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Question: 414

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

What other sports facility developments, including projects considered to be of national, state, regional or local importance, have been funded either fully, or partially, by the Commonwealth Government since 1996?  

A full description of each project is requested, including full details of funding arrangements and current status.

Answer: 

A full response to this question would involve collecting information from at least eight current agencies, as well as accessing records generated by agencies that no longer exist, such as the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission. In addition, there are no specifically designated “sporting facility” programs in any of the relevant current and former agencies. As a result, an extensive search would need to be undertaken across the full range of funding programs administered by these current and former agencies to uncover individual grants that relate to sporting facility projects.

Accordingly, the Minister has advised that he is not prepared to authorise the commitment of the considerable resources that would be required to obtain this information.
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Question: 415

Topic:  Sporting Projects and Facilities
Hansard Page: ECITA 122

Senator Lundy asked:

The Elphin project and the Windmill Hill aquatic centre….

Senator Kemp – We will provide you with some information on those two projects.
Answer: 

The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts did not require any information about the Elphin project as the Launceston City Council reached a consensus for the construction of a Regional Aquatic Centre at Windmill Hill.

The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts has negotiated a funding agreement for this project that involves the redevelopment and upgrade of the sporting facilities at Windmill Hill to encourage increased participation in sport.
The facilities will include:

· 10 lane x 25 metre pool;

· 10 lane x 51.5 metre pool;

· Leisure and program pools;

· Change, childcare and administration facilities; and

· External seating.
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Question: 416

Topic:  Sporting Projects and Facilities
Hansard Page: ECITA 124

Senator Lundy asked:

When did Mr Abbott make the promise [in relation to Brookvale Oval] and when was contact first made with your department to give effect to that promise?
Answer: 

This project was identified by the Coalition Parties during the 2004 Federal Election campaign as a commitment they would fund if they were returned to Government.  The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts was asked on 2 February 2005 to commence implementation of this commitment.
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Question: 418

Topic:  Sporting Projects and Facilities
Hansard Page: ECITA 127

Senator Lundy asked:

The response given to question on notice No. 196 dealt with the distribution of the number of grants rather than the distribution of the value of the grants. Can you re-answer this question to demonstrate the distribution of the projects funded across the state by the value of the grants?
Answer: 

The projects covered in the response to question on notice No. 196 were:

	Project

	Whitten Oval

	Penrith Stadium

	Kardinia Park

	Launceston Regional Sport and Recreation Precinct

	Kingborough Sports Centre

	Winnaleah Swimming Pool

	Bridport Bowls Club

	Youngtown Community and Sports Complex

	North Esk Rowing Club

	Devonport / Burnie facilities


For these projects, the percentage of the total value of funding provided by State is outlined in the table below.

	State
	Percentage

	NSW
	35.9

	VIC
	35.9

	TAS
	28.2
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Question: 419

Topic:  Sporting Projects and Facilities
Hansard Page: ECITA 127

Senator Lundy asked:

Can the department provide a similar breakdown by electorate and state for the recreation projects funded as part of the Making Australia stronger:  delivering our commitments budget statement?
Answer: 

A similar breakdown is by electorate and state for the recreation projects funded as part of the Making Australia stronger:  delivering our commitments budget statement.

	Project
	Electorate

	Kogarah Oval upgrade
	Barton

	Brookvale Oval
	Warringah

	Pambula Surf Life Saving Club
	Eden-Monaro

	Ridge Hills United FC
	Petrie

	Peninsula Cricket and Redcliffe FC
	Petrie

	Modbury Junior FC
	Makin

	Boronia FC
	LaTrobe

	Ingle Farm FC
	Makin

	Pooraka FC
	Makin

	Golden Grove FC
	Makin

	Para Hills Knights Soccer Club
	Makin

	Hurstbridge Junior Football and Cricket Clubs
	McEwen

	Alexandra Recreation Reserve and Gallipoli Park
	McEwen

	Modbury Soccer Club
	Makin

	Wallan Cricket Club
	McEwen

	Romsey Cricket Club
	McEwen

	Broadford Bowling Club
	McEwen

	Gisborne Netball Club
	McEwen

	Healesville Junior Football and Soccer Clubs
	McEwen

	Kilmore Bowling Club
	McEwen

	Macedon FC
	McEwen

	Seymour Junior Cricket, Football and Netball Clubs
	McEwen

	Wallan FC
	McEwen

	Warburton Cricket and Football Clubs
	McEwen

	Woodend/ Heskett Netball, Football and Cricket Facilities
	McEwen

	Woori Yallock Junior Football and Cricket Teams
	McEwen

	Yarra Glen Cricket Club
	McEwen

	Yarra Junction Memorial Reserve
	McEwen

	Skateboard Facility at Queenstown*
	

	Whitten Oval Redevelopment
	Gellibrand

	Penrith Stadium upgrade contribution
	Lindsay

	Kardinia Park redevelopment
	Corio


* This project is not being Funded under Outcome 2 of DCITA.
The percentage of funding provided by state is outlined in the table below.

	State
	No. of Grants
	Percentage

	NSW
	4
	50.9

	VIC
	19
	27.0

	TAS
	7
	20.8

	QLD
	2
	0.7

	SA
	6
	0.6

	TOTAL
	38
	100
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Question: 420

Topic:  Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program
Hansard Page: ECITA 140

Senator Lundy asked:

The AFLNT – Northern Territory AFL – has recently received confirmation from DCITA that their 2004-05 submission to ATSIC for continued funding in support of AFL Kickstart has been rejected. Is that just a problem?  Is that just because it was targeted to ATSIC?
Answer: 

Funding of $100,000 has been provided to the Northern Territory AFL in support of AFL Kickstart in 2004-05.  

A second submission lodged by the Northern Territory AFL in 2004-05 sought $50,000 for a specific Kickstart community exchange initiative. This submission was declined. 
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Question: 421-424

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

421.
As part of the ‘Making Australia Stronger – Delivering Our Commitments 2005-06’ Budget paper the government provided funds for the upgrade of recreational facilities in various parts of Australia as listed below.  

	Project
	Cost

($’M)
	04-05

($’M)
	05-06

($’M)
	FE

($’M)

	Kogarah Oval upgrade
	8.0
	2.3
	2.8
	2.9

	Brookvale Oval
	1.0
	1.0
	
	

	Pambula Surf Life Saving Club
	0.25
	0.25
	
	

	Ridge Hills United FC
	0.15
	0.15
	
	

	Peninsula Cricket and Redcliffe FC
	0.13
	0.13
	
	

	Modbury Junior FC
	0.06
	0.06
	
	

	Boronia FC
	0.05
	0.05
	
	

	Ingle Farm FC
	0.035
	0.035
	
	

	Pooraka FC
	0.035
	0.035
	
	

	Golden Grove FC
	0.03
	0.03
	
	

	Para Hills Knights Soccer Club
	0.025
	0.025
	
	

	Hurstbridge Junior Football and Cricket Clubs
	0.02
	0.02


	
	

	Alexandra Recreation Reserve and Gallipoli Park
	0.015
	0.015
	
	

	Modbury Soccer Club
	0.025
	0.025
	
	

	Wallan Cricket Club
	0.02
	0.02
	
	

	Romsey Cricket Club
	0.015
	0.015
	
	

	Broadford Bowling Club
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Gisborne Netball Club
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Healesville Junior Football and Soccer Clubs
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Kilmore Bowling Club
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Macedon FC
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Seymour Junior Cricket, Football and Netball Clubs
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Wallan FC
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Warburton Cricket and Football Clubs
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Woodend/ Heskett Netball, Football and Cricket Facilities
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Woori Yallock Junior Football and Cricket Teams
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Yarra Glen Cricket Club
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Yarra Junction Memorial Reserve
	0.01
	0.01
	
	

	Northern Tasmania Recreational Precinct
	4.0
	0.5
	2.5
	1.0

	Devonport/ Burnie Infrastructure
	2.0
	0.2
	1.0
	0.8

	Kingborough Sports Centre
	1.005
	0.025
	0.8
	0.18

	North Esk Rowing Club
	0.4
	0.05
	0.35
	

	Youngtown sports complex
	0.37
	0.05
	0.32
	

	Bridport Bowls Club
	0.07
	0.025
	0.045
	

	Winnaleah Pool
	0.025
	
	0.025
	

	Skateboard Facility at Queenstown
	0.015
	0.015
	
	

	Whitten Oval Redevelopment
	8.0
	4.0
	4.0
	

	Penrith Stadium upgrade contribution
	10.0
	10.0
	
	

	Kardinia Park redevelopment
	2.0
	2.0
	
	

	Total
	37.865
	21.145
	11.84
	4.88


How were these projects identified?

422.
For each of these projects, can details be provided of the process that was in place for the relevant local sporting club, local government authority or member of the community to contact the Minister’s office and/or the Department to put forward, or register, a project for consideration?

423.
Can a copy of the original request received by the Minister’s Office and/or the Department for each of the projects listed above, plus copies of all letters of acknowledgement, letters of support received from third parties, details of the project sponsor, proposed funding arrangements, joint venture arrangements and relevant technical details be provided to the Committee?

424.
For each of the projects listed above, can details of any assessment made by the Minister’s Office and/or the Department as to the need for the project, including details of any consultation with third parties, be made available to the Committee? 

Answer: 

Those projects were identified by the Coalition parties during the 2004 Federal Election campaign as commitments they would fund if they were returned to Government. The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts does not hold any documents on the process for identification of these projects. 
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Question: 425

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

What other sports facility developments, including projects considered to be of national, state, regional or local importance, have been funded either fully, or partially, by the Commonwealth Government since 1996?  

a.
A full description of each project is requested, including full details of funding arrangements and current status.

Answer: 

The Minister is not prepared to authorise the commitment of the considerable resources that would be required to obtain this information.
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Question: 426

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

Specifically in relation to the Northern Tasmania Recreational Precinct listed above will the government keep to its election promise and fund a Regional Tennis Centre instead if Launceston City Council decides to direct its funds towards the Windmill Hill project? 

Answer: 

The Launceston City Council has submitted a project plan for the construction of a Regional Aquatic Centre. Funding will proceed on the basis of this project plan.

As the Council has reached consensus on the details of its funding proposal, there is no need for the Government to consider a plan for a Regional Tennis Centre. 
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Question: 427

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

With regard to Brookvale Oval project listed above, when did the Member for Warringah, 
Mr Abbott, first make contact with the Minister’s Office and/or the Department to say that he had promised the Manly Sea Eagles the Government would fund $1 million for the upgrade works?  

Can the Committee be provided with copies of any correspondence or request from 
Mr. Abbott in relation to the project? 

Answer: 

The project was identified by the Coalition Parties during the 2004 Federal Election Campaign as a commitment they would fund if they were returned to Government. The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts does not hold any correspondence from Mr Abbott on this project.   
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Question: 428

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

A number of the projects listed above are located in the seat of McEwen held by Ms. Fran Bailey.  When did Ms. Bailey first make contact with the Minister’s Office and/or the Department to discuss these projects?  

a.
Can the Committee be provided with copies of any correspondence or request from Ms. Bailey in relation to each of these projects?  

b.
Can the Committee also be provided with a copy of any advice provided to Ms. Bailey in relation to funding arrangements for each of these projects? 

c.
On what basis was Ms. Bailey authorised to promise $190,000 of funding for the 16 sports and recreation facilities projects in her electorate listed above?

d.
Was any reference made to the Recreation Strategies prepared by the local government authorities in the seat of McEwen before the decision was made to fund these projects?

Answer: 

These projects were identified by the Coalition Parties during the 2004 Federal Election campaign as commitments they would fund if they were returned to Government. The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts does not hold any correspondence from Ms Bailey on these projects.  
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Question:  429

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

With regard to the Kogarah oval project listed above, what discussions or meetings were held by the Minister and or the Department prior to the Prime Minister’s announcement?  

a.
Who attended these meetings?  

b.
Can copies of any documentation arising from these meeting, including details of the project proposal be made available to the Committee?

Answer: 

The project was identified by the Coalition Parties during the 2004 Federal Election campaign as a commitment they would fund if they were returned to Government. Apart from a copy of the Prime Minister’s media release and speech of 3 October 2004, the Department does not hold any other documents on the Prime Minister’s announcement.
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Question: 430

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

The ‘Making Australia Stronger – Delivering Our Commitments 2005-06’ budget announcements delivered on commitments made by the government during the 2004 election campaign.  Is a similar program to be offered in the lead up to the next election?

a.
If no, why not?

b.
If yes, how is it intended communities and local sports associations across Australia will apply for funding under such a program? 

c.
Should communities and local sports associations submit project proposals to the Minister’s officer, the Department or through some other means?

d.
What process of evaluation will be applied to such proposals and by whom?

Answer: 

The Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts is not aware of any current intention by the Government to offer a future funding program for sporting and recreation facilities.
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Question: 431

Topic: Sporting Projects and Facilities

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

What sporting events of International or National standard or significance has the Commonwealth financially supported either through direct or indirect funding since 1996?

a.
What where the levels of support provided to each of these events?

b.
What criteria are used by the Minister and/or the Department in making decisions as to what sporting events are supported in this manner?

Answer: 

The Minister is not prepared to authorise the commitment of the considerable resources that would be required to obtain this information.
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Question:  432

Topic: Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

Can full details of the Indigenous Sports Programs transferred from ATSIS to DCITA be provided to the Committee?  The response to include full details of the three elements that make up the Indigenous Sports Programs transferred, being the Regional Component, Multi-regional Component and MoU with the ASC. 
Answer: 

The Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program has a 2005-06 budget allocation of $11.689m and consists of three elements.

· a Regional component ($7.643m) that provides funding to organisations for local sport and recreation projects that increase participation of Indigenous people in sport and physical recreation activities; 
· a multi-regional component ($1.876m) that provides funding to organisations for projects carried out in more than one region including major carnivals and events up to national level; and
· a Memorandum of Understanding between DCITA and the ASC ($2.170m) for the delivery of the Indigenous Sport Program which supports a network of 28 Indigenous sport development officers in all states and territories except Queensland and the provision of financial support to elite Indigenous athletes. 
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Question:  433

Topic: Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program

Written Question on Notice 

Senator Lundy asked:

The Department has indicated it is undertaking a review of Indigenous Sports Programs to be completed by the end of September this year. Can the Committee be provided with a copy of the terms of reference of that review, details as to who is undertaking the review, the cost of the review and a list of who is being consulted as part of the review?

Answer: 

The Terms of Reference of the Review of the Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program are provided at Attachment A.

The review is being undertaken by the Sport Branch of the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts (DCITA) in collaboration with the Australian Sports Commission.

The review is expected to cost in the vicinity of $120,000. This includes:

	Component
	Amount

	Staff salaries and on-costs
	$75 000

	Travel
	$20 000

	Stationary
	$200

	Catering
	$800

	Research services 
	$20 000

	Printing
	$2 500

	TOTAL
	$118 500


Consultations are occurring with the following stakeholders:

· Indigenous communities;

· State and Territory Departments of Sport and Recreation;

· DCITA State Managers;

· DCITA regional staff;

· Office of Indigenous Policy Coordination State Managers; and

· Indigenous Coordination Centre (ICC) Managers.

QoN433 Attachment A – Terms of Reference 

Review of Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program

The Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program is being reviewed to establish its policy and operational relationship with the whole-of-Australian Government framework for delivery of indigenous programs through multi-agency Indigenous Coordination Centres and via Shared Responsibility Agreements with local communities with the aim of:

· ensuring the program is aligned with new Australian Government arrangements for delivering services to Indigenous people, including the Framework of Principles endorsed by COAG;

· determining future program directions, strategies and activities that address community need; and 

· identifying program performance indicators and reporting arrangements that support the whole-of Australian Government approach.

Terms of Reference
1. Appropriateness 

Describe the community need and/or objectives identified and agreed by the Government at the time of the introduction of the Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program and establish:

· the extent to which the program is currently consistent with the whole-of-Government approach to the provision of services to Indigenous people, in line with the COAG Framework of principles.

· the nature and extent of the community needs or problems that need to be addressed. 

· strategies (current and alternative) that could be used in a sport and recreation program to address the need or problem, and any implications for future delivery of the program. 

· the likely consequences of not addressing the need or problem. 

· any overlap between the Australian Government and State/Territory programs and any potential for integration or alignment.

2. Effectiveness and Efficiency

Identify the Government outcome(s) to which the program contributes, how this links to the objectives specifically defined for the program at its inception, and address:

· the extent to which current program outputs (increased participation, improved skills development and enhanced access to facilities and equipment) address the needs of Indigenous communities. 

· the extent to which the program achieves desired outcomes for the community.

· community acceptance of the program.

· the adequacy of the existing performance indicators. 

· the adequacy of the current delivery structure and the impact on the efficiency of funding allocation.

·  the impact of the program on costs borne by Indigenous communities, individuals and other governments.
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