Senate Environment, Communications, Information Technology and the Arts Legislation Committee

ANSWERS TO ESTIMATES QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Communications, Information Technology and the Arts portfolio

Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts

Supplementary Budget Estimates Hearings 3 and 4 November 2003

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 224

Topic: Australia-United States Free Trade Agreement

Hansard Page: ECITA 8

Senator Lundy asked:

Can I formally request that the committee be provided with a record of the issues [in relation to the FTA] presented by both DFAT and the Department to the cultural sector [at the meeting to be held on 7 November 2003]?

Answer: 

The Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade (DFAT) hosted a meeting on 7 November 2003 where cultural sector organisations were briefed on the previous round of negotiations for the Australia-United States Free Trade Agreement. 
Participants at the meeting included the Australian Film Commission, Australian Music Council, Australian Screen Directors Association, Australian Society of Authors, Australian Writers’ Guild, Film Finance Corporation, Media, Entertainment and Arts Alliance and Screen Producers Association of Australia.

The sector was advised that Australian negotiators are continuing to explain to the US the nature of our policy regime and the principles underlying them in relation to audiovisual services. In particular, the negotiators are emphasising that our policies are aimed at ensuring opportunities for Australian cultural expression and not at restricting access to foreign material. No binding commitments have been made.

The sector was encouraged to work with DFAT in crafting a reservation for the FTA which would preserve the Government’s cultural policy objectives.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 225

Topic: Australia-United States Free Trade Agreement

Hansard Page: ECITA 13

Senator Lundy asked:

Can I ask the Department, then, about this definition of ‘new media’ and whether or not the Department has a definition of ‘new media’, irrespective of the FTA discussions?  What do you call ‘new media’?

Answer: 

While there is no single definition of this term, that provided by the Chief Executive Officer of the Australian Film Commission, Mr Kim Dalton, in his evidence to the committee, provides a useful explanation:

‘When we talk about new media we are referring to those new systems of production, distribution and delivery which are on us now or are in the process of being developed or conceptualised – those that exist in the digital domain which, for the most part, have interactive potential and at times may well look like traditional television services but have greater potential, for instance, in terms of interactivity or multichannelling and which may also exist in a broadband Internet environment, which would also allow for the possibility, increasingly these days, for the delivery of quite high‑resolution moving images and also interactive potential.’
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Question: 255

Topic: Playing Australia tour destinations

Hansard Page: ECITA 44

Senator Lundy asked:

Provide a detailed breakdown of the last five years of the destinations of funded Playing Australia tours.

Answer: 

A table showing the number of visits over the past 5 years to each town or city listed, broken down by State/Territory and Calendar Year is at Attachment A.

QON 255, ATTACHMENT A

Playing Australia – Destinations for the Last Five Calender Years (by State)

	NSW/ACT 1998
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bathurst
	1

	Orange
	4

	Wollongong
	5

	Bateman's Bay
	1

	Bega
	1

	Merimbula
	2

	Albury
	3

	Deniliquin
	1

	Lockhart
	1

	Berry
	1

	Kiama
	2

	Nowra
	1

	Coonabarabran
	2

	Gilgandra
	1

	Gunnedah
	1

	Mudgee
	1

	Narrabri
	1

	Crookwell
	1

	Harden Murrumburr
	1

	Kempsey
	1

	Port Macquarie
	1

	Taree
	4

	Armidale
	2

	Inverell
	1

	Tamworth
	2

	Walcha
	1

	Newcastle
	4

	Lismore
	5

	Bourke
	1

	Cobar
	2

	Dubbo
	1

	Byron Bay
	1

	Griffith
	1

	Wagga Wagga
	2

	Gosford
	3

	Sydney
	13

	Canberra
	14

	Total 1998
	90


	NSW/ACT 1999
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bathurst
	5

	Cowra
	2

	Oberon
	1

	Orange
	5

	Bellingen
	2

	Wollongong
	5

	Bateman's Bay
	2

	Bega
	1

	Cooma
	1

	Merimbula
	3

	Albury
	4

	Corowa
	1

	Deniliquin
	1

	Lockhart
	1

	Tumut
	1

	Kiama
	1

	Nowra
	1

	Coonamble
	1

	Gilgandra
	1

	Moree
	1

	Walgett
	1

	Warialda
	1

	Canyonleigh
	1

	Gunning
	1

	Harden Murrumburr
	1

	Mittagong
	2

	Taree
	2

	Katoomba
	1

	Lawson
	1

	Richmond
	1

	Armidale
	2

	Glen Innes
	1

	Tamworth
	2

	Uralla
	2

	Walcha
	1

	Newcastle
	3

	Lismore
	8

	Woodburn
	1

	Burke
	2

	Broken Hill
	4

	Cobar
	3

	Dubbo
	3

	Grenfell
	1

	Nyngan
	2

	Parkes
	1

	Warren
	2

	Willcania
	1

	Byron Bay
	3

	Murwillumbah
	4

	Cootamundra
	1

	Griffith
	5

	Hay
	1

	Wagga Wagga
	1

	Gosford
	4

	Shellharbour
	1

	Sydney
	16

	Canberra
	13

	Total 1999
	140


	NSW/ACT 2000
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bathurst
	7

	Cowra
	1

	Orange
	5

	Coffs Harbour
	2

	Wollongong
	6

	Batemans Bay
	2

	Cooma
	1

	Albury
	4

	Deniliquin
	1

	Coolah
	1

	Coonamble
	1

	Gilgandra
	1

	Lightning Ridge
	1

	Moree
	1

	Warialda
	1

	Goulburn
	1

	Mittagong
	1

	Kendall
	1

	Taree
	2

	Armidale
	1

	Tamworth
	1

	Newcastle
	4

	Lismore
	5

	Bourke
	1

	Cobar
	1

	Limpinwood
	1

	Murwillumbah
	1

	Griffith
	6

	Wagga Wagga
	5

	Gosford
	2

	Sydney
	17

	Canberra
	11

	Total 2000
	96


	NSW/ACT 2001
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bathurst
	6

	Cowra
	2

	Orange
	5

	Bellingen
	1

	Coffs Harbour
	1

	Dorrigo
	1

	Woolgoolga
	1

	Wollongong
	5

	Albury
	2

	Berrigan
	1

	Corowa
	1

	Deniliquin
	1

	Jerilderie
	1

	Coonabarabran
	1

	Coonamble
	1

	Lightning Ridge
	1

	Moree
	1

	Walgett
	1

	Young
	1

	Kempsey
	1

	Taree
	5

	Springwood
	1

	Armidale
	2

	Inverell
	1

	Newcastle
	1

	Lismore
	6

	Bourke
	1

	Broken Hill
	1

	Dubbo
	3

	Parkes
	1

	Mullumbimby
	1

	Murwillumbah
	1

	Griffith
	7

	Hay
	1

	Wagga Wagga
	4

	Gosford
	1

	Sydney
	13

	Canberra
	9

	Total 2001
	94


	NSW/ACT 2002
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bathurst
	6

	Cowra
	2

	Orange
	2

	Wollongong
	6

	Bombala
	1

	Candelo
	1

	Merimbula
	1

	Moruya
	1

	Queanbeyan
	1

	Albury
	2

	Tumut
	1

	Baradine
	1

	Brewarrina
	1

	Coonabarabran
	1

	Coonamble
	2

	Gunnedah
	1

	Lightning Ridge
	1

	Moree
	1

	Narrabri
	1

	Boorowa
	1

	Crookwell
	1

	Mittagong
	1

	Blaxland
	2

	Port Macquarie
	1

	Taree
	4

	Katoomba
	1

	Armidale
	1

	Newcastle
	2

	Lismore
	3

	Bourke
	2

	Broken Hill
	2

	Dubbo
	1

	Nyngan
	1

	Griffith
	2

	Wagga Wagga
	5

	Gosford
	2

	Woy Woy
	1

	Sydney
	21

	Canberra
	7

	Total 2002
	94


	QLD 1998
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Brisbane
	5

	Blackall
	1

	Rockhampton
	6

	Ayr
	1

	Mackay
	8

	Nambour
	1

	Noosa
	1

	Caloundra
	5

	Toowoomba
	7

	Townsville
	7

	Bundaberg
	2

	Gladstone
	5

	Charters Towers
	2

	Mount Isa
	5

	Cairns
	8

	Gold Coast
	3

	Surfers Paradise
	1

	Total 1998
	68


	QLD 1999
	


	Town
	No. visits

	Brisbane
	10

	Blackall
	1

	Capella
	1

	Rockhampton
	9

	Ayr
	3

	Mackay
	7

	Nambour
	3

	Noosa
	2

	Caloundra
	8

	Maroochydore
	1

	Beenleigh
	1

	Toowoomba
	8

	Townsville
	10

	Bundaberg
	1

	Gladstone
	6

	Atherton
	1

	Charters Towers
	1

	Ingham
	1

	Innisfail
	1

	Mount Isa
	7

	Normanton
	1

	Cairns
	7

	Port Douglas
	1

	Torres Strait
	1

	Esk
	1

	Dalby
	1

	Emerald
	1

	Stanthorpe
	1

	Warwick
	1

	Evandale
	1

	Gold Coast
	3

	Surfers Paradise
	1

	Clevedon
	1

	Ipswich
	1

	Redcliffe
	1

	Gayndah
	1

	Gympie
	2

	Maryborough
	3

	Total 1999
	111


	QLD 2000
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Nanango
	1

	Brisbane
	8

	Capella
	1

	Longreach
	1

	Rockhampton
	9

	Ayr
	3

	Mackay
	11

	Proserpine
	3

	Nambour
	4

	Caloundra
	3

	Highfield
	1

	Toowoomba
	9

	Townsville
	9

	Gladstone
	1

	Charters Towers
	2

	Ingham
	1

	Mount Isa
	6

	Cairns
	11

	Chinchilla
	1

	Dalby
	1

	Emerald
	1

	Stanthorpe
	2

	Warwick
	1

	Gold Coast
	6

	Surfers Paradise
	1

	Ipswich
	1

	Redcliffe
	1

	Hervey Bay
	1

	Maryborough
	1

	Total 2000
	101


	QLD 2001
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Nanango
	1

	Brisbane
	16

	Rockhampton
	6

	Mackay
	2

	Proserpine
	2

	Nambour
	2

	Caloundra
	3

	Toowoomba
	5

	Townsville
	7

	Gladstone
	1

	Ingham
	1

	Innisfail
	1

	Mount Isa
	4

	Aurukun
	1

	Cairns
	10

	Hopevale
	1

	Kowanyama
	1

	Weipa
	1

	Surfers Paradise
	1

	Maryborough
	5

	Total 2001
	71


	QLD 2002
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Brisbane
	5

	Blackall
	1

	Capella
	1

	Longreach
	1

	Rockhampton
	8

	Winton
	1

	Mackay
	5

	Pinnacle
	1

	Proserpine
	2

	Nambour
	2

	Caloundra
	1

	Toowoomba
	3

	Townsville
	10

	Gladstone
	5

	Charters Towers
	1

	Cloncurry
	1

	Innisfail
	1

	Mount Isa
	8

	Cairns
	7

	Charleville
	1

	Goondiwindi
	1

	Roma
	1

	St George
	1

	Gold Coast
	2

	Surfers Paradise
	1

	Maryborough
	6

	Total 2002
	77


	SA 1998
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Adelaide
	14

	Bordertown
	1

	Lameroo
	1

	Mount Gambier
	5

	Naracoorte
	1

	Penola
	1

	Brisbane
	1

	Burra
	1

	Ceduna
	1

	Cleve
	1

	Gladstone
	1

	Port Pirie
	3

	Whyalla
	4

	Strathalbyn
	1

	Balaklava
	1

	Berri
	2

	Renmark
	3

	Waikerie
	1

	Total 1998
	43


	SA 1999
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Adelaide
	19

	Goolwa
	1

	Keith
	1

	Kingston
	1

	Lameroo
	1

	Mount Gambier
	5

	Naracoorte
	2

	Penola
	2

	Elizabeth
	1

	Cummins
	1

	Jamestown
	1

	Maitland
	1

	Port Augusta
	1

	Port Pirie
	4

	Tumby Bay
	1

	Whyalla
	3

	Balaklava
	1

	Barossa
	1

	Kapunda
	1

	Renmark
	3

	Tanunda
	1

	Total 1999
	52


	SA 2000
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Adelaide
	14

	Keith
	2

	Lameroo
	2

	Mount Gambier
	3

	Murray Bridge
	1

	Penola
	1

	Jamestown
	1

	Port Pirie
	2

	Roxby Downs
	1

	Tumby Bay
	1

	Whyalla
	2

	Kadina
	1

	Renmark
	4

	Tanunda
	1

	Total 2000
	36


	SA 2001
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Adelaide
	13

	Bordertown
	2

	Keith
	1

	Mount Gambier
	7

	Murray Bridge
	1

	Naracoorte
	1

	Cleve
	1

	Cummins
	1

	Hawker
	1

	Leigh Creek
	1

	Port Augusta
	1

	Port Lincoln
	4

	Port Pirie
	6

	Roxby Downs
	1

	Tumby Bay
	2

	Whyalla
	6

	Balaklava
	1

	Barmera
	1

	Gawler
	1

	Kadina
	1

	Renmark
	6

	Tanunda
	1

	Yorketown
	1

	Total 2001
	61


	SA 2002
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Adelaide
	12

	Keith
	1

	Mount Gambier
	6

	Naracoorte
	2

	Penola
	1

	Robe
	1

	Bedford Park
	1

	Port Augusta
	1

	Port Lincoln
	6

	Port Pirie
	5

	Roxby Downs
	1

	Whyalla
	6

	Adelaide
	3

	Noarlunga
	1

	Kadina
	1

	Renmark
	6

	Tanunda
	4

	Total 2002
	58


	WA 1998
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Mandurah
	3

	Albany
	1

	Bunbury
	5

	Broome
	5

	Carnarvon
	1

	Derby
	1

	Esperance
	1

	Kalgoorlie
	2

	Kalumbaru
	1

	Karratha
	5

	Kununurra
	2

	Port Hedland
	4

	Turkey Creek
	1

	Geraldton
	3

	Merridin
	1

	Perth
	15

	Total 1998
	51


	WA 1999
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Mandurah
	3

	Perth
	9

	Albany
	2

	Augusta
	2

	Bunbury
	4

	Busselton
	1

	Denmark
	3

	Manjimup
	1

	Margaret River
	5

	Nannup
	1

	Broome
	3

	Christmas Creek
	1

	Derby
	1

	Esperance
	4

	Halls Creek
	2

	Kalgoorlie
	3

	Karratha
	4

	Katanning
	2

	Kojonup
	1

	Kununurra
	5

	Leinster
	1

	Newman
	2

	Noonkanbar
	1

	Port Hedland
	5

	Southern Cross
	2

	Tom Price
	1

	Warman
	1

	Wyndham
	1

	Dandaragan
	1

	Darkan
	1

	Geraldton
	5

	Jurien
	1

	Lake Grace
	1

	Merredin
	1

	Ravensthorpe
	1

	Wagin
	1

	Toodyay
	1

	Total 1999
	84


	WA 2000
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Mandurah
	5

	Albany
	4

	Bunbury
	9

	Davenport
	1

	Margaret River
	6

	Broome
	3

	Carnarvon
	3

	Esperance
	3

	Kalgoorlie
	9

	Karratha
	9

	Kununurra
	1

	Leinster
	1

	Newman
	2

	Port Hedland
	8

	Dandaragan
	2

	Dongara
	1

	Geraldton
	7

	Jurien Bay
	2

	Lake Grace
	1

	Merredin
	1

	Narrogin
	1

	Ravensthorpe
	1

	Perth
	15

	Total 2000
	95


	WA 2001
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Mandurah
	1

	Albany
	3

	Bunbury
	6

	Margaret River
	4

	Fremantle
	1

	Broome
	2

	Carnarvon
	4

	Esperance
	4

	Kalgoorlie
	6

	Karratha
	5

	Kununurra
	2

	Newman
	2

	Port Hedland
	5

	Wyndham
	1

	Geraldton
	7

	Moora
	1

	Perth
	7

	Total 2001
	61


	WA 2002
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Mandurah
	3

	Perth
	12

	Albany
	4

	Bunbury
	3

	Denmark
	1

	Margaret River
	2

	Fremantle
	2

	Broome
	1

	Carnarvon
	3

	Derby
	1

	Esperance
	4

	Kalgoorlie
	4

	Karratha
	6

	Kununurra
	1

	Newman
	1

	Port Hedland
	4

	Shark Bay
	1

	Geraldton
	7

	Jurien Bay
	1

	Merredin
	1

	Total 2002
	62


	VIC 1998
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Ballarat
	5

	Preston
	6

	Bendigo
	8

	Kyneton
	2

	Clayton
	4

	Geelong
	10

	Ringwood
	1

	Melbourne
	25

	Bairnsdale
	1

	Sale
	2

	Wangaratta
	3

	Yarrawonga
	1

	Horsham
	1

	Mildura
	5

	Robinvale
	2

	Swan Hill
	5

	Warburton
	1

	Traralgon
	2

	Warragul
	7

	Echuca
	5

	Kyabram
	3

	Shepparton
	2

	Ararat
	1

	Hamilton
	1

	Portland
	4

	Warrnambool
	3

	Total 1998
	110


	VIC 1999
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Ballarat
	5

	Preston
	3

	Bendigo
	5

	Castlemaine
	1

	Kyneton
	4

	Lilydale
	1

	Clayton
	1

	Geelong
	9

	Melbourne
	18

	Hastings
	1

	Bairnsdale
	2

	Mallacoota
	1

	Sale
	1

	Wonthaggi
	1

	Albury/Wodonga
	1

	Wangaratta
	4

	Darebin
	2

	Laverton
	1

	Cullulleraine
	1

	Horsham
	3

	Mildura
	6

	Robinvale
	2

	Swan Hill
	5

	Warburton
	3

	Traralgon
	4

	Warragul
	4

	Echuca
	5

	Kyabram
	2

	Mooroopna
	1

	Shepparton
	3

	Ararat
	3

	Camperdown
	1

	Casterton
	1

	Hamilton
	5

	Portland
	2

	Warrnambool
	5

	Total 1999
	117


	VIC 2000
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bayswater
	2

	Ballarat
	4

	Preston
	5

	Bendigo
	7

	Kyneton
	4

	Apollo Bay
	1

	Corangamite
	1

	Geelong
	9

	Bairnsdale
	4

	Sale
	1

	Warragul
	4

	Wonthaggi
	1

	Yarram
	1

	Moorabin
	1

	Malvern
	1

	Wangaratta
	6

	Darebin
	1

	Horsham
	2

	Mildura
	8

	Robinvale
	2

	Swan Hill
	5

	Walpeup
	1

	Warburton
	2

	Pakenham
	1

	Traralgon
	4

	Echuca
	5

	Kyabram
	2

	Mooroopna
	6

	Ararat
	3

	Casterton
	1

	Hamilton
	4

	Portland
	2

	Warrnambool
	5

	Moonee Ponds
	4

	Shepparton
	1

	Melbourne
	20

	Total 2000
	131


	VIC 2001
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bayswater
	2

	Ballarat
	7

	Preston
	4

	Bendigo
	7

	Kyneton
	3

	Clayton
	1

	Colac
	2

	Geelong
	8

	Wonthaggi
	1

	Wangaratta
	4

	Montrose
	1

	Werribee
	2

	Horsham
	1

	Mildura
	7

	Warburton
	2

	Traralgon
	1

	Warragul
	4

	Echuca
	6

	Kyabram
	1

	Mooroopna
	3

	Shepparton
	1

	Ararat
	2

	Dunkeld
	1

	Hamilton
	2

	Warrnambool
	3

	Moonee Ponds
	5

	Swan Hill
	4

	Portland
	4

	Melbourne
	16

	Total 2001
	105


	VIC 2002
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bayswater
	2

	Ballarat
	10

	Preston
	2

	Bendigo
	7

	Castlemaine
	1

	Kyneton
	3

	Clayton
	3

	Barwon Heads
	1

	Colac
	1

	Torquay
	1

	Geelong
	8

	Hobsons Bay
	1

	Sale
	1

	Wangaratta
	5

	Darebin
	2

	Horsham
	1

	Mildura
	5

	Swan Hill
	2

	Nagambie
	1

	Seymour
	1

	Warburton
	3

	Traralgon
	1

	Warragul
	3

	Echuca
	5

	Mooroopna
	2

	Shepparton
	8

	Ararat
	2

	Casterton
	1

	Hamilton
	3

	Portland
	2

	Warrnambool
	4

	Melbourne
	29

	Total 2002
	121


	NT 1998
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Alice Springs
	6

	Alyangula
	1

	Angurugu
	1

	Batchelor
	1

	Croker Island
	1

	Elcho Island
	1

	Goulburn Island
	1

	Gove
	2

	Jabiru
	1

	Katherine
	4

	Maningrida
	1

	Nhulunbuy
	2

	Pine Creek
	2

	Ramingining
	1

	Tennant Creek
	2

	Umbakumba
	1

	Yirrkala
	1

	Darwin
	7

	Total 1998
	36


	NT 1999
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Alice Springs
	9

	Arnhem Land
	1

	Barunga
	1

	Batchelor
	1

	Bathurst Island
	1

	Borroloola
	1

	Elliot
	1

	Jabiru
	3

	Katherine
	4

	Nhulunbuy
	1

	Pine Creek
	1

	Tennant Creek
	3

	Darwin
	11

	Total 1999
	38


	NT 2000
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Alice Springs
	9

	Tennant Creek
	1

	Darwin
	11

	Total 2000
	21


	NT 2001
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Alice Springs
	8

	Borroloola
	1

	Jabiru
	1

	Katherine
	1

	Maningrida
	1

	Darwin
	6

	Total 2001
	18


	NT 2002
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Alice Springs
	8

	Katherine
	1

	Nhulunbuy
	1

	Tennant Creek
	1

	Darwin
	5

	Total 2002
	16


	TAS 1998
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Flinders Island
	1

	Launceston
	15

	Burnie
	6

	Devonport
	3

	Smithton
	2

	Beaconsfield
	1

	Hobart
	23

	Cygnet
	1

	Deloraine
	2

	Dodges Ferry
	1

	Orford
	1

	Queenstown
	1

	Rosebery
	1

	Scamander
	1

	St Helens
	1

	Zeehan
	1

	Total 1998
	61


	TAS 1999
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Flinders Island
	1

	George Town
	1

	Launceston
	12

	Burnie
	4

	Devonport
	2

	King Island
	1

	Smithton
	1

	Hobart
	13

	Cygnet
	1

	Deloraine
	1

	Dodges Ferry
	1

	Oatlands
	1

	Queenstown
	2

	Rowella
	1

	Scamander
	1

	Sheffield
	1

	St Helens
	1

	Swansea
	1

	Triabunna
	1

	Total 1999
	47


	TAS 2000
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Flinders Island
	2

	Launceston
	14

	Burnie
	3

	Devonport
	1

	Latrobe
	3

	Hobart
	10

	Cygnet
	3

	Rosny
	1

	Bagdad
	1

	Campbell Town
	1

	Deloraine
	3

	Orford
	1

	Ross
	1

	St Helens
	2

	St Marys
	2

	Tullah
	1

	Total 2000
	49


	TAS 2001
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bridport
	2

	Launceston
	15

	Lilydale
	1

	Burnie
	1

	Devonport
	3

	Latrobe
	1

	Stanley
	1

	Ulverstone
	1

	Glenorchy
	1

	Hobart
	14

	Dover
	1

	Deloraine
	1

	Dodges Ferry
	1

	New Norfolk
	1

	Oatlands
	1

	Queenstown
	1

	Rosebery
	1

	St Marys
	4

	Total 2001
	51


	TAS 2002
	

	Town
	No. visits

	Bridport
	1

	Launceston
	12

	Lilydale
	1

	Burnie
	2

	Devonport
	1

	King Island
	1

	Latrobe
	2

	Ulverstone
	3

	Berriedale
	1

	Hobart
	9

	Tamar Valley
	1

	Cygnet
	1

	Franklin
	1

	New Norfolk
	2

	Bagdad
	2

	Deloraine
	2

	Rosebery
	1

	Sorell
	1

	St Marys
	4

	Swansea
	2

	Zeehan
	1

	Total 2002
	51


Outcome 1  Output 1.1





Question: 256

Topic:   Playing Australia statistical table
Hansard Page: ECITA 46

Senator Lundy asked:

Can you provide the committee with the documentation (statistical table provided to the Playing Australia Committee) you created for the last round?

Answer: 

Venue priorities are determined for Playing Australia productions in cases where a venue is seeking to present more than one production supported by the program. Relevant venues receive a letter from the Playing Australia Secretariat prior to the Committee meeting, which asks the venue manager to rank productions seeking Playing Australia support that they wish to present. The letter advises that this information is sought on a commercial-in-confidence basis. There are, therefore, confidentiality issues with releasing actual tables for grant rounds, as release of this information has the potential to damage commercial relationships between presenters and producers.

Given this, the table for the grant round held on 8 and 9 September 2003 will not be released.

Outcome 1 Output 1.1





Question: 257

Topic: Playing Australia triennial funding

Hansard Page: ECITA  47

Senator Lundy asked: 

Is it correct to say that the companies which currently receive triennial funding took up $1.229 million or 59 per cent of available funds, and those with in-principle triennial funding agreements received $768,000 taking it up to 62.5 per cent of this, leaving about $858,000 for everybody else?

Answer: 

No. In the 2003-04 financial year, current Three-Year In-Principle Funding Agreements account for $917,979 or 24% of available funds. The total funding available for the year is $3.814M. The allocation for Round 22 is $2.7M with the balance to be allocated under Round 23.

Outcome 1, Output 1
 





Question: 258

Topic: National Museum of Australia, departmental correspondence
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Please provide the Committee with all correspondence between the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts and the National Museum since it commenced operation.

Answer: 

Providing an answer to this Question on Notice would tie up many significant departmental resources. 
In order to collate copies of the correspondence it would be necessary for the Department to check files created over the past 23 years manually. 
Preliminary enquiries have identified over 240 departmental files created between 1995 and 2003. Based on the cost estimates for responding to requests under the Freedom of Information Act 1982, it is estimated that this task would take over 4,600 staff hours and cost an estimated $97,000 to collate information from the initial file list. 
In addition, the scope of this question may be outside the terms of Senate Standing Order 26.5, which states that Committee requests need to relate to items concerning proposed expenditure.

Outcome 1, Output 1 





Question: 259

Topic: National Museum Council, departmental correspondence
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

Please provide the Committee with all correspondence between the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts and the National Museum Council, since its establishment.

Answer: 

Refer to Question on Notice #258

Outcome 1, Output 1.1






Question: 260

Topic: Indigenous Arts Centres Strategy and Action Plan

Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

One of the major aspects of the governments Indigenous Art Centres Strategy and Action Plan is its proposal to introduce an authenticity scheme, which would involve the introduction of regional labelling systems that provide assurance to buyers about the authenticity of artworks.

1. How will the Authenticity Scheme as outlined in the Government’s Indigenous Art Centres Strategy and Action Plan be implemented and how will compliance be enforced?

2. When will this labelling scheme be introduced?

3.
What will differentiate this system from the authenticity system previously proposed, but not formally introduced, by the present government?

Answer:

1-3.
The Government’s Strategy and Action Plan does not refer to an Authenticity Scheme. It has identified authenticity as a key result area and the Government will be working with peak sector representative organisations to encourage professional standards of documentation of artworks. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 
Question: 261

Topic: Indigenous Arts Centres Strategy and Action Plan

Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

In relation to the foregoing Action Plan, it has been stated that art centres that fail to meet the professional and ethical standards under the proposed accreditation and authenticity schemes may have their funding withdrawn.

1. If this is the case, who will be responsible for administering the accreditation system and enforcing compliance?

2.
Who will be responsible for educating the art centre participants about this code of conduct and accreditation system? In what circumstances will funding be withdrawn?

Answer:

1. The Strategy and Action Plan does not stipulate that art centres will have funding withdrawn if they fail to meet professional and ethical standards, but focusses instead on increasing the stability of government funding(creating a more supportive funding environment for art centres and increasing procedural transparency and certainty.

2. The Government will be working with peak sector organisations towards developing an accreditation program for art centres.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question 262
Topic: Indigenous Arts Centres Strategy and Action Plan

Written Question on Notice
Senator Crossin asked:

1. What were the consultation process/es, terms of reference and research method/s used to develop the Indigenous Arts Centres Strategies?

2. Who conducted the consultations, who was consulted, where were they 

consulted, what was their role/ relevance to the consultation process, and how many meetings did these people/groups attend?

3. How were the key Indigenous stakeholders brought into the final rounds of the decision making process?

4. Were these key stakeholders invited to review and discuss the strategies as they developed in order to make suggestions and changes as necessary? If yes, how often and in what ways? If not why not?

5. Please provide documents re: the consultation, collaboration processes, the terms of reference and the research methods used to determine and develop the key strategies identified in the Indigenous Arts Centres strategy and action plan?

Answer:

1-5. The Indigenous Art Centres Strategy and Action Plan was developed by a working group comprising representatives of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Services (ATSIS), the Australia Council and the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts. 

The aim of the working group was to improve coordination between Australian Government agencies working in the sector—so that Indigenous Art Centres could achieve greater sustainability.

The Indigenous Art Centres Strategy and Action Plan was based on consideration of the large body of existing literature and data about the sector already in existence. Much of the existing literature was based on extensive industry consultation and the working group felt it was important to respond to the issues that had been highlighted previously. 
The working group maintains ongoing and regular contact with a number of key individuals and organisations, including the peak sector organisations Desart and 

ANKAAA, the South Australian based Ananguku Arts and Culture Aboriginal Corporation, academic experts and representatives of the Northern Territory and Queensland Governments. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question 263
Topic: Indigenous Arts Centres Strategy and Action Plan

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:

1.
How does the Department of Communications, Technology & the Arts propose to administer/monitor strategies [in the Indigenous Arts Centres strategy & action 

plan] such as:

Communities signing off on artists communal moral rights to paint ritual-based designs Codes of Conduct to encourage increased professionalism & contracts between art centres & artists, particularly given that many Indigenous artists are also members of the board/ governing committee in Arts Indigenous Centres?

Answer:

1.

The Government is aiming to introduce legislation in the coming months to implement its election commitment to give Indigenous communities moral rights.

The legislation would introduce Indigenous communal moral rights in relation to a work (including an artistic work) or film based on an agreement between the author/artist and the Indigenous community. These rights could be independently exercised by the community and would mirror the nature and scope of authors' moral rights as far as possible.

These proposals will enable users and purchasers of works and films to clearly identify the items to which the community’s rights attach, and will facilitate cooperation and respect between artists, authors, film-makers and Indigenous communities. 

The legislation will provide a simple, workable and practical scheme for indigenous communities, artists, galleries and the public. The government will continue to consult in fine-tuning the new provisions.
Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question 264
Topic: Indigenous Arts Centres Strategy and Action Plan

Written Question on Notice
Senator Crossin asked:

1. Strategy One [of Indigenous Arts Centres] on improved funding models: Is the introduction of performance-based funding models contingent on dollars of art sold? If yes, how will this operate?

2. What funding will be available for art centres to support young and upcoming artists whose work is currently not being sold or sold for high prices?

3. What funding will be available for new and relatively unknown Indigenous art centres and artists to get established?

4. Will funding be reduced if there is a downturn in the Indigenous Art market or if there is less demand for particular [traditional] Indigenous art styles from particular areas, for reasons beyond the Artists/ Art Centres control? If yes, how will this be determined and done? How will art centres/ artists/ communities survive during troubled times and keep operating in order to ‘get back on track’ and achieve business plans and goals in the long term?

Answer:

1-4.
The Strategy highlights the need for Government agencies to work cooperatively to develop agreed long-term support strategies for art centres. This work is ongoing. The joint ATSIS, Australia Council, DCITA working group has engaged a consultant to examine research previously undertaken into benchmarking, funding formulas and funding models for Indigenous art centres.

There are no proposals before Government on the parameters of any new funding models. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 




Question: 265

Topic: Indigenous Arts Centres Strategy and Action Plan

Written Question on Notice

Senator Crossin asked:

1. When will the Resale Royalties Bill announced by Senator Alston be introduced to/ passed in Parliament?

2. At what stage into the consultation process on Resale Royalties for Artists is the Department of Communications/ Information technology and the Arts?

3. Who has been consulted? How many Indigenous stakeholders have been consulted? In what ways have they been consulted? What is their role/relevance to the Resale Royalties scheme? Will they continue to be consulted as the process evolves? How and in what ways?

4. What financial model will the Resale Royalties Bill announced by Senator Alston be based on?
5. When will the final Resale Royalties for Artists model be ready?
Answer:

1-5.
The Government is looking positively at the introduction of a resale royalty arrangement. In doing so it is examining a number of key questions, in particular how such a scheme would fit into the Australian context.

These issues are being given careful consideration through additional analysis and research building on work undertaken by the Contemporary Visual Arts and Craft Inquiry. This research takes into account recent international developments and the current condition of the Australian art market(with acknowledgment of the features of the Indigenous art market.

The Department has received representations from the National Association for the Visual Arts, VISCOPY and the Arts Law Centre of Australia. Appropriate consultation will continue in the development of any proposals.

Outcome 1 Output 1.1





Question: 266

Topic: Review of Agencies
Written Question on Notice: 266

Senator Lundy asked:
Are any reviews currently occurring (or have occurred) as a result of the Major Review into Digitisation, Storage, Conservation, and Procurement- Could the department provide and update on this and a reference to this in the Annual Report?

Answer:

The Department, in collaboration with the portfolio cultural agencies, is currently implementing the outcomes of the Review of Cultural Agencies, announced in the 2003-04 Budget context, including:

· development of a digitisation policy for the collecting institutions;

· strategic assessment of collection storage;

· detailed assessment of the potential for sharing conservation services; and

· a procurement profiling exercise aiming to achieve economies of scale. 

The Review of Cultural Agencies is referred to on pages 1, 4 and 27 of the Department’s 2002-03 Annual Report.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1





Question: 267

Topic: Continuation of Educational Lending Right (ELR)
Written Question on Notice: 
Senator Kate Lundy asked:

1. I understand that the Department of Finance has conducted a review of ELR. Is this the case? 


2. Has the review been sent to the department or the Minister, or his office? What are the review’s findings and recommendations? 


3. In particular, did the review recommend continuation funding of the ELR scheme beyond this 2003-04 year?

Answer: 

1-3. In common with all programs introduced for a specific period of time, the continuation of ELR after 30 June 2004 will be considered by the Government in the context of the 2004-05 Budget. 
Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 268

Topic: 10BA tax concessions for Australian film
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

I have been approached by a film company named Moviedomain Ltd, which is proposing to produce a new Australian feature film called “J-walker”.

I am informed that Moviedomain has been refused a product ruling by the Tax Office for this film (J-walker), on the grounds that 10BA deductions for investment in films cannot be used against “foreign earnings”, that is, export sales of films. 

1. Is the Department aware of this ruling? If so, what is its view of the decision, given that it effectively nullifies the whole 10BA tax deduction regime? 

2. If not, will the Department urgently inquire of the Tax Office why it has made this decision?

3. Will the Department in any case urgently obtain advice as to the effect of this ruling on the tax regime for Australian films, and further advise on what action it intends to take about it?

Answer: 

1 – 3
The Department is aware of the Australian Taxation Office’s (ATO) decision

in relation to the film J-walker. The Department has been advised that the ATO is to release a draft determination on the issue of tax treatment of overseas income by film producers. While it should be noted that the Department’s role in the 10BA process is essentially a cultural one – it is for the ATO to interpret taxation law – the Department will have the opportunity to comment on the ATO’s draft determination. Once the draft determination has been released, the Department will consider the issues raised and, as appropriate, take advice on the likely effects, if any, for the Australian film industry. 
Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 269

Topic: Bundanon Trust 

Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

 It is noted in the Chairman’s statement in the Trust’s Annual Report (p7) that Bundanon’s financial security is now guaranteed, through the Government’s funding measures announced in the 2003 Budget.

1. Can you please give an update of progress?

2. Can the department provide more information on revenues of Bundanon Trust which appear to have decreased from 2002 to 2003 by almost $200 000.

3. I note that in the same period expenses have decreased by about $70 000, but there is still an operating deficit increasing from $459 000 to $600 000 (p 31 Annual Report). Could the department provide more information on this increasing deficit, particularly because the Chairman has indicated in the Annual Report that Visitation has increased?

Answer: 

1. The Government agreed to give $2.3m over 4 years to Bundanon Trust in the May 2003 Budget. This will be provided under the terms of the Triennial Funding Agreement.

2. Revenue for Bundanon Trust in 2002-03 decreased in the following areas:

· Income from interest decreased from $0.138m to $0.096m due to reduced capital amount in investment fund.

· Value of cattle decreased from $0.033m to $0.020m due to drought and fluctuation in market value.

· Collection and Exhibitions revenue decreased from $0.108 to $0.069 as there was a one-off Australian Government grant provided in 2001-02.

· Access programs revenue decreased from $0.124 to $0.080 as merchandise income and adult group numbers were down on the previous year.

· Education revenue decreased from $0.301 to $0.238 as there was a one-off Australian Government grant provided in 2001-02.

3.
There are decreases in revenue and asset values as per previous answer. The operating deficit is a technical loss offset by investment fund drawdowns approved by the Minister for the Arts and Sport during 2002-03. The Government’s decision to fund Bundanon Trust as set out in answer 1 will provide recurrent funding for the future.
Outcome 1 Output 1.1





Question: 270

Topic: Australian Museums and Galleries Online (AMOL)
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:
It is noted that [consideration?] of AMOL was the subject of further consultations with State and Territory stakeholders as at 30 June 2003 – what was the outcome of that consultation, and can I please have a general update on AMOL?

Answer:

Commonwealth, State and Territory Cultural Ministers agreed to implement the redevelopment of Australian Museums and Galleries Online (AMOL).

The redeveloped AMOL will provide small to medium collecting institutions, particularly those in regional locations, with a user-friendly facility allowing them to preserve local and Australian history, share stories with the wider community and access a range of support services. 
Outcome 1, Output 1.1





Question: 271

Topic: The Culture and Recreation Portal
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:
I note that on p 23 of the Annual Report that visitation to the Culture and Recreation Portal seems to have plateaued at about 1.5 million per year. Can the Department provide any explanation for this?

Answer: 

The Culture and Recreation Portal sustained its visit rate at 1.5 million in the last financial year. However, it should be noted that early in the financial year 2003/4, the parameters for statistical collection were adjusted to double the time period to register a visit, resulting in a more conservative figure.

The portal has now been moved to a new server which allows new functionality to increase discoverability on the major search engines. As a consequence of these enhancements, and looking at the figures to date, it is expected that the number of visitors for this financial year will well exceed 1.5 million. 
Outcome 1 Output 1.1





Question: 272

Topic:  Federation Fund
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked: 

I note that Federation Fund Grants have been allocated to NIDA - $25m, National Gallery of Victoria, $50m for Federation Square, and others. 

1. Could the Department provide a complete breakdown of grants, all of the recipients, the specific project detail and the progress of all of these.

2. Have they all been audited and acquitted?

Answer: 

I am advised by my Department that the information sought by the Senator is not held centrally. The work required to answer the Senator would involve a significant diversion of resources and I am not prepared to authorise the use of those resources.

The Department administered 17 Major Federation Fund (MFF) projects, 28 Federation Cultural Heritage Projects (FCHP) and 1 003 Federation Community Projects (FCP). The program is winding down and most of the projects have been completed and acquitted. As a result, almost all of the relevant files (of which there are approximately 1 500 – 2 000) have been archived, with many stored offsite. In addition, staffing resources for the program have been deployed elsewhere.

The database on which Federation Fund project information is held is not as sophisticated as other departmental program databases, and provides data only on an electorate by electorate basis. As the database has limited reporting capabilities, it is estimated that it would require one staff member at least one week to retrieve and manipulate the information manually to respond to the question. The staff member most familiar with the Federation Fund database would need to be redeployed from another program area (Visions of Australia) at a time of peak workloads.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1





Question: 273

Topic: Australia Business Arts Foundation (AbaF)
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

I understand that funding for this operation [Australia Business Arts Foundation] provided by the Commonwealth equate to $1.64m and the total running costs of the Foundation appear to be approximately $1.69m. Other revenue is almost $1m, which appears to have been put into reserve, and now totals $2.115m. 
1. Is this correct? 

2. And why is so much being kept in reserve?

Answer: 

1. Some of the statements contains in the Question on Notice are incorrect.

· Annual recurrent funding of AbaF by the Australian Government for 2002-03 was $1.6 million, not $1.64 million. The additional $40 000 results from a contract with the Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts to develop a publication. 

· Total AbaF expenses for 2002-03 were $2,688,675 as outlined on pages 18 and 25 of the Financial Statements for the financial year ended 30 June (shown in the sum of note 3A - Employee Expenses: 3B - Suppliers Expenses: and 3C - Depreciation).

· AbaF had a small net operating deficit for the 2002-03 financial year of $4,448 (after deducting total operating expenditure of $2,693,123 from revenues totalling $2,688,675). Refer to the Statement of Financial Performance on page 18 for confirmation.

2. AbaF had cash on hand of $2.115 million as at 30 June 2003. This amount is largely committed to planned expenditure on a range of activities in 2003-04 and beyond.

The figure of $2.115 million appears on page 20 of the Financial Statements for the year ended 30 June 2003 and represents AbaF's total cash on hand as at this date. The sum is comprised of the following:

· $413,000 represents a reserve fund established at the direction of the Board of Directors, to enable AbaF to cover emergencies and contingencies, including costs and legal and statutory obligations should AbaF be wound-up. This represents 15% of AbaF's annual turnover and is in line with good corporate governance and sound fiduciary practice.

· $1.331 million represents a cumulative donation gifted over several years to AbaF from the Pratt family (plus interest). The AbaF Board, after consultation with the family, resolved to allocate these funds for the purpose of encouraging and facilitating philanthropic giving to the cultural sector. These funds are all committed to the recurrent costs of AbaF's joint cultural philanthropy program with the Australia Council, known as Artsupport Australia. 

· $371,000 represents revenue earned by AbaF in the 2002-03 financial year which will be used to expand several programs in 2003-04, including the AbaF Awards, the adviceBank Program, and the Councils, Arts and Business Program.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 274

Topic: Australia Business Arts Foundation (AbaF)
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

In relation to the benefits of the ABAF, the annual report notes that private sector support for the arts has increased – with businesses reporting an increase of 84% since 2001. Arts groups have a lower perception of this increase and that support to them from the private sector has increased by 61% (ABAF Financial statements p 3). 

Is there any quantification of that increase?

Answer: 

AbaF conducted surveys over two consecutive years, involving some 600 business and arts organisations with which AbaF has been working. In the 2003 survey, a total of 132 organisations responded, including 78 arts organisations and 54 businesses. 

A report was prepared which compared (among other things) the amounts that participating businesses contributed collectively to the arts; and the amounts that participating arts organisations received collectively from business, from the first to the second year. The results were as follows:

· The arts organisations providing financial information to the survey in both years collectively received $17.5 million in 2001-02 and $28.1 million in 2002-03, an increase of 61%.

· The businesses providing financial information to the survey in both years collectively increased their support from $2.5 million in 2001-02 to $4.5 million in 2002-03, an increase of 84%.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 275

Topic: Symphony and Pit Orchestras
Written Question on Notice
Senator Lundy asked:

(1) Is the Minister aware of claims, made in the Australian on the 2/10/03 that if the funding of the nation's symphony and pit orchestras is not increased 'some orchestras may wither on the vine' (Melbourne Symphony's Managing Director)?

(2) What does the Government plan to do to alleviate this situation and to also reduce many orchestra's overwhelming dependence on sponsorships and donations?

(3)  Is the Government aware of commentators' urgent calls for the establishment of an inquiry into the financial health of Australia's many orchestras and the need for a review of the present levels of Commonwealth funding?

(4) What is the Minister's position on this issue?


Answer: 

(1) I am aware of the press report.

(2) Following the Nugent Inquiry, the Australian and State Governments increased annual funding to the six symphony orchestras, with base grants totalling nearly $47 million in 2003, an increase of almost $5.2 million on year 2000 grants.

The Australia Council staff and state funding agencies have been working with the orchestras' management on operational issues including developing realistically costed business plans that address cost-revenue issues.

Private sector sponsorship and donations are an important and integral part of the financial health of orchestras and provide mutually beneficial partnerships with the corporate sector. Far from seeking to reduce this significant contribution to orchestras, the Australian Government applauds the corporate sector’s support and welcomes its participation in the cultural wellbeing of the nation.

(3) I am aware of the recent press reports on the financial health of orchestras.

(4) At Cultural Ministers Council on 28 March 2003, Cultural Ministers noted that two exercises were in progress - the Review of the Funding Model for Major Performing Arts Companies and the work of the Orchestral Taskforce (an industry initiative) - and that the Commonwealth would consider a further review of orchestras once these exercises reported. 
Outcome 1, Output 1.1 





Question: 276

Topic: Orchestras funding
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

1. Can the Department please provide the Committee with a breakdown of Commonwealth Funding of Orchestras for all States and Territories?

2. What funding is available to Orchestras to enable them to meet their commitments to festivals, community and educational activities?

3. Can the Department confirm that corporatisation of Symphony Orchestras (As announced by the Minister on 17 December 1996) resulted in many Orchestras not having a sustainable financial footing?

4. Can you provide details of any Orchestra which was corporatised under these circumstances

Answer: 

1.
2002/03 Joint Australian Government-State Government Funding

	
	Australian Government through the Australia Council
	State Governments
	Total

	
	2002/03
	2002/03
	2002/03

	Organisation
	Base Grant
	Base Grant
	Base Grant

	
	$
	$
	$

	Sydney Symphony Orchestra
	8,590,531
	2,688,107
	11,278,637

	Melbourne Symphony Orchestra
	8,232,596
	1,974,758
	10,207,354

	WA Symphony Orchestra
	5,156,211
	1,591,016
	6,747,227

	Adelaide Symphony Orchestra
	4,418,540
	1,347,897
	5,766,438

	Queensland Symphony Orchestra
	5,200,611
	2,077,712
	7,278,323

	Tasmanian Symphony Orchestra
	4,710,184
	670,514
	5,380,698

	Total - Symphony Orchestras
	36,308,673
	10,350,005
	46,658,678

	
	
	
	

	Orchestra Victoria
	3,632,723
	1,066,761
	4,699,484

	Australian Opera & Ballet Orchestra
	4,033,425
	710,267
	4,743,692

	Australian Chamber Orchestra
	1,023,751
	113,822
	1,137,572

	Australian Brandenburg Orchestra
	40,000
	90,000
	130,000

	Sub - Total
	7,666,148
	1,777,028
	9,443,176

	Grand Total
	45,038,572
	12,330,855
	57,369,427


The Canberra and Darwin Symphony Orchestras do not receive funding from the Australian Government.

2. The Orchestras have no ‘commitments’ to Festivals although they may be involved on a commercial (fee) basis. The Orchestras’ community and education activities are funded through base Australian and State Government grants. 

3. At the time of corporatisation, the amount allocated by the ABC for orchestral funding was transferred from the ABC and applied directly to the Symphony Orchestras, at a level sufficient to meet their budget requirements for the forthcoming year. Following the Nugent Inquiry (1999), the Australian and State Governments increased annual funding to the six Symphony Orchestras, with base grants totalling nearly $47 million in 2003, an increase of almost $5.2 million on year 2000 grants.

4. The Orchestras corporatised following the 1996 decision of the Australian Government were:

Sydney Symphony Orchestra (1996)

Melbourne Symphony Orchestra (1997)

WA Symphony Orchestra (1998)

Adelaide Symphony Orchestra (1997)

Queensland Symphony Orchestra (2000)

Tasmanian Symphony Orchestra (1999)

Outcome 1  Output 1.1





Question: 277

Topic:  Playing Australia processes
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

1. Could you outline the process involved in the granting of Playing Australia funding. What is the role of the Department, Playing Australia Board and the Minister?

2. How many board members are there?

Answer: 

1. Grant rounds are advertised in all metropolitan dailies, a large number of regional newspapers and details are published on the DCITA web site. Any changes to the program guidelines or round timings are widely promulgated through contact with sector organisations including performing arts touring bodies, producers, and venue associations. Playing Australia secretariat staff are available up until the round closes, to provide advice on whether applications meet the basic criteria, to help with the complex budgets required and to comment on draft applications. Applications close and late applications are not accepted.

Applications are processed by a secretariat within the Department. This includes:-

- data base entry of key information from applications;
- checking of budget information provided and follow up where incomplete or incorrect information has been provided; and
- preparation of factual summaries of applications for Committee, which provide Committee members with an overview of the application within a consistent format.

Prior to the committee meeting, members are provided with a full set of applications so that individual assessments can be made. At the grant round meeting Committee members discuss applications in detail against the Assessment Criteria, which are based on the Objectives of the program (published in the Program Guidelines, available from the DCITA web site or from the Department by email or in hard copy). As stated in the Guidelines, the Committee may take into account other factors such as geographical and genre spread and also give some recognition to social justice objectives.

The Playing Australia Committee is appointed in an advisory capacity and makes recommendations to the Minister for the Arts and Sport. The Minister decides on successful applications after consideration of the Committee’s recommendations. Following ministerial approval, the round is announced and successful applicants are advised.

2. Eleven.
Outcome 1 Output 1.1





Question: 278

Topic:  Playing Australia Round 22
Written Question on Notice

Senator Lundy asked:

1. How many applications did the Department receive for the 22nd Round (October 2003) of Playing Australia grants?

2. Given that 13 applications were successful, how many venues around Australia does that equate to?

3. How many of these are regional areas?

4. How does this compare to the same round in 2002

5. How many performing Arts companies in this round received triennial funding? Who are they?

6. Could you please outline the criteria against which applications to the Playing Australia fund are assessed and granted funding?

7. Does this round indicate that a two-tiered system is now in place whereby major companies are serviced first, and that smaller companies are funded with what’s left over in the fund?

8. Does this mean that there has been a decision by the Department and the Playing Australia Board to abandon a presenter driven model in favour of a producer driven model?

9. How many presenters are represented on the Playing Australia Board?

10. Who appoints these board members?

11. Are there any plans to increase the funding available to Playing Australia?

12. What arrangements currently exist in relation to quarantined funding is this arrangement a new phenomenon. How does this arrangement compare to previous funding arrangements?

13. Why did successful regional touring companies such as Bell Shakespeare and their proposed touring program for A Midsummer’s Night Dream and La Boite Theatre’s Production of Zig Zag Street, receive no funding to tour these productions?

14.What steps have been taken to ensure that the situation will not occur in future rounds of Playing Australia?

Answer: 

1. Forty-two.


2. One hundred and twenty-one.


3. Ninety-four.


4. The same round in 2002 visited one hundred and seventy-seven regional venues and forty-eight capital/metropolitan venues.


5. Three. Opera Australia, Sydney Dance Company and Circus Australia Ltd.


6. In assessing applications, the Playing Australia Committee will have regard to the following criteria, which reflect the objectives of the Program.

· The extent of the proposed touring program, especially its regional focus.

· The quality of the proposed production and the calibre of the artists and artsworkers involved.

· The level of innovation of the proposed production, and its contribution to Australian culture.

· Previous touring history of both the production company and touring organisation.

· Evidence of appropriate marketing policy and experienced personnel to maximise audiences.

· Evidence of realistic budgeting, including evidence of audience demand or potential, projected box office earnings and ticket pricing policy.

· The level of contribution to the project from other sources, particularly financial support from the private sector, the venue and presenter, and other government funding.
In making a final assessment, the Committee may take into account other factors, including geographical and genre spread.

7. No.


8. No. Playing Australia has and continues to give consideration to audience demand in making assessments of touring proposals. 


9. One current presenter and two people who have previously run venues.


10. The Minister for the Arts and Sport.


11.  Any additional funding for Playing Australia will be considered by the Government at the appropriate time. 


12. There are currently no quarantined funds. From time to time the Playing Australia committee has recommended that some funding be directed towards specific initiatives. This was the case with the Made2Move initiative designed to foster the touring of contemporary dance. Made2Move concluded some time ago, but there may be instances in the future where the Committee recommends either setting aside funds for a specific purpose or exercising some degree of flexibility in order to support less mainstream activities.


13. Both of these companies sought large grants in a highly competitive round. In the final comparative assessment of the round, the Committee considered that other applications were of a higher priority. Although the program guidelines allow for new work to be funded in exceptional circumstances, in the case of Zig Zag Street, the Committee had some concerns about providing such a high level of support for a production which has yet to be produced. Bell Shakespeare did receive funding of $180,000 in this round, for a tour of The Comedy of Errors. 


14. Playing Australia is a competitive grant program and with a limited amount of funding, so there will always be applications for high quality tours which cannot be funded or are funded for less than the amount sought. 

