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Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 197

Topic: ECHELON

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 227

Senator Lundy asked: 

What is the government’s position on the allegations that the Australian government is a partner in assisting ECHELON to provide surveillance on email and other Internet technologies?

Answer: 

Consistent with the long standing position of this and previous governments it is not appropriate to comment on matters relating to national security.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 198

Topic: ECHELON

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 230

Senator Lundy asked: 

Is there any formal dialogue going on on this issue [E-security] between the European Commission and the Australian government?  Could you take on notice if there has been any formal dialogue or discussion or exchange?

Answer: 

Consistent with the long standing position of this and previous governments it is not appropriate to comment on matters relating to national security.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 199

Topic: The European Commission’s comments on the Privacy Amendment (Private Sector) Act 2000.

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 231

Senator Lundy asked: 

Would you undertake on notice, Mr Dale, to provide the committee with, I suppose, the points of concern raised by the European Commission that they feel do not comply with their directive?
Answer: 

The Attorney-General’s Department has advised NOIE that the European Commission has nine areas of ongoing concern regarding the Act. These are:

· the complexity of the small business exemption ‘renders it necessary to assume that all data transfers to Australian businesses are potentially to a small business operator which is not subject to the law’;

· additional safeguards such as contractual clauses be used to protect any employee data being exported to Australia;

· National Privacy Principle 2.1(g) (allows personal information to be used or disclosed for a secondary purpose where that use or disclosure is authorised or required by or under law) is too broad;

· personal information included in a generally available publication should be subject to all of the National Privacy Principles;

· notification under National Privacy Principle 1.3 should always be before or at the time of collection (even though it may be impractical in some situations to notify an individual at or before the time the personal information is collected);

· there should be a requirement for an organisation to give the individual an opportunity to opt out, even where personal information is collected for the primary purpose of direct marketing;
· there should be more restrictions on the use and disclosure of sensitive data (rather than just at the collection stage);

· EU citizens should have a right to correct their personal information if it is wrong; and

· the requirements in National Privacy Principle 9(f) (transborder data flows) should be more strict.

Outcome 5, Output 5.





Question: 200

Topic: NOIE’s discussions with the European Commission regarding the Privacy Amendment (Private Sector) Act 2000.

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 231.

Senator Lundy asked: 

And perhaps also what you have by way of a chronology of the dialogue between the European Commission and the department or NOIE in relation to this matter. That may or may not be appropriate. I do acknowledge that it is primarily handled by the Attorney-General’s Department, but whatever insight you could provide in terms of the nature of the dialogue and in particular the timing of those exchanges in relation to the passage of the bill would be useful.
Answer: 

NOIE has had no interaction with the European Commission regarding the Privacy Amendment (Private Sector) Act. 

The Attorney-General’s Department advises that they formally responded to the Article 29 Opinion in an attempt to clarify how the legislation will operate and discussion will be continuing through the formal process. The next meeting between officials of the Attorney-General’s Department and the EC is scheduled to occur in October 2001.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 201

Topic: ICT CENTRE OF EXCELLENCE

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: ECITA240

Senator Lundy asked:

Could you take on notice to provide to the committee - with the discussion paper coming out tomorrow, that may well cover some of it - any supplementary information or correspondence between yourselves, NOIE or DETYA about how the grants will be allocated under the Centre of Excellence?

Answer:

As indicated in public documentation on the Centre of Excellence, decisions are jointly made by the Ministers for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts and Education, Training and Youth Affairs with funding for the Centre provided through both portfolios.  While NOIE has principal responsibility for the establishment of the Centre, it works very closely with DETYA in relation to administrative issues.

Officers from NOIE have held a number of meetings with their counterparts from the Department of Education, Training and Youth Affairs (DETYA) in relation to the role of the Australian Research Council (ARC) in the selection and funding of the ICT Centre of Excellence.  These discussions have indicated that the new ARC legislative framework, set out in the Australian Research Council Act 2001, requires that:


· the ARC funding earmarked for the ICT Centre of Excellence be separately identified in the Minister for Education, Training and Youth Affairs' 'funding split' determination under the Australian Research Council Act 2001 for the 2002 and subsequent relevant program years;

· under the Australian Research Council Act 2001, 'funding rules' for each ARC program must be approved by the Minister for Education, Training and Youth Affairs.  The selection documentation to be developed by the ICT Centre of Excellence Advisory Panel would be the basis for developing the 'funding rules' which would apply to the expenditure of these earmarked funds..
NOIE and DETYA officials will continue to liaise closely to ensure that the ICT Centre of Excellence selection documentation complies with the requirements of the Australian Research Council Act 2001.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1-5.2





Question:  202

Topic: National Office for the Information Economy, Information Technology Online Program (ITOL)

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 247

Senator Lundy asked: 

Could you just see if you can get someone to find out who that consultant is? [ name of consultant that assesses the ITOL projects].  Could you take on notice to provide me with the full terms and conditions of their contract, including the duration, how long they have been working on the project, and their remuneration for their efforts?  And their qualifications for the job?

Answer:

Consultant:  Kodiak Consulting Pty Ltd

Full terms and conditions of employment under the contract are standard for those within a Commonwealth Government Contract. Key tasks performed by the Consultant were:

· Independent evaluation of Round Five applications;

· Evaluation of 101 applications; and

· Assistance with the short-listing process in conjunction with NOIE staff.

Fee: $19 950 (plus GST)

Length of time of Consultancy: nine weeks

Kodiak were selected for this role through an open and competitive tender process and were able to meet all requirements of the tender selection criteria to a high degree. The firm has significant experience dealing with e-commerce projects, tender preparation and evaluation, and business process re-engineering, in both government and private sector environments.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1-5.2





Question: 203

Topic: National Office for the Information Economy, Information Technology Online Program (ITOL)

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 248

Senator Lundy asked: 

A number of projects funded seem to be almost creating products that subsequently claim to be able to assist the SMEs. Do you actually do a product analysis?

Answer:

There is no formal product analysis conducted within the ITOL Program. However the Program selection criteria requires that each project must demonstrate that it meets a clear market need.

The specific evaluation criteria that address this issue are:

· The project addresses a clear, specific and strategic need of Australian industry; 

· The project will help improve industry awareness and adoption of particular online business to business solutions or technologies;

· The project will result in increased competitiveness of identifiable communities of small and medium enterprises; and

· The project applies innovative business to business applications or technologies or uses existing applications / technologies in an innovative way.

Funded projects produce a range of outcomes, which include products that are expected to be available to assist SMEs in the adoption of e-commerce after NOIE’s funding commitment has been completed. Specific examples include E-comm Adviser, MarketBoomer’s Simple Purchasing Network and the United Star Supermarkets’ initiative.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1-5.2 




Question: 204

Topic: National Office for the Information Economy, Information Technology Online Program (ITOL)

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 248/249

Senator Lundy asked: 

Are you able to provide the committee with details about the ITOL projects which have been funded and are still ongoing? The other question is: have you got a list of ITOL funded projects that have, in fact, subsequently failed- for whatever reason?  What I am concerned about is process and that they have been active breaches of the terms and conditions of the ITOL funding?   Have you had any problem cases or issues with people who have failed to fulfil their commitments?

Answer:

ITOL Projects, which have been funded are attached.

Only one consortium has failed to progress a project once the Grant Deed was signed. The Wine Industry Network – Barossa Infrastructure project failed due to restructuring and were unable to meet their performance measures. Funds which have been provided to the consortium are in the process of being repaid.

Active breaches – none.

Failed to fulfil commitment –none.

Information Technology On-Line Grants Program

Funding Summary

Round One Grants, 1996-97

Project Title
Applicant
Grant

ACTEW Mobile Maps
CSIRO Mathematical and Information Sciences
$145,000

Web based industry support service
The Warren Centre for Advanced Engineering, University of Sydney
$50,000

3D – Visual Manufacturing Online
Queensland Manufacturing Institute
$46,000

Regulation Analysis Service for the Meat Industry
Rural Action
$50,000

Horticulture Online
Yameco – ID Yates Consulting
$75,000

IntraWool
Australian Wool Exchange
$145,000

TradeData
Centre for Strategic Economic Studies, Victoria University of Technology
$144,000

Networking the Australian Building and Construction Database
Insearch Ltd – University of Technology Sydney
$145,000

Total
8 Projects
$800,000

.

Round Two Grants, 1997-98

Project Title
Applicant
Grant

Screen Industries Online
Australian Film Commission
$135,000



Visual Applications and Diagnostics On-Line
Industrial Research Institute Swinburne
$140,000



EdOnline
Australian Publishers Association
$130,000



E-Commerce for small exporters
Victoria’s Golden Region RDO
$29,000



Continuing Online Professional Education
Access Australia CMC
$100,000



PECC (Pharmaceutical Electronic Commerce and Communication)
Australian Business Chamber
$130,000



Australian Information Security Demonstration Site
Australian IT&T Security Forum
$3,500



AEDOL (Australian Earth Data On-Line)
Technik Group
$130,000



Tasmanian Design and Development Corporation Web site


Roar Three
$70,000



Total
9 Projects
$867,500

Round Three Grants, 1998-99

Project Title
Applicant
Grant

Medi-safe Communications
The Competitive Option
$25,000



Australian Floral Industry On-Line Network (Flornet)
Petals Network
$30,000



Albany Gateway
Edith Cowan University
$75,000



Food & Beverage Procurement Project
Tasmanian Electronic Commerce Centre
$48,000



Community Owned & Operated Portals

(CO-OP) Project
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce & Industry
$95,000



Australian Automotive Network eXchange (AANX)
Federal Chamber of Automotive Industries
$105,000



Newsagency Industry, Electronic Commerce Group
Newsagents Association of NSW and ACT Inc
$100,000



Building and Construction On-Line
Housing Industry Association
$115,000



Virtual Supply Chain Management for the Franchise Industry
Intranet Australia Pty Ltd
$95,000



Multi Industry Procurement Project
Tasmanian Electronic Commerce Centre
$20,000



RailHub
Tradegate ECA
$100,000



Total
12 Projects
$808,000

Round Four Grants, 1999-2000

Project Title
Applicant
Grant

National Tourism Data Warehouse
Tourism Queensland for Partnerships Australia
$80,000



SuperEC
Investment and Financial Services Association
$110,000



Australian Electronic Trading Network
The Australian Industry Group
$60,000



Anglicare Australia National IT Network
Anglicare Australia
$35,000



Tasmania Online Logistics
Tasmanian Electronic Commerce Centre
$75,000



The Community Sector Online Phase II Project
Australian Council of Social Service (ACOSS)
$100,000



My South West business portal
Bunbury Chamber of Commerce & Industry
$75,000



Livestock Exchange Online
Victorian Livestock Exchange Limited
$60,000



Simple Purchasing Network
MarketBoomers
$100,000



Transport Hub - Electronic Messaging Service
TEDIS Pty Ltd
$100,000



Thoroughbred Transaction Exchange
Badranad Pty Ltd
$80,000



Water Industry Alliance Enterprise Portal
Water Industry Alliance
$50,000



Yamba Online
Yamba District Chamber of Commerce
$75,000



Beef Industry Website
Animal Genetics and Breeding Unit
$35,000



Commercial Furniture Industry Association Internet Portal
Tecknowlogy Pty Ltd
$85,000



Global Secure Messaging
Global Secure Messaging Pty Ltd
$100,000



Sme-commerce: Preparing SMEs for e-commerce
Gilbert & Tobin
$90,000



Ipswich Business Online
Smart Business - Putting Ipswich First
$75,000



Office Products 
e-commerce Network
Paper House Xpress
$75,000



Patient Centred Data Using Smart Cards
Smart Card Applications Pty Ltd
$75,000



Commercial Road Transport Industry Portal
Adacel Technologies
$80,000



E-Safe - Medical Communications Project
The Competitive Option
$70,000



Total
22 projects
$1,685,000

Round Five Grants, 2000-2001

Project Title
Applicant
Grant

Delivering export business facilitation through e-collaboration
Spatial Australia
$85,000



Dubbo City OnLine – E-Commerce Site
Dubbo City Development Corporation
$22,000



i-BUILD: skilling the construction industry for e-commerce
Master Builders Association
$110,000



SimpleTEN
Telstra
$50,000



Aged Care Online Portal
Eglobal
$75,000



South Australian Local Government E-Procurement
LGCS Pty Ltd
$100,000



Conception to Consumption: Facilitating the food production value chain
Crossakiel Pty Ltd
$75,000



Remote Business Australia
Remote Business Pty Ltd
$110,000



Creating more time to promote and sell books efficiently
Business to Business.com Pty Ltd
$100,000



Flinders Ranges Online Reservations Systems
Northern Regional Development Board Incorporated
$25,000



Cootamundra Taking Care of Business
Cootamundra Development Corporation Ltd
$25,000



KU Arts Online
Pitjantjatjara Yankunytjatjara Media Aboriginal Corporation
$75,000



e-Retailing and Distribution for Regional Supermarkets
United Star Supermarkets
$100,000



Online Livestock Exchange
Saleyard Operators Association of NSW
$60,000



E-Hub – The electrical and cabling industry ecommerce initiative
Universal Exchange Services Pty Ltd
$75,000



EC Standards Development Methodology (EBOM – Electronic Business Oriented Method)
Investment and Financial Services Association
$75,000



Total
16 projects
$1,162,000

Outcome 5, Output 5.1-5.2





Question: 205

Topic: National Office for the Information Economy, Information Technology Online Program (ITOL)

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 249

Senator Lundy asked: Re: ITOL. What is the process of appeal if the applicants are unhappy with your decision?  Answer: …first instance an approval within NOIE…/…It would be subject to the normal process of appeal, consistent with other government grant programs. Q: In the period of announcement?  A two- week period post announcement?

Answer:

Applicants are able to complain about any aspect of the grant process in accordance with NOIE’s Customer Service Charter.
There is currently no formal appeal mechanism for unsuccessful applicants for funding under the ITOL program.  However, at the end of each round, NOIE notifies all unsuccessful applicants and provides them with key reasons why their application was not considered competitive.  Further, if requested, the program delegate can provide the applicant with more comprehensive feedback.  To date, only one feedback response has been sought.  The feedback response also advised on other relevant Government programs and informed the unsuccessful applicant that they were able to reapply to subsequent funding rounds of the ITOL program.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1-5.2 





Question: # 206

Topic: National Office for the Information Economy, Information Technology Online Program (ITOL)

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 250

Senator Lundy asked: Re: ITOL program assessed by probity assessor-  Are you able to provide the [written report] to the committee?

Answer:

KPMG undertook a probity audit in March 2001. A draft report from KPMG has been forwarded to NOIE. KPMG recommended procedural improvements for assessing and monitoring of applicants and processes. NOIE is already responding to some of the KPMG recommendations and a procedures manual is currently being developed.

However, we are still awaiting the final report from KPMG. When it is available a copy of the Executive Summary will be forwarded to Senator Lundy.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1





Question: 207

Topic: NOIE building leases

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: 252

Senator Lundy asked:

Re: Canberra NOIE Offices in MTAA House and Centenary House-  Could you provide a consolidation of these two leases that you have engaged in a table on notice?
Answer:

Centenary House

Lessor:

Aust. National Audit Office

Lease Start:
6 March 1999

Lease End:
5 March 2002

Option:

1 x 2 years

Rent Review:
6 March 2001

Area:

1,678 m2 (office)

Rental Rate:
$260.00/m2

Annual Rent:
$436,280.00

MTAA House

Lessor:

Motor Traders Association of Aust.

Lease Start:
6 October 2001

Lease End:
5 October 2004

Option:

N/A

Rent Review:
N/A

Area:

1,730 m2 (office)  50 m2 (storage)  10 (car spaces)

Rental Rate:
$280.00/m2 (office)  $60/m2 (storage)  $800.00 per car space

Annual Rent:
$495,400.00
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 208

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled

Senator Kim Carr asked:

217. Is it the case that the Minister for Communications, accompanied by the Minister for Territories, flew to Norfolk Island on 9 June 2000 to discuss with the Territory Government a proposal to grant an Internet gaming licence to a United States corporation?

What was the outcome of those discussions?

Has the Norfolk Island Government subsequently granted any Internet gaming licences? Please provide details of any such licences granted, including:

· licensee;

· date granted;

· terms of licence; and

· date of commencement of operation, or expected commencement of operation, in each case.
Answer:

As part of a series of Commonwealth/Norfolk Island intergovernmental meetings, Senator the Hon Richard Alston, Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts, and Senator the Hon Ian MacDonald, Minister for Regional Services, Territories and Local Government, travelled to Norfolk Island on 9 June 2000 and met with the Norfolk Island Government. Many issues were discussed, including interactive gambling. The joint communique from the meeting, including a statement on interactive gambling, is at Attachment A.

The National Office for the Information Economy (NOIE) understands the Norfolk Island Gaming Authority (the Authority) will contact the Committee directly with its response to this question.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 209

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

218. Have the Department and the Minister been formally advised of the membership of the Norfolk Island Gaming Authority? Is the Minister aware that the Deputy Chair of the Authority is Dr John Walsh of Brannagh, the Chancellor of Greenwich University, established by statute on Norfolk Island, and the subject of a December 2000 report by the Ministerial Council on Education, Employment, Training and Youth Affairs (MCEETYA) which concludes that the “University” does not meet appropriate standards?

Answer:

Neither the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts (DCITA), nor NOIE, nor the Minister, has been formally advised of the membership of the Authority. Copies of all correspondence from the Norfolk Island Administration to the Minister, NOIE and DCITA are at Attachment B.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 210

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

219. Does the Minister consider that there might be a conflict of interest between the role of Dr Walsh with regard to the regulation of Internet gaming, on the one hand, and running an Internet “university” on the other?

Answer:

NOIE has no information to enable an answer to this question.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 211

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

220. Is the Minister aware of the identity of the Director of the Norfolk Island Gaming Authority, Mr Kevin Leyshon, and his employment background? Can details be provided to the Committee, including information about Mr Leyshon’s employment with the Queensland Government?
Answer:

NOIE understands the Authority will contact the Committee directly with its response to this question.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 212

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

212 In 1998, three Acts pertaining to gaming were passed by the Norfolk Island Government. These were:

· the Gaming Supervision Act 1998;

· the Gaming Act 1998; and

· the Bookmakers Act 1998.

Was the Minister, or his Department, consulted by the Territories Minister or Department in connection with the Territories Minister’s responsibility under the Norfolk Island Act 1979? Was the matter of Internet gaming canvassed directly with the Norfolk Island Government by the Minister and/or his Department? What agreements were reached with the Territory Government regarding Internet gaming at this time?

Answer:

Neither the Minister, nor DCITA or its predecessors, nor NOIE, was formally contacted in relation to the legislation mentioned before it was passed.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 213

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

213 What is the Minister’s understanding of the intentions of the Norfolk Island Government in licensing Internet gaming operations?
Answer:

The intention of the Norfolk Island Government in licensing Internet gambling operations appears to be to raise revenue for the Government and domestic economy of Norfolk Island.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 214

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

214 Is the Minister aware of the role of Dr John Walsh of Brannagh in actively promoting Internet gaming on Norfolk Island in international fora, including international conferences on Internet gaming?

Answer:

NOIE has no information about the role of Dr Walsh.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 215

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

221. Can details be provided of arrangements entered into between the Norfolk Island Government and Telstra, or any other relevant communications organisation, relating to communications infrastructure associated with Internet gaming operations?

Answer:

NOIE understands the Norfolk Island Gaming Authority will contact the Committee directly with a response to this question.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 216

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

222. Is the Minister, or the Department, aware of plans on the part of Norfolk Island and the proposed Internet gaming provider(s) to operate a large part of its business from the Australian mainland—including administration, call centres, and the provision of much of the Internet service (excluding the actual gambling transactions)? Would such a structure contravene any Australian law?

Answer:

Neither the Minister, nor DCITA, nor NOIE has been formally informed of any such plans. It is not appropriate for the Minister or NOIE to comment on whether any specific arrangements would contravene any Australian law.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 217

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

217 Is the Norfolk Island Internet gaming proposal, as currently formulated, consistent with the Australian Government’s position on Internet gambling?

Answer:

The intention of the Interactive Gambling Act 2001 is to prohibit the provision of interactive gambling services to persons in Australia. Interactive gambling is defined to include gaming services, betting on a sporting event after it has commenced, and online instant and scratch lottery services, where offered on a commercial basis via online communications services such as the Internet. Whether a particular service or group of services is compliant with the Act is a legal mater.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 





Question: 218

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

218 Does the Minister believe that there is any link, direct or indirect, between the existing Norfolk Island Internet university, Greenwich University, and the Internet gaming operations proposed? What action does the department, or the Minister, propose to take on this matter?

Answer:

NOIE has no information about a link between Greenwich University and Internet gaming operations on Norfolk Island.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 219

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Kim Carr asked:

223. Has the Department held discussions with the Department of Employment, Training and Youth Affairs (DETYA) on the subject of possible links between the issue of Greenwich University and the Internet gaming proposal? Will such discussions be held?
Answer:

NOIE has not held discussions with DETYA on this matter and no discussions are planned. NOIE has no oversight of Territory gambling licence arrangements or proposals.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 220

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Mark Bishop asked:

224. At what times since his appointment has Minister McGauran been the Acting Minister for Communications?

Answer:

Mr McGauran has been the Acting Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts on the following occasions:

· 23 to 25 October 1998;

· 27 to 29 October 1998;

· 25 December to 3 January 1999;

· 12 January to 4 February 1999;

· 3 to 6 March 1999;

· 31 May to 6 June 1999;

· 15 to 18 June 1999;

· 3 to 18 July 1999;

· 6 to 21 November 1999;

· 25 December 1999 to 11 January 2000;

· 12 to 29 May 2000;

· 4 to 20 November 2000;

· 7 to 17 December 2000; and

· 23 April to 4 May 2001.
Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 221

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Mark Bishop asked:

225. What involvement, if any, has Minister McGauran had in the development of policy or legislation relating to interactive gaming?

Answer:

Mr McGauran had no involvement in the development of policy or legislation relating to interactive gambling. The decision to impose a moratorium on new interactive gambling services in 2000 and the decision to impose a permanent ban on the provision of interactive gambling services to persons in Australia in 2001 were decisions of Cabinet. Mr McGauran is not a member of Cabinet.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 222

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Mark Bishop asked:

222 Was the Minister issued with briefs detailing the Government’s policy development or legislation? If so, when, and what did those briefs relate to?

Answer:

Mr McGauran generally only receives copies of minutes and briefs addressed to Senator Alston on matters that are relevant to his part of the portfolio. Interactive gambling is not such a matter.

When Mr McGauran is Acting Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts, Senator Alston’s Office may provide him with briefing on urgent matters that need to be signed during the acting period. No other minutes or briefs are provided to Mr McGauran while he is acting. These are held in Senator Alston’s Office for his return.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 223

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Mark Bishop asked:

226. Has Minister McGauran engaged in any consultations or meetings relating to the development of the Government’s policy or legislation? If so, when and with whom?

Answer:

Mr McGauran has not engaged in any consultations or meetings relating to the development of the Government’s interactive gambling policy or legislation.

Outcome 5, Output 5.1 




Question: 224

Topic: Interactive Gambling

Hansard Page/Written Question on Notice: all questions tabled
Senator Mark Bishop asked:

227. Prior to its disclosure in the Parliament, did Minister McGauran ever advise either the Prime Minister or the Minister for Communications of his pecuniary interest in poker machines? If not, why not, and if so, when did that disclosure occur and what were the precise terms and nature of the disclosure?

Answer:

NOIE has no information to enable an answer to this question.

