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Question: 355
Topic: Strong Orchestra Review
Hansard Page: ECITA 84

Senator Carr asked:

Can you take on notice what the Department’s understanding is of the record of their [Orchestra Victoria] attendances and their regional performances?

Answer: 

The Orchestra Victoria Annual Reports from 2002 – 2004 indicate that: 

· in 2002 the total attendance was 222,928, including 2 regional performances with an attendance figure of 800;

· in 2003 the total attendance was 224,161, including 13 regional performances with an attendance figure of 4,379; and

· in 2004 the total attendance was 223,664, including 19 regional performances with an attendance figure of 9,647.
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Question: 356
Topic: Strong Orchestra Review
Hansard Page: ECITA 86
Senator Carr asked:

[With regard to musicians salaries] I am interested in those two particular statistics, just the ones that have been given to me. I want to know if they are accurate – 40 per cent below the MSO, the other orchestra in Melbourne, and 26 per cent below the equivalent in Sydney.

Answer: 

Orchestra Victoria’s average salary rate is 39% below the average for the Melbourne Symphony Orchestra and 26% below the average for the Sydney based Australian Opera and Ballet Orchestra.
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Question: 357

Topic: Refundable Film Tax Offset

Hansard Page: ECITA 89 

Senator Carr asked:

Can you confirm that the only television production to take advantage of the refundable film tax offset has been a mini-series?  When was the television mini-series undertaken?
Answer: 

At the time of the Senate Estimates hearing in May, only one television production had been certified under the refundable film tax offset scheme since its commencement. Subsequently, a further television mini-series has been certified bringing the total to two television productions. 

Both of these mini-series were produced between 2003 and 2004. 
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Question: 358

Topic: Refundable Film Tax Offset

Hansard Page: ECITA 89 

Senator Carr asked:

Can you provide me with the size of the project; the number of people who were employed; the total value of the project, and what training opportunities arose?

Answer: 

The Department is unable to disclose business information of applicants for the offset to the extent that the information could result in disclosure of an applicant’s commercial affairs. 

The response to Question 316 provides the total qualifying spend in Australia for certified offset projects up to 30 June 2005. 
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Question: 359

Topic: Refundable Film Tax Offset

Hansard Page: ECITA 89 

Senator Carr asked:

What were the reasons for the rejection of the request to extend the offset to bundling?
Answer: 

At the time the proposal for extending the offset to television series was developed, the Government decided to focus the offset incentive on large budget, high-value productions which would balance investment in Australian infrastructure and jobs with providing unique opportunities for experience and training in innovative production. 
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Question: 360

Topic: Indigenous Services
Hansard Page: ECITA 92

Senator Carr asked:

What actions has DCITA taken to strengthen Indigenous cultural programs within the department?

Answer:

During 2004–05 DCITA undertook an assessment of its Indigenous programs including the Regional Arts and Culture Support (RACS) program and the National Arts and Crafts Industry Support (NACIS) program. The guidelines were adjusted to enable greater participation in whole of government activities, particularly shared responsibility agreements.
The Minister for the Arts and Sport, Senator the Hon Rod Kemp, has endorsed the development of the Australian Government Indigenous Languages Framework. The Framework will be guided by an Australian Government Working Group, chaired by DCITA and comprising representatives from relevant departments, to ensure a coordinated approach to Indigenous language issues.
DCITA is also working to maximise synergies and linkages between the programs previously managed by ATSIS and other DCITA and portfolio initiatives, and is working with other Australian Government agencies on program delivery and other issues to maximise outcomes for Indigenous people.
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Question: 361

Topic: Indigenous Services
Hansard Page: ECITA 92

Senator Carr asked:

What actions have been taken in terms of deployment of resources to support these programs?

Answer:

As at 1 June 2005 DCITA has 14 program positions and 10 corporate positions in National Office and 75.1 regional positions to support its Indigenous programs. The deployment of resources to support the Indigenous programs has been strengthened by establishing a state leadership structure with an EL 2 State Manager and EL 1 Assistant Manager in each state, except Tasmania which is managed from Victoria. In addition, management of the Indigenous programs and regional network has been incorporated into the duties of a number of senior management positions in the Department.
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Question: 362

Topic: Indigenous Services
Hansard Page: ECITA 92

Senator Carr asked:

Has there been a decline in the number of officers deployed on Indigenous policy issues?

Answer:

The number of officers deployed on Indigenous policy issues has not declined under the new arrangements. Management of the Indigenous programs and regional network has been incorporated into the duties of a number of senior management positions in the Department resulting in an overall increase in resources. 
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Question: 363-364

Topic: Administered Funds

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

Could you please provide a budgetary breakdown of the allocation of the Administered Funds for Outcome 1?

I would like to see a list of all projects and programs that this supports, together with the funding allocation and an indication of whether this is one-off or on-going funding.

Answer: 

A budgetary breakdown of the allocation of the Administered Funds for Outcome 1 is attached.

The breakdown lists all projects and programs together with their funding allocation. All projects and programs are multi-year unless indicated with a #.
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Question: 365-367

Topic: Wangka Maya Pilbara Aboriginal Language Centre
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

365.
Has the Department considered the concerns of Wangka Maya in regard to Clause 11 of the 2004-05 funding agreement in developing the 2005-06 funding agreement?

366.
How have Wangka Maya’s concerns been addressed?  Has the equivalent clause of the 2005-06 funding agreement been drafted to ensure that the intellectual property rights to material developed by language centres are vested in the centres, rather than the Commonwealth?

367.
If so, has the Department communicated this outcome to Wangka Maya?  If so, how and when?

Answer: 

365.
Yes.

366.
The Department recommended to the Office of Indigenous Policy Co-ordination (OIPC), which has co-ordinating responsibility for revising and issuing the Program Funding Agreement for 2005-06, changes to Clause 11 in the terms and conditions of the Program Funding Agreement for 2005-2006 to address these concerns.

The redrafted clause clarifies that the Commonwealth only has an automatic licence to activity material when that material is specified in the Schedule of the Program Funding Agreement.
367.
No. This will be communicated when the 2005-2006 Program Funding Agreement is offered to Wangka Maya.
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Question: 368 - 376
Topic: Yaitya Warra Wodli Language Centre 
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr Asked:

368. Yaitya Warra Wodli Language Centre (YWWLC) wrote to me late last year detailing its interaction with DCITA, ATSIS and its local ICC. It advised that it has been told its funding for 2004-05 will be "winding down money" of $218,000, to cover its liabilities and current language projects. Is this correct?

369.
When and how were decisions made about the funding of language centres and projects in South Australia for 2004-05?

370.
What was the process for applying for funding?  How and when was this advertised?  How did it differ from the processes followed in previous years?  How were existing providers informed of any changes to the process?

371.
How did the guidelines change when responsibility for funding moved from ATSIS to DCITA?

372.
YWWLC was advised that another organisation in South Australia had been successful in the funding round in relation to the language program. What is the name of the organisation?  Why was YWWLC not informed of the successful organisation, given that it would presumably be taking over some of YWWLC's responsibilities?

373.
Were the community based language projects around the State which had been expecting support from YWWLC informed of the name of the new provider?  If so, how and when did this occur?

374.
Has YWWLC been informed in writing of the final outcome of its 2004-05 funding application?  If so, when?  Please provide a copy of this correspondence and any other correspondence with YWWLC in relation to its funding application.
375.
Is the Department expecting to provide any funding support for YWWLC in 2005-06?

376.
Please provide details of the application process for funding for language centres for 2005-06, including when application kits were/will be made available for organisations and when funding was/will be announced.

Answer: 

368.
No.

369.
Decisions were made by assessing submissions against the selection criteria. Decisions on ‘multi-regional’ submissions were exercised by the then A/g Manager of the Adelaide Indigenous Coordination Centre. 
370.
The process for applying for Maintenance of Indigenous Languages and Records ‘multi-regional’ funding in South Australia for 2004-05 was through the submission of an Expression of Interest. The request for Expressions of Interest was advertised in relevant newspapers on 20 March 2004. The 2003-04 process differed from previous years by the introduction of an Expression of Interest stage. Existing providers were informed of changes to the process in a letter sent on 5 February 2004. In addition, YWWLC was advised by telephone on 17 March 2004 that the advertisement would be appearing in the press on 20 March 2004. 
371.
There was no change to the 2004-05 Program Funding Guidelines when responsibility moved from ATSIS to DCITA. 

372.
The name of the organisation is Adelaide Research and Innovation Pty Ltd (ARI). YWWLC were not informed of the successful organisation because at the time that negotiations with YWWLC were in place, ARI had not signed a Program Funding Agreement (PFA).

373.
Despite numerous requests to YWWLC for the contact details of community language projects that they claimed were expecting support from YWWLC in 2004-05, no details were made available to DCITA. The presumption that ARI would be taking over some of YWWLC’s responsibilities is incorrect.

374.
Yes. YWWLC was informed in writing on 24 November 2004 that it would not be funded for Maintenance of Indigenous Languages and Records activities in 2004-05. 
375.
No.
376.
The call for submissions was coordinated by the Office of Indigenous Policy Coordination (OIPC) and was advertised nationally on 14-18 February 2005. Program information and submission kits were made available to organisations at that time.
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Question: 377-380

Topic: Western Sydney Gathering Place
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

In response to a question from Senator O'Brien in 2004 (Q134 of May 2004), DIMIA advised that "in 2002-03 and 2003-04 the Western Suburbs Indigenous Gathering Place Association received funding from ATSIC and ATSIS under the Preservation and Promotion of Indigenous Culture program". In response to a question about funding for this organisation in 2005-06 (Q188), DIMIA advised that the matter is now the responsibility of the Attorney-General's Department (AG's). 

377. Is it the case that the Preservation and Promotion of Indigenous Culture program moved to DCITA and not AG's?
378. Has the Western Sydney Gathering Place received funding under this program in 
2004-05?  If so, how much?

When was the decision made about whether this organisation would receive funding in 2004-05?

379. Please provide details of the funding application process for 2005-06.

380. Have the requirements for funding under this program changed since it was transferred to DCITA?  Please provide details of any changes.

Answer: 

377. Yes.

378.
Yes. In 2004-05, Western Sydney Gathering Place received $30,000 (excluding GST) in operational funding from the Regional Arts and Culture Support (RACS) program, one of the two programs that made up the Preservation and Promotion of Indigenous Culture program.

The decision was made on 15 July 2004.

379.
The call for submissions to all Indigenous programs was co-ordinated by the Office of Indigenous Policy Co-ordination, and was advertised nationally in the week of 

14-18 February 2005. Program information and guidelines for all Indigenous programs were distributed by electronic kits. Applications closed on 29 March 2005. Applications to the 2005-06 RACS program were assessed against the program guidelines by regional, state and national office staff and then forwarded to the Minister for Arts and Sport for decision. 
380.
In 2004-05, the Preservation and Promotion of Indigenous Culture program consisted of two sub-programs: the RACS program and the National Arts and Craft Industry Support Strategy program. In 2005-06, the two programs were separated to create two stand-alone programs. The 2005-06 RACS guidelines were revised to reflect this change by identifying specific selection criteria on which applications would be assessed. The revised guidelines did not narrow the requirements for funding from 2004-05. 
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Question: 381

Topic: National School of Indigenous Art
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Carr asked:

Has this project proceeded beyond a scoping stage?

What work has now been completed?

Is all work still being undertaken within the department?
If NO: then who has been contracted, and for what job?

Answer:

A project plan has been finalised. Consultation with the Indigenous arts sector is being undertaken to assist in scoping the feasibility study.

The project plan is now established and continues to be reviewed.

All work is currently being undertaken within the Department.
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Question: 382

Topic: National School of Indigenous Art
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

You advised in response to a February question that a project plan, costing and community consultation had not been finalised.
When do expect these to be finalised?

If these issues are not finalised, exactly what planning is the Department currently undertaking?

Can you describe what it is?
How many staff are working on this project?

How many are committed fulltime to this project?

Answer:

A project plan has been finalised. Costings for the feasibility study are yet to be determined. Consultation with the Indigenous arts sector is being undertaken to assist in scoping the feasibility study.

The Department is about to undertake consultations with the Indigenous arts sector to assist in the scoping of the feasibility study.
Four staff are working on this project (equivalent to approximately one full-time position).

None.
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Question: 383 - 385

Topic:  Uhrig Report

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

(a)
Can you confirm that staff from DOCITA attended the April 19th briefing on the implications of the Uhrig Report into governance organised by the legal firm Blake Dawson Waldron?
(b)
Who attended from the Department? 
(c)
Is it the case that at least one Departmental officer spoke at this event?
(d)
Can you confirm that the consensus of the meeting was that the government's inclination was to remove as many boards as possible?  

(e)
Can you also confirm that in that context a DOCITA staff member informed the meeting that DOCITA had up to 20 organisations within its portfolio with Boards, and that of these at least 16 were cultural organisations? 
(f)
Who was that officer? 

Answer: 

(a)
Yes.

(b)
Three officers from the Arts and Sport Division attended the briefing session.

(c)
Yes.
(d)
The event in question was a briefing session, and not a meeting. There were no specific issues on which agreement or consensus was sought.

(e) A staff member noted that the Department of Communications, IT and the Arts had up to 20 organisations which would be assessed against the Uhrig templates. 

(f)
The then Manager of the Governance Unit within the Arts and Sport Division.
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Question: 386

Topic:  Uhrig Report

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

(a)
How is the Department handling the choice Uhrig offers between boards adopting virtually a full commercial model, or retreating to being essentially advisory boards within the context of the Department?  

(b)
Which option do you prefer?  

Answer: 

(a) The Department is currently undertaking assessments of the governance arrangements of its statutory authorities against the Uhrig templates, in accordance with the Government’s response to the Review of the Corporate Governance of Statutory Authorities and Office Holders.
(b)
Advice will be provided to the Government following completion of the assessment of each agency.
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Question: 387 - 388

Topic:  Uhrig Report

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

(a)
What discussions on the implications for cultural agencies and their capacity to carry out their responsibilities under either of these options have taken place?  

(b)
Have discussions been held with the board of the ABC?  
(c)
Or the National Museum?  

(d)
Or the Gallery or Library? 

(e)
If so, what has been the upshot of these discussions? 
Answer: 

(a)
The assessments for cultural agencies are either in very early stages, or are yet to commence. Discussions have surrounded the assessment process, rather than any potential implications.
(b)
No, but the issues have been discussed by officers of the Department and the ABC. 

(c)-(d)
Preliminary discussions with officers from the National Museum of Australia, the National Gallery of Australia and the National Library of Australia have taken place. 
(e)
Discussions have surrounded the processes for undertaking the assessments, and the involvement of the agencies during the assessments.
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Question: 389

Topic:  Uhrig Report

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

(a)
What model does the Department believe appropriate for cultural institutions?

(b)
Do you believe that either of the Uhrig models is demonstrably better for cultural institutions than the current model?

(c) Is it the intention of the Department to use the Uhrig Report to try and exert even tighter departmental control over our major national cultural institutions?  
(d)
What are the next steps in this process?
(e)
Has this Department discussed these implications with any other department, including PM&C?  

(f) If so, can you please provide copies of all correspondence, minutes, file notes and discussion papers resulting from these inter-departmental discussions? 
Answer: 

(a)–(b)
The appropriate governance model for cultural agencies will depend on the individual circumstances of each agency.
(c)-(d)
The Department will undertake the assessments of the governance arrangements of the cultural agencies against the templates developed by Mr Uhrig, as set out in the Government’s response to the Report. The results of these assessments will then be a matter for consideration by Ministers. 

(e)
Discussions take place from time to time between departments on various matters related to the implementation of the Government’s response to the Uhrig report. For example, the Department of Finance and Administration, which coordinates the assessment process, has organised a number of presentations and meetings to which departments were invited. 

(f)
Documentation relating to the assessments and consultations relate to the ongoing policy consideration by Government of these issues. It is therefore not appropriate to release it.
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Question: 390

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Carr asked:

What is the budget of the Collections Council of Australia?

Answer: 

The Cultural Ministers Council has approved a budget of $288 000 for the Collections Council of Australia in 2005-06.
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Question: 391

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

How much of this is provided by the Federal Government?

Answer: 

Under the agreed funding formula the Australian Government is contributing 60%.
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Question: 392

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

How is the rest of the budget collected? From who, and how much each?

Answer: 

The rest is contributed from all other jurisdictions of the Cultural Ministers Council (CMC) as per the table below.


	
	CMC share of CCA budget

2005-06

	Cwlth
	60%

	ACT
	0.88%

	NSW
	13.07%

	NT
	0.88%

	QLD
	6.24%

	SA
	3.12%

	TAS
	1.27%

	VIC
	9.66%

	WA
	3.9%

	
	

	TOTAL
	100%
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Question: 393
Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

Are all state and territory governments contributing to the CCA?

How much are each contributing?

Answer: 

Yes.

See table above.
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Question: 394

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

Are there contributions from any sources other than Federal and state governments? If so, what are these and how much is involved?

Answer: 

The Collections Council of Australia has advised that at the present time it has no other funding sources.
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Question: 395

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

What percentage of the CCA budget is committed to organisational costs and salaries, and what percentage is committed to project funding?

Answer: 

The Collections Council of Australia has allocated nearly 50% of its 2005-06 budget to project funding.
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Question: 396
Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

What is the CCA's work program for 2005/06?

Answer: 

The CCA has advised that it is currently finalising its 2005-06 work program.
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Question: 397

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

The Collections Council of Australia has recently been described as "the national peak body of the collections industry" –

Do you agree with that description?

Answer: 

The Collections Council of Australia has been established by the Cultural Ministers Council to represent the shared interests of archives, galleries, libraries and museums.
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Question: 398

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

How would you describe the "collections industry"?

Answer: 

N/A
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Question: 399

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

What characteristics make it an "industry"?

Answer: 

N/A
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Question: 400

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

What are the implications of you seeing it as an industry?

Answer: 

N/A
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Question: 401

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

For example, if it is an industry, what are the consequences for governance?

Answer: 

N/A
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Question: 402

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

Do you therefore intend to adopt Uhrig's recommendation that boards of institutions adopt a full commercial model?

Answer: 

Decisions on the assessment of portfolio agencies, including the collecting institutions, against the templates set out in the report on the Review of the Corporate Governance of Statutory Authorities and Office Holders, are a matter for Ministers.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 403

Topic: Collections Council of Australia
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Carr asked:

Does this mean that cultural agencies will come under greater pressure to earn additional revenue, or that revenue targets will be set?

Answer: 

N/A 
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Question: 404

Topic: Tax Ruling for Artists

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

I also refer to the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) definition of a “professional artist”: as one whose sole aim is to make a profit.

Can you confirm that this ruling is the result of a request arising from the 2002 Myer Report into the Contemporary Visual Arts that you commissioned?

Did the Department have any discussions with the ATO prior to it releasing this ruling? Do you agree with it?

It logically follows, does it not, that if an artist or a cultural organisation is not solely driven by making a profit that they are not professional?

So Lloyd Rees was not a professional artist?  Or the National Museum is run by amateurs? What sort of absurdity is that?  What practical steps have been taken to correct this situation?

Answer:

The Myer Report provided impetus to the development of the ruling, but work had commenced prior to the Myer Inquiry.
The Department, the Australia Council, the National Association for the Visual Arts (NAVA), the Arts Law Centre of Australia (ALC) and pro bono lawyers worked with the ATO over more than two years on development of the ruling. Relevant peak bodies were also consulted and provided input as part of the process.

The ATO ruling effectively meets the needs identified in the Myer Report.

The ATO ruling is designed to assist individual artists in determining whether they are carrying on a business as a professional artist. Tax legislation does not define what constitutes a business. Reliance is therefore placed on indicators held by the courts to be relevant in determining whether activities amount to a business. These indicators apply to all sectors, including the arts. The ruling applies these indicators in a way that takes account of the distinctive nature of professional arts practice. One of these indicators is a purpose and prospect of profit from the activity. It is not necessary that profit be the sole motive or determinant that an artist is engaged in a professional arts business. Other business indicators include: repetition, regularity, size and scale of the activity; and whether the activity is planned, organised and carried on in a businesslike manner. Importantly, the ruling gives recognition to the vocational nature of the arts profession where, unlike most commercial enterprises, profit is not necessarily the primary motive, financial success may take many years to achieve and income from the arts activity is commonly supplemented with other income streams.

No further action is considered necessary.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1
Question:  405

Topic: ATSIC Art works
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Carr asked:

ATSIC Art works

DOCITA and its agencies have been party to discussions on the future of ATSIC's art collection.

a) What is the status of these discussions?

b) Which is the lead agency in these considerations?

c) Has a decision been reached?

If NO, when do you think a decision will be reached?

d) What issues are preventing a final decision from being made?

e) Are any of these artworks being stored with any of DOCITA's agencies?

f) Where are they now?

g) Has anyone from the department or its agencies seen this material since it was repossessed by the Government?

h) Where was it inspected?

i) Has the Department, or any of its agencies, sought to have the collection, either in part or in its entirety, permanently transferred to its custody?

Answer:

a) In May 2005 the Australia Council wrote to the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs offering its resources to explore a range of issues concerning the collection, with a view to recommending solutions.

b - i) The ATSIC art collection is the responsibility of the Office of Indigenous Policy Coordination. 
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Question: 406

Topic: Strong Orchestra Review
Written Question on Notice
Senator Carr asked:

It is understood that the Department commissioned, or assisted the Strong review to have commissioned legal advice on aspects of the Strong report and the possible implications of some of its recommendations.

Please provide copies of correspondence and legal advice received by the Department, either directly or through the Strong review process that addressed any aspect of the review’s deliberations.
Answer: 

All correspondence and legal advice relating to the Strong Review constitutes internal working papers of the Department and was used in the context of developing policy advice for Ministers.
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Question: 407

Topic: National Portrait Gallery Building Project

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

The $50 million to construct a new facility for the National Portrait Gallery appears in the Budget measure with the Department of Finance and Administration as the lead agency.

Is that correct?
Answer: 

Yes. 
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Question: 408

Topic: National Portrait Gallery Building Project

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

a) Given the specific character of cultural buildings such as museums and galleries, what is the logic for Finance and Administration to be the lead agency?

b) What skill does that department have in leading, or managing the construction of such facilities?

c) What role does this department (DOCITA) have in the process?

d) Why isn't DOCITA the lead agency? Isn't the National Portrait Gallery part of the department?

e) Did you seek to be the lead agency?

f) Who made the decision on this matter?

g) Is this a vote of no confidence in the Department?

h) So exactly what part in the process will this Department play?

i) What senior staff will be involved and what will be their roles?

j) What responsibility for the success of the project will the Department take?

Answer:

a) The Administrative Arrangements Orders (AAO’s) of 16 December 2005 provide the matters to be dealt with by each Federal Government Department. The matters to be dealt with by the Department of Finance and Administration include strategic property management in Australia, including construction, acquisition and ownership and disposal of real property. The matters to be dealt with by the Department of Communications, IT & the Arts (DCITA) include support for the Arts.

DCITA has a role to support the cultural objectives of the project and ensure the National Portrait Gallery’s needs are incorporated in the new building.
b) The Department of Finance and Administration (Finance) is responsible for the delivery of the domestic non-Defence capital works programme and is well placed to undertake such a project. Finance is responsible for several capital works procurements for a number of agencies and projects in progress which include: the Commonwealth Law Courts, Adelaide; ANZAC Park East and West Office Building Refurbishment, Canberra; and Royal Australian Mint Building Refurbishment, Canberra.

c) The Department of Communications, IT & the Arts, including the National Portrait Gallery’s (NPG), role in the process, as the primary stakeholder, is to coordinate and represent the NPG’s input and interests in the project and contribute to the delivery of the new building through the Department of Finance and Administration stakeholder consultation process. 
d) See (a).

e) The Department of Communications, IT & the Arts, including the National Portrait Gallery, was involved in the preliminary planning for the project. The budget measure for the new building was announced in the 2004-05 Portfolio Additional Estimates of the Department of Finance and Administration in accordance with the AAO’s.

f) The Government.

g) The decision was made in accordance with the Administrative Arrangement Orders of 16 December 2005.

h) The Department of Communications, IT &the Arts (DCITA), including the National Portrait Gallery (NPG), will be closely consulted by the Department of Finance and Administration throughout the project. DCITA’s involvement will include representation on project committees, input and consultation in the planning and design stages of the project and representation on the procurement and construction aspects of the project. In addition, DCITA, including the NPG, has a role in the project to prepare and plan for the transition of the operations of the NPG from Old Parliament House to the new building.

i) The Department of Communications, IT & the Arts representatives on the project include:

· The Acting Chief General Manager, Arts and Sport Division, Mr Colin Lyons and a small project unit including an EL1 Project Coordinator.

· The Director, Mr Andrew Sayers, and Assistant Director, Mr Simon Elliott of the National Portrait Gallery.

j) The Department of Communications, IT & the Arts, including the National Portrait Gallery (NPG), will be the end user of the new building and will have responsibility for the ongoing management of the facility and the NPG operations.
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Question: 409

Topic: National Portrait Gallery Building Project

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

I recall that when the National Museum was being constructed, that day to day management of the construction process was vested in departmental staff. Do you anticipate that similar arrangements will be followed in this instance?

If not, what is the reason for that?

Answer:

The Department of Finance and Administration (Finance) has primary responsibility for the overall management of the project including the development of an overall project program and the tendering, contracting and management of the design and construction process. The Department of Communications, IT & the Arts will have a role in the construction of the building through providing advice and endorsements to Finance as required through this process.
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Question: 410

Topic: National Portrait Gallery Building Project

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

At the time (of the construction of the National Museum of Australia), the then project director from the Department, Dawn Casey, successfully argued for the adoption of an "alliancing" partnership between all those involved in the project.

Is a similar method under consideration for the National Portrait Gallery project?

If NO: why not? 

What model will you be adopting? 

Answer:

The Department of Finance and Administration is yet to recommend to the delegate the delivery model for the construction of the new National Portrait Gallery. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.2 





Question: 411 

Topic: National Portrait Gallery Building Project

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

a) What will the role of the National Portrait Gallery itself be in this project?

b) Can you confirm that they have employed their own consultants to "keep the bastards honest" in the construction process?

c) Who have they retained, and at what cost?

d) Copy of the contract please?

Answer:

a) The National Portrait Gallery (NPG), as part of the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts (DCITA), will be closely consulted by the Department of Finance and Administration (Finance) throughout the project. The NPG involvement will include representation on project committees, input and consultation in the planning and design stages of the project and representation on the procurement and construction aspects of the project. In addition, the NPG has a role in the project to prepare and plan for the transition of its operations from Old Parliament House to the new building.

b) The Department of Communications, IT & the Arts engaged a project consultant to provide this Department, including the National Portrait Gallery, with specific cultural and operational advice and support for its input into the Functional Design Brief for the new building. 
c) XACT Project Consultants Pty Ltd at a contract cost of $79,200 incl. GST.

d) Refer Attachment A

Outcome 1, Output 1.2 





Question: 412 

Topic: National Portrait Gallery Building Project

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

Is the Department intending to retain its own independent advice for the project as well?

Answer:

The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts, including the National Portrait Gallery, will consider the requirement for ongoing independent advice in line with its emerging roles in the delivery of the project.

Outcome 1, Output 1.2 





Question: 413 

Topic: National Portrait Gallery Building Project

Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

Will the National Portrait Gallery be directly represented on the project management team?

If so, who do you anticipate that will be?

Answer:

The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts (DCITA), including the National Portrait Gallery (NPG), is working closely with the Department of Finance and Administration (Finance) project team and is represented on a Steering Committee for the project with senior officials from Finance and other relevant departments and agencies. A Project Control Group will also be convened in the near future to address specific day-to-day project management issues. DCITA will have representatives of the NPG and its Coordination Unit on this committee also.

The National Portrait Gallery representation on the project includes the Director, Mr Andrew Sayers, and the Assistant Director, Mr Simon Elliott. Other NPG staff will have a significant role in the transitional planning and arrangements for occupation of the new building. 
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