues such as the impact on children;

3. High level research and communication skills;

4. Demonstrated understanding of the project brief and capacity to undertake project, including quality, clarity and thoroughness of proposed approach;

5. Demonstrated ability to meet project deadlines, including experience in providing clear well written reports in a timely manner; and

6. Value for money.

The selection criteria for two different perpetrator projects were:

— Project 1: Comparative Assessment: 

1. Quality of the proposal and the methodology 

2. Compatibility with and understanding of the Framework and Principles of PADV 2 and how these will be achieved via the project 

3. Demonstrated understanding of the range of programs and services providing interventions for people who perpetrate domestic violence

4. Highly developed research, communication and writing skills

5. Ability to engage the contribution of other players implicit in the project design, e.g. cooperation of service providers and how this would be elicited

6. Demonstrated knowledge and understanding of the range of stakeholders across jurisdictions 

7. Demonstrated understanding of issues of cultural appropriateness for indigenous communities and non-English speaking communities

8. Relevant experience in similar or related projects

9. Willingness and capacity to work in collaboration with other projects and project mentors within this funding stream 

10. Value for money and capacity to deliver on time. 

— Project 2: Integrated models

1. Quality of the proposal and methodology;

2. Knowledge and expertise relevant to policy and programs addressing domestic violence;

3. An understanding of the jurisdictional issues nationally as they relate to developing a coordinated response to working with perpetrators of domestic violence;

4. Demonstrated experience in research, consultation, information gathering and analysis, and report writing

5. Demonstrated understanding of issues of cultural appropriateness for indigenous communities and non-English speaking communities;

6. Demonstrated experience in project development and management to achieve outcomes within budget;

7. Commitment to the philosophy and principles of this funding program and in particular to the safety of women and children;

8. Willingness and capacity to work in collaboration with other projects and project mentors within this funding program 

9. Value for money.

The selection criteria for the project adviser for women's services were:

1. demonstrated capacity and experience to undertake a complex national project

2. demonstrated analytical skills and a need to work cooperatively with Project Managers of other PADV projects and with the consultant responsible for the overall evaluation of PADV;

3. demonstrated understanding of issues relating to domestic and family violence, and a demonstrated understanding of current good practice/policy developments in these areas domestically and internationally;

4. demonstrated knowledge of the full range of women’s services relevant to women and families experiencing domestic violence;

5. capacity to comply with the tender brief;

6. demonstrated ability to meet deadlines and specified milestones;

7. ability to provide clear well written reports in a timely manner;

8. expertise and experience in work relevant to the activities of the Partnerships Against Domestic Violence Taskforce an advantage;

9. value for money.

Question: PM91

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  PADV programmes

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Can you give me a breakdown of all programmes within PADV for how much has been spent on each programme?

Answer:  Expenditure for PADV 2 projects to date is:

Community awareness


$1,172,766

A Business Approach



$175,000

Indigenous Family Violence Grants

$3,661,880

Indigenous projects mentor


$217,375

Clearinghouse




$811,636

Working with perpetrators


$810,179

Children living with domestic violence
$542,055

Women’s services



$37,150

Question:  PM93

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Last funding to Indigenous Family Violence Grants programme

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Crossin asked:  I note that you announced funding under the Indigenous Family Violence Grants Porgramme on 17 October 2001.  Was this the last of these funds allocated?

Answer:  No.  A further $500,000 has been allocated for organisations undertaking Capacity Building projects to apply for Major Project funding to build on the outcomes of their Capacity Building project.

Question:  PM94

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Further allocations to Indigenous Family Violence Grants

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Crossin asked:  Do you have plans for further allocations of money in this important area?  Do you have further programmes you are putting in place?

Answer:  The current Indigenous Family Violence Grants Programme runs for the life of the Partnerships Against Domestic Violence initiative, which finishes in June 2004.  No further grants programme is able to be incorporated into Partnerships, although ongoing Partnerships work includes a focus on indigenous family violence (see answer to PM34.) 

Question:  PM95

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic:  Expenditure on Informed Choices for Women programme

Written Question on Notice:  

Senator Crossin asked: 

The Informed Choices for Women programme was to spend $659,000 this year but instead has spent $1.4 million. Why has there been such increased spending?

Answer: 

Development of the data warehouse progressed more quickly than originally anticipated.  This required the allocation of additional funds to help meet establishment costs, such as the purchase of computer hardware and software, software licensing fees and data acquisition costs. 

Question:  PM97

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic:  Expenditure on Informed Choices for Women programme

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What is the money per sub-programme?
Answer:  The actual administered funding allocation estimate for Informed Choices for the 2001-02 financial year comprises:

Datawarehouse


$ 1,178,000

Women's Internet Portal 

$    172,000

National Women's Conference
$    120,000

Monographs




-

Focus




$      14,000

Total




$ 1,484,000

Question:  PM98

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Communications Item in Informed Choices for Women

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What is meant by the communications item line in the PBS under Informed Choices for Women? What has this $306K been spent on?

Where does this fit in the five strands of the strategy?

Answer:  The Communications line item under Informed Choices for Women (PBS page 49) covers development costs for the Women’s Portal ($172,000), the Australian Women Speak Conference held in September 2001 ($120,000) and set up costs for the production of the Focus publication ($14,000), totalling $306,000. 

The other two strands of the strategy are: 1) the development of the Women’s Data Warehouse and 2) publication of monographs—which will not happen this financial year.

Question:  PM99

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Communications Item in Informed Choices for Women

Written Question on Notice:  PM99

Senator Crossin asked:  Why do the other three strands of the strategy not appear in the budget estimates?

Answer:  They are subsumed into the broader category covering Communications activities.

Question:  PM101

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic:  Expenditure on Informed Choices for Women programme

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  The forward estimates leave 40% (or 2.2M) of the total Informed Choices for women budget unspent until the last year, why is this?

Answer:  The total Government Budget commitment to Informed Choices is $5.5 million over four years, for departmental and administered funding.  Of this total, approximately 82 per cent will be spent over the first three years of the initiative. This leaves only 17 per cent of funds to be expended in the last financial year of the initiative (2004-05).

Question:  PM102

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic: Data Warehouse Expenditure Details for 2001-02.

Written Question on Notice:  PM102

Senator Crossin asked:  We were advised of contracts totalling $489,932 of the total of $1,178,000 expenditure under Datawarehouse (under Informed Choices for Women). Can you provide full details of all expenditure in 2001-2002 under this item including what purposes contracts were let for, who won the contract, when the contracts were let, and when payments were made.

Answer:  The 2001-02 expenditure details for the Data Warehouse are:

Data warehouse
(Administered funds)
2001-02

$ ‘000 
(ex GST)

Contractual payments to Space-Time Research 
356

Establishment fee to Australian Escrow Services
2

Legal costs
9

Data purchases
740

IT hardware and software for hosting servers
69

Incidentals
2

Total
1,178

Two contracts were executed in the 2001-2002 financial year for the Data Warehouse initiative.

1. Contract between the Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet and Space- Time Research.

· A Request for Tender (RFT) for the development and implementation of the Women's Data Warehouse (WDW) was issued on the 29 October 2001 with tenders closing on 15 November 2001.

· Space-Time Research Pty Ltd was recommended as the preferred tenderer based on their superior performance in the areas of value for money and the quality and user-friendliness of the software package.
· A 4-year contract was signed with Space-Time Research on the 25 March 2002, valued at $481,322. The consultancy services include:

· Licensed software for the housing and accessing of data via a user-friendly interface tool; and

· Implementation of the WDW, in conjunction with OSW, including conversion and migration of data and establishment of converted data.

· Payments were made to STR on the signing of the contract, and on the meeting of 2 subsequent milestones in May 2002. The total cost of these payments for the 2001-02 financial year was $390,280.

2. Escrow Agreement between the Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet and Space-Time Research Pty Ltd and Australian Escrow Services Pty Ltd.

· The purpose of the agreement is to appoint an Escrow Agent as an independent party to hold the source code for the licensed software granted to the Department by Space-Time Research in the contract made on the 25 March 2002. 

· The appointment of the Escrow Agent is a requirement under the terms of the contract made on the 25 March between the Department and Space-Time Research. The Escrow Agent is required to be appointed jointly by the Department and Space-Time Research.

· The Escrow Agreement was signed on the 28 March 2002.

· An establishment fee of $2,145.00 was paid on the signing of the agreement. An annual custody and administration fee of $1,485.00 is paid on the anniversary of signing of the Escrow Agreement and annually thereafter. 

Question:  PM103

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic: Availablity of Sexual Assault data through the Data Warehouse

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Please provide details of the specific datasets on sexual assault to be made available through the Datawarehouse?

Answer: Sexual assault data from the following collections are proposed to be made available through the data warehouse:

· Recorded Crime, Australia, Annual

· Crime and Safety Survey, Australia, 1998

· Women's Safety Survey, Australia, 1996

Work is currently being conducted to identify other possible data sources providing information on sexual assault for inclusion in the data warehouse.

Question:  PM104

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic: Sexual Assault data to be available through the Data Warehouse.

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Are these datasets available elsewhere?

Answer:  Information from the collections listed in PM103 is available on request from the Australian Bureau of Statistics for a fee 
.  As an alternative source to the ABS, the data warehouse will provide free public web-based access to all its data and in a dynamic format that will allow users to produce their own customised tables. The Women’s Data Warehouse will also enhance the value of this data by providing reports analysing current gender issues in relation to the data.

Question:  PM105

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic: Sexual Assault data to be available through the Data Warehouse.

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Will these datasets be directly comparable in terms of the data they include, classifications and how the data are collected?

Answer:  These collections are not directly comparable because of their different collection methodologies. For example, the Crime and Safety Survey and the Women's Safety Survey are both household survey collections, while data from Recorded Crime are derived from information on individual offences recorded on official crime reports prepared by police. The two household surveys are also not directly comparable because of the differences in the concepts used to measure violence and in the data collection methods. The Crime and Safety Survey uses a self‑enumerated collection methodology compared to the personal interview approach used in the Women's Safety Survey. 

While these collections are not directly comparable, together they provide a more comprehensive picture of the nature and extent of sexual assault.

Question:  PM106

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic: Access to Data Warehouse.

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How will women access the Datawarehouse? When is it anticipated that it will be available?

Answer:  The data warehouse is being developed to provide full free public web-based access to gendered data. The scheduled launch of the Women’s Data Warehouse is expected to be late October 2002.

Question:  PM119

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Funding for the three National Secretariats is due to end 30 June 2002. Forward estimates show $600K for two years.  Has the promised review of the National Secretariats taken place?  If not, why not?

Answer:  A review of the National Secretariats and the new arrangements will commence in October 2002 with a report to be tabled in March 2003. The review will provide feedback from the women’s sector about the benefits and achievements of the secretariats and their effectiveness in representing women’s issues and views of their constituents. The results of the review will inform future arrangements.

Question:  PM120

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Crossin asked:  Has the sector been consulted about how well they believe the new structure of 3 funded organisations is working for them?  If not, why not?

Answer:  The new structure is currently being established for each Secretariat.  However, the women’s sector will be involved in the evaluation which will commence in October 2002 and will have an opportunity to provide feedback through that process.

Question:  PM121

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How will the $600K in the PBS against National Secretariats be spent then?

Answer:  The Secretariats will be paid quarterly instalments upon submission of satisfactory reports against performance outcomes related to OSW’s four priority goals for women.

Question:  PM122

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Why has their funding been increased?

Answer:  Funding to National Secretariats was increased to facilitate broadening their representative base by forming coalitions with other like-minded organisations. 

This will enable them to have a stronger formalised collective voice to government on issues that are of priority concern to women.

Question:  PM123

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice:  PM123

Senator Crossin asked:  Have the Secretariats demonstrated in their quarterly reports that they have been consulting with the sector through the last 3 years?

Answer:  Yes.  The Secretariats’ quarterly reports and monthly teleconferences show clearly the level of consultation undertaken.

Question:  PM124

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What level of detail about the specific women’s organisations they have consulted, how (electronic focus groups in one instance!) and how frequently they have consulted and on what matters?

Answer:  The Secretariats’ quarterly reports contain activity reports and outcomes for the period against each of the Government’s priority policy areas for women.  This information includes the names of organisations consulted and the subject areas covered.

Question:  PM125

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Who funds the other women’s organisations to participate in consultative forums with the 3 funded Secretariats?

Answer:  The Office of the Status of Women is only responsible for funding the three Secretariats. The source of funding for organisations engaged in the consultative process with the Secretariats is unknown.

Question:  PM127

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Women’s Development Programme

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How will the WDP 2001 research funding be spent?

Answer:  Funding for the Women’s Development Programme in 2001-02 was split between (i) capacity building projects (up to $25,000 each) and 

(ii) project funding (up to $60,000 each).

(i)  The organisations to receive capacity building funding were:

Older Women’s Network ($25,000) 

Workshops and discussions to assist older women to recognise the skills they have and how those skills can be utilised in women’s organisations, particularly the Older Women’s Network.

Breast Cancer Network Australia ($25,000)

A National Breast Cancer Consumer Advocacy and Science Training Programme:   Selected registered BCNA consumer representatives are being provided with the knowledge, skills and confidence to become effective breast cancer advocates and consumer representatives.  This programme will also increase the pool of potential BCNA consumer representatives.

National Council of Single Mothers and Their Children ($25,000)

The Single Mothers’ Community Useful Box:  The compilation of a web-based collection of capacity building resources for single mothers and other similar groups, organisations and individual women wanting to know more about the “how” of community development.

National Association of Women in Construction ($15,000)

The development and launch of a website for the National Association of Women in Construction.

Question:  PM127 continued
(ii)  The five major projects are:

National Foundation for Australian Women ($60,000)

Imperial Honours Project: To include Australian women recipients of Imperial Honours on the Australian Archives Project.

National Association of Services Against Sexual Violence ($53,200)

Access and Equity management training to increase access to services against sexual assault, with a particular focus on Indigenous communities.

National Network of Indigenous Women’s Legal Services ($60,000)

Our Strong Women – Indigenous Women, Law and Leadership: Improving Indigenous women’s contribution to public policy.

National Women’s Justice Coalition ($30,000)
Centenary of Women’s Suffrage in Australia: looking back and looking forward: Community workshops in the lead-up to the national conference celebrating the centenary of women’s rights to vote in federal elections.

· Guides Australia ($30,000)

Leadership in the Outdoors: Develop specific programme materials through consultation and the direct involvement of young women to develop a package of activities focussing on self-development, leadership abilities and outdoor skills, which will be available for other youth organisations.
Question:  PM128

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Women’s Development Programme

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Is this to be in the form of grants to women’s organisations?

Answer: Yes.

Question:  PM129

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Women’s Development Programme

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How will priority areas of research be determined?

Answer:  Recipients of funding are required to address at least one of the four Government policy goals for women.  These are:

· economic self-sufficiency and security for women throughout their lives;

· optimal status and position of women;

· elimination of violence in the lives of women; and

· the maintenance of optimal health and well-being throughout women’s lives.

Additionally, projects receiving funding must demonstrate long-term sustainable benefits for women.

Question:  PM130

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Emerging issues and paid maternity leave.

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  The progress report on the 2001-2002 initiatives indicates, “Over the past 12 months, OSW has identified, monitored and researched a number of emerging issues which have an impact on women’s economic self sufficiency and security.” What are these emerging issues? Do they include paid maternity leave? Why have they not been published to date?

Answer:  OSW provides internal advice to the Government on issues relating to women’s economic self sufficiency and security including advice on issues raised by the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission discussion paper Valuing Parenthood.

Question:  PM135

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Other Women’s Programmes – Economic Status section research

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  We now have a breakdown of items against other women’s programmes for 2001-02. What research was conducted in the economic policy area? Was this research conducted by OSW internally?

Answer:  The following research was commissioned for internal use by the Economic Status section in OSW:

· ABS advised what data was available on the characteristics of maternity in Australia; and

· unpublished data were purchased from the ABS for use in writing Women in Australia, 2001.

Question:  PM137

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Women’s News

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What about the $60K for Women’s News. Why has there not been an edition of this monthly publication to the website since July last year?

Answer:  Hard copy editions of the ‘new look’ Women’s News were published in August and September 2001. Of these, the August edition was posted on the OSW website. Publication temporarily ceased during the election period and issues are not customarily produced over December/January. Following staff changes in early 2002 and an internal appraisal of communications activities (including a review of whether Women’s News should continue to come out on a monthly basis or be published quarterly) monthly publication will resume with two issues produced in both hard copy and online format, before the end of the financial year. 

Question:  PM138

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  National Secretariats

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Will OSW provide a detailed workplan which includes the work of the funded Secretariats against specific objectives under the Strategic Plan?  If not, what accountability measures are being used?

Answer:  Yes.  Individual workplans against specific objectives for each Secretariat will be available after 31 July 2002.

Question: PM31

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Partnerships Against Domestic Violence PADV Consultant

Hansard Page: F & PA 113 
Senator Crossin asked: How much was the PADV Consultant paid in 2000-01?

Answer: The consultant undertaking the meta-evaluation for PADV phase one was paid $140,000 + GST in 2000-01.

Question:  PM36

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Women’s Portal

Hansard Page: F&PA 122

Senator Crossin asked:  Women’s Portal – how many e-mails have been received? 

Answer: From the time the site went live in September 2001 until May 2002, OSW received 10 e-mails in relation to the Women’s Portal website, excluding test and offensive responses. 

Question:  PM38

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community

Hansard Page: F&PA 133

Senator Crossin asked:  How many women does the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community represent?

Answer:  As at 25 May 2002 there were 126 members, from all States and Territories, of the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community representing fishers, boat owners, business managers, wholesalers/retailers, marketers, consultants, researchers and conservationists.

Question:  PM39

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community

Hansard Page:  F&PA 133

Senator Crossin asked: Can a copy of the evaluation of the project for the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community programme be provided?

Answer:  An evaluation of the project included in the Final Report is attached.

Question:  PM40

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community

Hansard Page:  F&PA 133

Senator Crossin asked:  Are you aware that this same Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community received $264,000 from the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry for almost exactly the same thing?

Answer:  Agencies are asked to advise in their funding applications to OSW of any other funding received from other sources, and other funding applications in train.  

When the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community applied for funding from the 2000-2001 National Women’s Non-Government Organisations Funding Programme (and received $25,000 for its “Seafood Women Embrace Best Practice Decision Making” project), it advised that it:

· had received a seed grant of $10,000 in 1999‑2000 from AFFA to set up a national Office; and

· had an application under consideration by AFFA WIRIS for $40,000 for operational funding.

We are advised by AFFA that it granted $264,000 to the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community in June 2001 for a project to fill the identified skills gap and address the barriers preventing full participation of women in the seafood industry, by conducting workshops around Australia to improve understanding and assimilation of business management processes, new technologies and handling systems.  

The project funded by OSW in September 2000 (Seafood Women Embrace Best Practice Decision-Making) aimed, inter alia, to: 

· ascertain what skills were needed by women seeking positions on Boards, Councils and Governing Bodies;

· ascertain the selection and recruitment processes for women in decision-making in the seafood industry; and

· formulate some strategies by which women’s participation in the seafood industry could be increased, and representation improved.

The project produced a Charter of Best Practice for Boards and Committees in the seafood industry, and a Resource Kit to guide WINSC members in presenting the Charter to those Boards and Committees.

Question:  PM41

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community

Hansard Page:  F&PA 134

Senator Crossin asked: Did the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community have this funding or were they intending to apply for this funding at the time that they applied for the grant money from OSW?

Answer:  When the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community applied for funding from the 2000-2001 National Women’s Non-Government Organisations Funding Programme (and received $25,000 for its “Seafood Women Embrace Best Practice Decision Making” project), it advised that it had received:

· a seed grant of $10,000 in 1999‑2000 from AFFA to set up a national Office;

· a 2001-2002 bursary of $4,000 from the FRDC for the Third International Women in Agriculture conference in Spain; and

that it had 2000-2001 application proposals for:

· $40,000 from AFFA WIRIS for operational funding;

· $20,000 from OSW for profiling seafood women; and

· $20,000 national sponsorship, with proposed sponsors being formulated.

Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community applied in August 2001 for funding for two projects under the Office of the Status of Women’s 2001-2002 Women’s Development Programme.  Each application advised that the Women’s Industry Network – Seafood Community had received funding of $264,000 from FarmBis, AFFA in 2001-2002.   Neither application to OSW was successful.

Question: PM92

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: “Relationships Violence – No Way!” 

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked: PADV has now completed many projects such as the SA “Relationships Violence – No Way!” project which built on the knowledge, skills and experience of a team of young men to work as peer educators with other young men who are at risk of perpetrating violence in their relationships.  Will you be following up on the outcomes of these projects?  Do you have plans to implement projects such as these?  How? Do you have funds for this?

Answer: The “Relationship Violence - No Way!” project was funded by Partnerships Against Domestic Violence as part of PADV’s collaboration with state and territory governments, in this case the South Australian Government.  PADV aims to gather knowledge and trial new approaches to domestic violence prevention and reduction in Australia.  In a number of instances, Commonwealth, State and Territory governments have chosen to support innovative projects to continue work after the initial PADV contract has completed.

The meta-evaluation of the initiative records the findings of all projects funded under PADV Phase 1. Good practice in working with children and young people at risk of relationship violence is well documented by this report, including an extensive section on good practice in peer education.  This meta-evaluation is currently being finalised and will be published shortly.  It is anticipated that the findings will be widely distributed.

In addition to the projects already announced under the Phase 2 priority area of children at risk, further work with children and young people is currently being considered.

Question:  PM96

Outcome 1, Output 2.2 

Topic:  Expenditure on Informed Choices for Women programme

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked: Where has this money come from?

Answer: Early in the development of the Informed Choices Initiative it became apparent that the upfront costs were much higher than anticipated.  At the same time the development of the Sexual Assault initiative was more complex than anticipated.  The Government re-allocated $825,000 from the Sexual Assault Initiative, which required greater developmental work than anticipated, to the Informed Choices Initiative to meet these costs.

Question:  PM107

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Why is the women’s conference not included in the budget forward estimates?

Answer:  Funding of $120,000 has been allocated for the next Australian Women Speak conference.  This is not itemised in the Agency Budget Statement (Budget Related Paper No. 1.14, page 49) but is included in Informed Choices for Women:  Communications: $620,000.

Question:  PM108

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How much did last year’s conference cost?

Answer:  The total conference expenses were $391,500.

Question:  PM109

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What was the additional $55,000 for the conference for?

Answer:  Conference Evaluation and Conference Planning Guide for future conferences.

Question:  PM110

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice
Senator Crossin asked:  Has a budget for next year’s conference been developed?

Answer:  We are in the process of developing a budget.  The budget will be finalised upon confirmation of timing and a suitable venue for the conference.

Question:  PM111

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How much corporate sponsorship was gained last year?

Answer:  Refer to question PM112 for these details.

Question:  PM112

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australia Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Who were the sponsors and how much did they provide?

Answer:  Sponsorship for the Australian Woman Speak conference 2001 totalled $33,909.09.

Sponsor
Amount (GST exclusive)

Department of Family & Community Services
$9,090.91

Department of Health & Aged Care
$9,090.91

The Teleran Group
$5,454.55

Australis Self Made Girl
$3,636.37

Westpac
$3,636.36

Telstra Big Pond
$1,818.18

Department of Employment, Workplace Relations and Small Business
$1,181.81


$33,909.09

Random House Australia also provided ‘in kind’ sponsorship of $4,000.

Question:  PM113

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australia Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How many women were assisted to attend?

Answer:  All of the 55 women who applied for financial assistance were assisted to attend the Australian Women Speak conference in August 2001.

Question:  PM114

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How many women applied for assistance and weren’t given financial assistance?

Answer:  None.  All women who applied for assistance were given financial assistance to attend the conference.

Question:  PM115

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How did you decide who was funded to attend?

Answer:  All decisions for funding to attend the conference were treated confidentially and were considered by the Conference Executive Committee alone on a case by case basis.

Question:  PM116

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Was any priority given to geographic or aboriginal representation when deciding who got the subsidies?

Answer:  All applications for assistance were considered on a case by case basis.  All women who applied for financial assistance received financial assistance.

Question:  PM117

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What are the plans for the next conference, specifically in relation to financial assistance in being able to attend?

Answer:  OSW has provided budget proposals to the Minister for the next conference.  We have estimated that approximately 95 delegates may seek financial assistance.

Question:  PM118

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Australian Women Speak Conference 2001

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  How will subsidies be advised to those interested in attending the conference?

Answer:  The availability of subsidies will be advertised in a variety of ways, including:

· in the initial conference documentation that will be made available through a mailout;

· in the conference registration brochure;

· on the Office of the Status of Women’s website (www.osw.dpmc.gov.au);

· in the national media through advertisements.

Question:  PM126

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Centenary of Women’s Suffrage

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  What was the Centenary of Suffrage $300K spent on? 

Answer:  $157,500 will be spent on Centenary of Women’s Suffrage celebrations in 2001-02. This will include:

Part funding to the National Capital Authority for development of a public artwork to celebrate the Centenary of Women’s Suffrage. 
$120,000

Launch and Publications
$20,000

Advance payment to author of revised edition of Every Woman’s Guide to Getting into Politics. 
$17,500


Total: $157,500

Question:  PM136

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Women’s Health and Wellbeing

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked: What about the $79K allocated to health and wellbeing research last year? What was this spent on and was it done internally? 

Answer:  The $79K for health and wellbeing was allocated to the following areas:

· Body Image / Sense of Self: in response to state and territory interest in this area expressed at Women’s Advisers Meetings, OSW is looking at exploring concepts of ‘body image’ and ways to improve appreciation of different body sizes and shapes. Activities in this area are being carried out internally.

· Women’s Transitions out of homelessness: complementing the National Homelessness Strategy, this will involve a systematic literature review on the specific needs of women moving permanently out of homelessness. This project will be carried out externally.
· Reproductive and other physical health of women who have been abused: This will be an examination of how the experience of abuse impacts on women’s reproductive health and satisfaction with reproductive health services. This project will also be carried out externally.

Question:  PM139

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  funding and audit – indigenous family violence programmes

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  I note that ATSIC held a National Indigenous Women, Men and Youth Roundtable on Family Violence which called for a more solid commitment by the Federal, State and Territory Governments through their Ministerial Council of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs (MCATSIA) to tackle family violence in Indigenous communities and said that as a priority, the Government needed to boost recurrent funding for Indigenous family violence programmes.  It also called for a National audit to be conducted to establish a register of the existing family violence programmes available to Indigenous communities. How do you plan to respond to these calls?

Answer:  The March 2002 meeting of MCATSIA endorsed Terms of Reference for a national audit of Family Violence programmes.  The Terms of Reference were developed by the National Indigenous Working Group on Violence (NIWGV).  MCATSIA agreed to work in partnership with NIWGV to deliver the audit, which is funded by ATSIC for $100,000. 

Funding for ongoing services to address family violence is primarily a state and territory responsibility.  However, in recognition of the seriousness of the problem, the Commonwealth provides a wide variety of community support programmes that either contribute directly or indirectly to helping the level of family violence in Indigenous communities.  Examples include:

· $6 million for the Partnerships Against Domestic Violence National Indigenous Family Violence Grants Programme, plus another $5 million under the broader PADV programme being spent on family violence initiatives;

· $17 million per year under the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Substance Abuse Programme;

· $20 million under the Indigenous specific part of the Stronger Families and Communities Programme; and

· $23 million through the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Foundation for Indigenous specific community-based projects to prevent alcohol and other licit substance abuse.

Question:  PM140
Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Reporting to the United Nations Commission on the Status of Women (CSW)

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked: When was the last time that this Government reported to the United Nations Commission on the Status of Women in 2001? Was a report due in 2001? If so, was this done and can a copy of the report be provided? If not when is the next time that the Government is due to report? What consultations have or will occur in the formulation of this report?

Answer:  There are no formal reporting obligations to CSW. However, in line with historical practice, Australia provided a Country Report to CSW in 2001 and 2002. The 2002 Country Report is available on the Office of the Status of Women website www.osw.dpmc.gov.au. Australia will provide a further Country Report to CSW in 2003. 

Question:  PM 141 & PM 142

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Reduced funding

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Was a decision made to reduce funding under this item in 2001-2002? Why was this decision made?

Answer:  There was no decision to reduce the funding under this item in 2001-02. Developmental research work in relation to the complex issue of sexual assault meant that some rephasing of funds was available. This is recorded in the PBS.

Question:  PM 143

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic: Priority areas

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Have priority areas for projects under this initiative been determined? When were these priorities determined?

Answer:  The 2001-02 Budget provided funding for the Initiative to promote community awareness, ensure the sharing of approaches to combat sexual assault and promote ‘best practice’ across jurisdictions and agencies, and funding of time limited projects. Of these, the priority areas are to establish an evidence base which will inform community awareness campaigns or programmes. 

Question:  PM144

Outcome 1, Output 2.2

Topic:  Women’s Budget Statement 2002-03
Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:  Why doesn’t this initiative appear in the Women’s Budget Statement 2002-03 when every other area administered by OSW is detailed?

Answer:  This initiative was omitted from the Women’s Budget Statement 2002-03 in error.  An errata has been produced and is included in Women’s Budget Statement 2002-03 copies now being distributed.

� Some standard data are provided free through the ABS library extension program and through the Main Findings series published on the ABS website.  









