Senate Economics Legislation Committee

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
TREASURY

Australian Taxation Office

(Supplementary Budget Estimates November 2004)

Outcome 2, Output 2.2.1
Topic: Detection of fraud against department
Supplementary question on notice: Supp 25

Senator Ludwig asked:

How many incidents of fraud were detected against the department in 2000-01,
2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-04? For each incident:

a) What was the subject of the fraud in each instance?

b) What was the value of the fraud?

¢) Which administrative unit was the subject of the fraud?

d) was anyone charged with the fraud (specify if they were employed by the
Department)?

e) Was anyone convicted of the fraud (specify if they were employed by the
Department)?

f) Were any of the defrauded items or was any of the defrauded money
recovered?

Answer:

See attached spreadsheet.
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Notes: 1. So_.a_ma =A *.qm:n..s__:_n: has been substantiated

12 Statistics taken as of 30 June 2004. At this time no matters for the 03/04 yr had reached the charging or finalisation stage.

m O_V_:mai there is one matter from the moo:om period that is t cmﬁoa the court.

4. Forthe 2003/04 nm:oa there are 3 matters 3. Lodge false returns, 2 *camm false Business Activity Statements) for which charges are mxvmoﬁma to be laid. Involves 3 ATO staff.






