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Question: 165

Topic: Performance Pay

Written Question on Notice
Senator Carr asked:

Is performance pay available under your department/agencies certified agreement? 
a)
If not how many staff in your Department/Agency are eligible for performance based 
pay? 

b)
Please provide a breakdown of performance pay awarded for this financial year to date 
including the following details: 

c)
How many staff have received performance pay?

d)
What levels are those staff at?

e)
What gender, a breakdown please? 

f)
How much has each staff member received? 

g)
When did they receive it?

h)
What was the rationale for the awarding of performance pay in each instance? 

i)
Did the Department/Agency head receive performance pay? 

j)
How much? 

k)
When? 

l)
On what grounds? 

Answer: 
No

a) 9
b)
See answers part c-l.
c
7

d)
PEO and SES levels

e)
1 male, 6 female

f)
Combined total for 2003-04 $145,252

g)
September and November 2004

h)
For performance in accordance with individual employment contracts and performance pay guidelines. Eligible staff are required to identify and agree performance targets aligned to organisational goals at the commencement of the performance period. The CEO assesses the achievement of the agreed targets and the quantum of the performance pay reflects the achievements of those targets.

i – l) The performance assessment period for the Australia Council head is 1 July to 30 June each year. The Australia Council head is part of the Remuneration Tribunal’s Principal Executive Officer (PEO) Scheme, with the Council designated as the employing body. On this basis, the Council is responsible for determining any performance pay that might be payable , in consultation with the Minister for Arts and Sport. The Australia Council head is eligible for a performance payment of up to 15% of total remuneration. However, it is the practice not to provide individual information of this kind because of privacy concerns.
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Question: 187
Topic: AWAs

Written Question on Notice
Senator Carr asked:

AWAs 

a) 
How many staff are covered by AWAs in your Agency/Department? 

b) 
Can you provide a break down of AWA's by gender and by classification? 

c) 
Can you tell me how many of the staff on AWA's are paid more than the band for their classification under the certified agreement? 

d) 
Why were these staff not simply promoted to a higher classification? 

Answer: 

a)
None
b)
Not applicable
c)
Not applicable
d)
Not applicable
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Question: 209
Topic: Efficiency Dividend

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Carr asked:

a) What financial impact will the increased efficiency dividend have on your Department/agency this financial year and in the out years?

b) The increase in the efficiency dividend was announced in last year’s election, what plans have you made to meet it?

c) What will this mean for staff numbers?

d) Will any specific programs be cut? Please specify which ones and the size of the estimated savings? 

e) Will any core functions be affected by these savings measures? 

f) How will meeting the efficiency dividend affect your graduate recruitment plans? 

g) How will meeting the efficiency dividend affect your ability to retain experienced staff? 

Answer: 

a) 2005-06: $ Nil



2006-07: $ Nil




The Australia Council is exempt from the increase in the efficiency dividend to 1.25% for the remainder of its current triennial funding agreement, which ends on 30 June 2007. 
b) The Australia Council sets its internal budget on an annual basis taking into account known funding levels, including from Government. 
c), d), e) and g):
The Australia Council is exempt from the increase in the efficiency 
dividend for the remainder of its current triennial funding agreement.
f)
The Australia Council does not have a graduate recruitment program.
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Question: 286

Topic: Sydney Dance Company
Hansard Page: ECITA 7

Senator Carr asked:

When did the review commence? Late 2004; when precisely?

On what date did the Australia Council receive the report on the Sydney Dance Company by Mr Ian McRae?

Liz P

Answer: 

The review commenced in early October 2004.

On 30 January 2005, Ian McRae forwarded his report to Sydney Dance Company and copied it to the Major Performing Arts Board of the Australia Council.
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Question: 287

Topic: Orchestras
Hansard Page: ECITA 8

Senator Carr asked:

Which Orchestras have not had their accounts signed off?

Liz P

Answer:

As at 25 May 2005 only one orchestra had not had its accounts signed off: 

Orchestra Victoria

Its accounts were signed off on 1 June 2005.
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Question: 288

Topic:  Major Performing Arts Companies – Financial Viability
Hansard Page: ECITA 9

Senator Carr asked:

How many of the major companies are showing a surplus? Can you list those for me? Of the ones funded by the major companies board? What is the size of the surplus for each of those companies?

Liz P

Answer:

Twenty-three companies funded by the Major Performing Arts Board (MPAB) reported surplus results for 2004.

The table below lists each company and the surplus result reported in the Statutory Accounts for that company as at 31 December 2004 except for State Opera of SA and State Theatre Co of SA. Explanations that give rise to the surplus are given in each company’s audited statutory accounts.
	Company
	
	Net Surplus reported in the audited Statutory Accounts

	
	
	

	
	
	31 December 2004

	
	
	$’000’s

	Australian Brandenburg Orchestra
	
	13

	Australian Chamber Orchestra
	
	903

	Bangarra Dance Theatre
	
	15

	Bell Shakespeare Company
	
	97

	Circus Australia
	
	41

	Company B Ltd
	
	56

	Melbourne Symphony Orchestra
	
	2,422

	Melbourne Theatre Company
	
	1,057

	Musica Viva Australia
	
	1,297

	Opera Australia
	
	2,621

	Orchestra Victoria
	
	174

	Playbox Theatre Company (now Malthouse)
	
	159

	Queensland Ballet
	
	160

	Queensland Orchestra
	
	56

	Queensland Theatre Company
	
	11

	State Opera of SA
	
	2,639 *

	State Theatre of SA
	
	199 *

	Sydney Symphony Orchestra
	
	1,431

	Sydney Theatre Company
	
	347

	Tasmanian Symphony Orchestra
	
	1,552

	The Australian Ballet
	
	965

	West Australian Ballet
	
	312

	West Australian Symphony Orchestra
	
	1,241


· These two companies report on a fiscal year basis and the results are as reported for 30 June 2004.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1





Question: 289

Topic: Major Performing Arts Companies – Forward Business Plans
Hansard Page: ECITA 11

Senator Carr asked:

Can we have a look at forward business plans for each of the companies?
Answer:
It would not be appropriate to make these documents available publicly. Public release of this information has the potential to seriously undermine a company’s business operations. 
The forward business plans for each of the companies are detailed working documents that guide the companies’ business operations. They set out in detail how the company will operate its business in a competitive market place and include detailed market analysis, cost structures, planned competitive advantage and forward commercial business strategies. 
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Question: 290

Topic: Major Performing Arts Companies – Financial Assistance 
Hansard Page: ECITA 13

Senator Carr asked:

Have you provided assistance to other companies in a similar manner to that provided to the Sydney Dance Company? How much was that [to Playbox, now Malthouse Theatre] assistance?

[Dr Brown-Watt—I would have to go back and check on the actual amounts that we paid for any of these.]

Answer:

Yes. As was advised on 25 May, similar assistance was provided to the West Australian Symphony Orchestra, Queensland Orchestra and Playbox Theatre (Malthouse).

The Major Performing Arts Board provided $10,000 towards Playbox Theatre’s consultancy.
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Question: 291

Topic: Major Performing Arts Companies – Financial assistance
Hansard Page: ECITA 15

Senator Carr asked:

Other than the Opera, are there any companies that have had to have financial measures by way of assistance in the past three years?

Answer:

Yes, the following were assisted:

Sydney Dance Company

State Opera of South Australia

The Queensland Orchestra

West Australian Symphony Orchestra

Australian Opera and Ballet Orchestra (a controlled entity of Opera Australia)

The Australian Ballet

Adelaide Symphony Orchestra
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Question: 292

Topic: Sydney Dance Company
Hansard Page: ECITA 16

Senator Carr asked:

Did the Sydney Dance Company receive a $600,000 advance on its grant?

Please provide a list of payments that has been made to the Sydney Dance Company.
Answer:

Yes.

The list of payments follows:

	
	$ Paid
	$ Due
	$ Advanced

(cumulative)

	
	
	
	

	Oct-04
	350,000 
	
	350,000 

	Dec-04
	450,000 
	443,500 
	356,500 

	Apr-05
	300,000 
	
	656,500 

	May-05
	378,336 
	1,034,836 
	-   

	Jun-05
	110,000 
	
	110,000* 


* Advance against 2006 base grant first installment due December 2005.
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Question: 293

Topic: Major Performing Arts Companies – Operating margin
Hansard Page: ECITA page 26

Senator Carr asked:

In other fields a ratio of less than one per cent flags a potential liquidity risk. How many of our major performing arts companies would have a ratio of less than one per cent?

[Dr Brown-Watt— I would say on the numbers that I now have on annual operating results, probably nine in 2004 would be around one percent or less. I will need to confirm that.]

Answer
There are eight companies that have a less than 1% ratio. 
Ongoing financial viability for the major performing arts companies was included in the Terms of Reference for the Major Performing Arts Inquiry (MPAI). In considering this issue, one of the key recommendations of the MPAI, that was agreed by Cultural Ministers Council (CMC), was that each major performing arts company should build reserves of up to 20% of its annual costs to cover its business risk. 

In this context, five of these eight companies have strong net asset levels (between 18% and 53% of the cost base). 
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Question: 294

Topic: Financial Viability of Major Performing Arts Companies
Hansard Page: ECITA 27

Senator Carr asked:

Did the Council provide advice to the ministers about the adequacies of those measures of the financial health of the sector?
Answer
Yes.

Key financial measures for the Major Performing Arts Sector were developed by the Major Performing Arts Inquiry (MPAI) and agreed by CMC. Updates to these measures are published annually and the report is available on the Australia Council’s website.
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Question: 295

Topic: Strong Orchestra Review
Hansard Page: ECITA 35

Senator Carr asked:

Will the ABC be able to continue to provide promotional material on TV and radio for the orchestras free of charge, or will there be some transfer payments required?

Answer: 

This is a matter which will be resolved between the orchestras and the ABC. The Government has accepted the recommendation by James Strong that the six state symphony orchestras become fully independent companies, noting that service-level agreements will be developed between the ABC and the orchestras to preserve mutual benefits. The ABC has not indicated that it will seek payment for promoting the orchestras.
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Question: 296

Topic: Financial Viability of Major Performing Arts Companies
Hansard Page: ECITA 35

Senator Carr asked:

Was your answer to my question on notice 166 about unpublished reports from the last Senate hearings accurate as you did not mention the McRae Report. Please advise if you know of any unpublished reports into the viability of the Major Performing Arts Companies including the McRae Report, at that time.
Answer:
Yes, the answer was accurate as the question was construed to be about Australia Council reports and research.

The Council did not have any unpublished research on the financial viability of the arts sector to provide in addition to the Council’s five published reports it has already made available.

In relation to the McRae Report, it is not an Australia Council report. It was commissioned by the Sydney Dance Company and it was up to the company whether they wished to make that report public or provide a copy to you.
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Question: 297

Topic: Community Cultural Development Board

Hansard Page: ECITA 36
Senator Carr asked:

Could you provide me with a copy of the names of the people on the steering committee? 
Are you able to provide us with a copy of the decision with regard to the 11 March meeting of the Council that determined these matters. 

Answer: 

Ms Bott advised the Committee on 25 May of the membership of the scoping study reference group. The membership will include the Chair, Community Partnerships; a representative of the Future Planning Task Force; two arts sector representatives nominated by the National Arts and Cultural Alliance; the Director Community Partnerships and one other arts sector representative.

To date no appointments have been made to the Community Partnerships scoping study reference group.

The final decision on the restructure took place at the 5-6 April Council meeting. A copy of the Future Planning Implementation Strategy is posted on the Australia Council website at

http://www.ozco.gov.au/news_and_hot_topics/news/future_planning_information/

The Council approved the Future Planning Implementation Strategy at the April 2005 Council meeting - including the dissolution of the Community Cultural Development Board and the establishment of the Community Partnerships Section.
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Question: 298

Topic: Triennial Funding
Hansard Page: ECITA 

Senator Carr asked:

Please give a breakdown of the 145 companies. I do not necessarily want individual names, but you must have some aggregates that tell us what percentage are in the third year and what are in their second year and first year.

Answer: 

The following chart reflects the number of existing triennial grant recipients expected to seek triennial support again from the Australia Council. The year mentioned is the year in which they would apply (usually June/July) for the following calendar year's activities. This chart does not include applications from other companies that may choose to apply for triennial funding but are not currently funded in this category. 
	By application year

	 
	2003 05
	2004 06
	2005 07
	 

	 
	2005 (1st year)
	2006 (2nd year)
	 2007 (3rd year)
	Total

	ATSIAB
	9
	3
	2
	14

	CCD/CP
	6
	3
	7
	16

	Dance
	11
	-
	-
	11

	Literature
	3
	7
	1
	11

	Music
	5
	3
	5
	13

	New Media
	-
	3
	-
	3

	Theatre
	13
	9
	11
	33

	VACB
	-
	-
	36
	36

	Council
	4
	1
	1
	6

	ALL
	51 (36 %)
	29 (20%)
	63 (44%)
	143
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Question: 299

Topic: Community Arts Network
Hansard Page: ECITA 41

Senator Carr asked:

Was it true that there was a community arts centre in every state?

Answer: 

The question does not identify specifically what is meant by ‘community arts centre’. However, there are a number of organisations around Australia that are usually considered to be community arts centres. 
There are also a number of community arts and community cultural development service organisations across Australia. 
Other organisations take on a range of community support and advocacy activities in most of the States and Territories.

\
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Question: 300

Topic: Melba Foundation
Hansard Page: ECITA 42

Senator Lundy asked:

(1) Can you outline what instalments were paid in the current fiscal year and when?
(2) What is that appointment [Jorgen Schlosberg] worth in dollar terms to Melba and to taxpayers?

Answer:

(1) The following payments were made to the Melba Foundation in 2004-05 financial year:
	
	 $ Paid 

	
	

	11 November 2004
	250,000

	16 December 2004
	250,000

	22 March 2005
	100,000

	13 April 20905
	150,000

	4 May 2005
	250,000

	Total
	1,000,000


Answer:

(2) Jorgen Scholsberg is contracted by the Melba Foundation as a marketing consultant at the rate of $22,000 per annum.
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Question: 301

Topic: Melba Foundation
Hansard Page: ECITA 43

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you tell me whether or not you were advised when former Senator Richard Alston was appointed to the Melba board?

When was he appointed to the board?
Answer:
The Australia Council was advised by email on 6 April 2005.

Mr Alston was appointed to the Melba Foundation Board on 9 March 2005.
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Question: 302
Topic: Melba Foundation
Hansard Page: ECITA 47

Senator Lundy asked:

Please provide the committee with reports you are required to provide to the Australia Council. If there are any commercial issues, just advise the committee. I am not interested in commercially sensitive information, just openness and accountability.
Answer:

The Melba Foundation does not wish to release these reports into the public domain. In the interests of openness and accountability, it is noted that the Foundation is required to publicly release an Annual Report every year.
In summary, these reports contain commercially sensitive information which has commercial value, as it sets out in detail the company’s business operations, cost structures and therefore could provide a competitor with a commercial advantage over the company. 
The Melba Foundation is required to provide the following information, prior to the commencement of each fiscal year of funding:
· a detailed Annual Program of Activities approved by the Company's Board; 

· a detailed fiscal year Budget, by recording project, and projects/activities that will be 
undertaken to disseminate high quality Australian music recordings and build 
international markets for this product, approved by the Company's Board;  

· a costed 2 year forward Business Plan approved by the Company’s Board; 

· a detailed, monthly Cash Flow forecast for the 2 years forward; and

· Performance Measures and Indicators from the Company's Business Plan.


The Foundation is also required to provide the following information on a quarterly basis:

· Copies of its detailed monthly management accounts for September, December, 
March and June, by recording project and each project/activity undertaken to 
disseminate and build international markets for high quality Australian music 
recordings produced under this Australian Government Initiative, within thirty days of 
the end of the month in question.


The Annual Funds received from the Australia Council shall be disclosed separately in these accounts.

The Melba Foundation is also required to provide the following information on an annual basis:


· Audited Financial Statements for the previous fiscal year;

· a complete list of current Company Board members, their areas of expertise and 
Board responsibilities and, in the intervening period, to advise the Council 
immediately of any changes to Board membership;

· a Company governance report. It is expected that this report will reflect the 
‘Principles of Corporate Governance and Good Practice’ outlined in Schedule C;
if the Company should decide not to implement any of these principles, then it is 
expected to include a statement as to the reasoning behind this decision in this 
Report; 

· an Artistic /operational appraisal report;

· a half yearly Operational Report, due 31 January each year; and 
· an Annual Report, due 30 September each year. This Report is to be publicly 
released by no later than 30 September in each year commencing with 2005 and 
finishing in 2009.
The Melba Foundation was required to provide, by 30 April 2005, its process for self-assessment of artistic quality, drawing on a range of verifiable internal and external sources.

In relation to the subcontracting/outsourcing of its Annual Program, the Foundation was also required to provide, by 28 February 2005, documentation outlining the Foundation Board’s decision making process to ensure that:

· there is a rigorous and transparent process to ensure that there is value for 
money; and
the process takes into account any perceived or actual conflicts of interest and ensures that the successful sub-contracted / outsourced entity(s) has the 
capacity to deliver the required outcomes of this Agreement. 
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Question: 303

Topic: Performing Arts Touring (International)
Hansard Page: ECITA 90

Senator Carr asked:

Is it possible for the department to confirm that there has been a decline in the amount of international touring by Australian major arts companies over the past three or four years?
Answer:
Following 11 September 2001, international touring has been significantly interrupted and is beginning to rebuild. The Major Performing Arts Board (MPAB) of the Australia Council is currently undertaking research on international touring by the major performing arts companies that will be completed later this year.
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Question: 304

Topic: Australian Chamber Orchestra
Hansard Page: ECITA 90

Senator Carr asked:

Can you also confirm the extent to which the Australian Chamber Orchestra cut its proposed itinerary from two tours to one?
Answer:

The Australia Council can confirm that the Australian Chamber Orchestra did cut its proposed itinerary from two tours to one.
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Question: 305

Topic: Australian Chamber Orchestra
Hansard Page: ECITA 90

Senator Carr asked:

Can you provide any reason for that being the case?
Answer:
The Australian Chamber Orchestra (ACO) has in recent years revised its performance obligations as over 75% of its performances were away from Sydney and this placed considerable pressure on the players and their family commitments. The ACO has advised The Major Performing Arts Board (MPAB) that negotiations with the players resulted in an agreement to reduce the overall level of touring including reducing the number of international performances to 15 per annum. 
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Question: 306

Topic: Performing Arts Touring (International)
Hansard Page: ECITA 90

Senator Carr asked:

Are there more sources of money other than the Australia Council for international touring.

Answer:

Yes – see response to Question 308.
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Question: 307

Topic: Performing Arts
Hansard Page: ECITA 90
Senator Carr asked:

When was the last time a cost-benefit analysis was undertaken on the provision of support for international touring by Australian cultural organisations?

Answer: 
· The Australia Council is not aware of any recent cost benefit analysis undertaken on the provision of support for international touring by Australian cultural organisations

· The Australia Council on occasion has undertaken evaluation of its international strategies

· A report titled ‘Australia’s Trade in Culture 2000-01’ by the Cultural Ministers Council Statistics Working Group (CMC SWG) Report  was published in March 2003. This report shows the extent of Australia’s trade in cultural goods and services with the rest of the world.
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Question: 308

Topic: Performing Arts Touring (International)
Hansard Page: ECITA 91
Senator Carr asked:

Is it possible for you to check what the particular sources of funding are for international touring and the amounts that are available?

Answer: 
· The Australia Council allocated AUD $6.6 million towards international activity in the 2003/2004 financial year

· The Australia International Cultural Council allocates AUD $1 million per year towards cultural activities

· State and Territory governments all allocate funding to varying degrees for international activity

· Other sources of funding for international touring include Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and Austrade

· In addition, Australian arts companies source private and corporate funds for international activity through sponsorship partnerships.
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Question: 309

Topic: Major Performing Arts Companies – Additional information
Written Question on Notice 

Senator Carr asked:
I would like you to provide me with some additional information about the performance of the major companies: information that cannot easily be gleaned from annual reports.

As we have seen, there is a scatter of results: some surpluses, some deficits, some breaking breakeven. We also see them operating under ever greater pressure: your own arguments on the unsustainability of government funding attests to that. 
What I would like from you is a table detailing the operating performance of each major organisation: both ordinary operating result and the final result with bequests, etc added.

Then, against each organisation, I would like you to identify what measures each organisation had to take to reach this result. We know of many from the companies themselves, but I want a complete list from you. For example, where a company reduced staff or sacked people that should be indicated. Where a company cut down on rehearsals, invited fewer guest artists or cheaper, less well-known ones that should be indicated.


Answer:

	 
	2004

	Company
	Net surplus / (deficit) from ordinary activities  ($'000's)
	Adjustments ($'000's)
	Net changes in equity  ($'000's)

	Adelaide Symphony Orchestra
	-51
	
	

	Australian Brandenburg Orchestra
	13
	
	

	Australian Chamber Orchestra
	903
	
	

	Australian Opera and Ballet Orchestra
	-980
	
	

	Bangarra Dance Theatre
	15
	
	

	Bell Shakespeare Company
	97
	
	

	Black Swan Theatre Company
	-20
	
	

	Circus Australia
	41
	
	

	Company B Ltd
	56
	
	

	Melbourne Symphony Orchestra
	2,422
	
	

	Melbourne Theatre Company
	1,057
	
	

	Musica Viva Australia
	184
	1,112*
	1,296

	Opera Australia
	1,020
	1,601**
	2,621

	Opera Queensland
	-75
	
	

	Orchestra Victoria
	174
	
	

	Playbox Theatre Company
	159
	
	

	Queensland Ballet
	160
	
	

	Queensland Orchestra
	56
	
	

	Queensland Theatre Company
	11
	
	

	State Opera of SA
	2,639
	
	

	State Theatre of SA
	199
	
	

	Sydney Dance Company
	-822
	
	

	Sydney Symphony Orchestra
	1,431
	
	

	Sydney Theatre Company
	347
	
	

	Tasmanian Symphony Orchestra
	1,552
	
	

	The Australian Ballet
	-135
	1,100***
	965

	Total
	11,970
	3,813
	4,882

	West Australian Ballet
	312
	
	

	West Australian Opera
	-36
	
	

	West Australian Symphony Orchestra
	1,241
	
	

	Source: 2004 Statutory Accounts – Statement of Financial Performance

*    Musica Viva Australia:  Net Increase in Asset Revaluation Reserve  $1,112k

**  Opera Australia:  Result of its Foundation

***The Australian Ballet:  Results from Endowment Reserves Building Activities  $1,100k




The Major Performing Arts Board (MPAB) requires the companies to submit audited accounts that are in accordance with the Corporations Act 2001 and comply with the Accounting Standards and Corporations Regulations 2001. Accordingly, private sector income, including bequests, is included in these accounts as ordinary income, except for The Australian Ballet as noted above. 

The MPAB does not monitor or request information on detailed operational matters including employee numbers, rehearsal schedules or operational/business processes. The choice of guest artists is a decision of the Artistic Director. This decision making process includes taking into account artist suitability and availability and development opportunities for emerging artists. 

The MPAB encourages all of its companies to review their operational and business processes to reflect best practice management. In recent years both Opera Australia and the Sydney Symphony Orchestra have undertaken reviews and restructuring of their operational and business processes. This has included a number of staff redundancies and recruitment to new positions. 
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Question: 310

Topic: Major Performing Arts Companies- Touring
Written Question on Notice

Senator Carr asked:

The same with less touring (national or international), reduced educational or regional programs, performances requiring fewer artists or shorter seasons.

Answer:

National Touring

National touring is dependant upon a number of factors including venue interest in the product and efficiency of the touring itinerary. 

While the Major Performing Arts Board (MPAB) has not yet analysed the 2004 regional touring data, the number of regional seasons by major performing arts companies increased from 257 in 1999 to 348 in 2003.

The only major performing arts companies that are required to undertake regular regional touring are those that are categorised as State Flagship. Only one such company, Opera Queensland, has indicated that it has reduced its touring by:
· a reduction in NARPACA centres played from eight to seven in 2004; and

· a reduction in Queensland’s B venues from 16 in 2003 to 12 in 2005.

Opera Queensland has not indicated the level of savings achieved by this reduction but it should be noted that Opera Queensland has the highest level of reserves (as a % of its cost base) of all the major performing arts companies at 53%.

The Australian Chamber Orchestra, an international company, reports that it has reduced national touring. 
Education activities

Companies that are categorised as State Flagship are required to undertake education programs in their state. In addition one company in each artform is required to undertake national education responsibilities. These companies are Bell Shakespeare, Musica Viva, The Australian Ballet and Opera Queensland. Only Opera Queensland has highlighted a reduction in activity as follows:

· Primary Education Program - touring party for new primary school show reduced from five to four; and

· Secondary Education Program - reduction in artists from six to five.
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Question: 311

Topic: Major Performing Arts Companies 
Hansard Page: ECITA 90

Senator Carr asked:

In fact, I want you to indicate all ways in which organisations cut costs to meet the impact of the inadequate funding model.

Answer:

Management of major performing arts companies is the responsibility of the Boards and management of each organisation. However, the Major Performing Arts Board monitors the financial performance of all major performing arts companies. The 2004 results show that compared to 1999:

· overall costs increased from $220 million to $286 million (30% )
· overall net asset position increased from $18 million to $51 million (183%)
· the number of companies with a negative net asset position reduced from eleven  to five
· government funding to the companies increased from approximately $90 million in 1999 to $110 million in 2004 (22%).
A review of the funding model is planned for 2005-2006.
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