Senate Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Legislation Committee

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Budget estimates hearing 2001–2002, 6 June 2001


Question 1

Outcome 1, output 1.1.1

Topic: China and Tibet

Written question

Senator Harradine asked:

(a) How does the department respond to criticism for accepting an invitation to a diplomatic reception at the Chinese Embassy last month, which marked the 50th anniversary of China’s military occupation of Tibet? (The embassy had described the function as a “celebration” of Tibet’s “peaceful liberation”.)

(b) Who were the departmental officers who attended the event?

Answers:

(a) The Department’s decision reflects the Government’s interest in maintaining engagement with China on Tibet. We recognise Chinese sovereignty over Tibet, and deal with the Chinese Government on Tibet regularly, including through our bilateral Human Rights Dialogue and aid projects. It is the Government’s considered view that engagement provides the best means to work towards improvements in respect for human rights in China, including Tibet. Avoiding engagement with China over Tibet would hinder these efforts. Indeed, without this engagement, the Government’s capacity to influence Chinese policy on Tibet in general, and decisions affecting individual Tibetans, would be nil.

(b) The officer sent to the event was Mr Kyle Wilson, Director of the China Political and External Section, which has responsibility for Tibet within the Department. A range of departmental officers, including senior officers, was also invited, but it was decided that only one representative would attend. This sent an unmistakable message to the Chinese about our human rights concerns. At the same time, it indicated our intent to engage with them to pursue our interests and concerns in Tibet. 

Question 2

Outcome 1, output 1.1.1

Topic: Australia Japan Conference

Hansard page 344

Senator Cook asked:

With regard to participation at the Australia-Japan Conference, has the Department received any complaints that Qantas was invited but not the wider tourism industry?
Answer:

The Department has received no complaints concerning Qantas’ invitation to the Australia-Japan Conference.

In compiling the list of participants for the Conference the Department endeavoured to ensure a carefully balanced attendance, without any one sector dominating proceedings. Similarly, participants were not necessarily only selected from areas that have traditionally enjoyed a strong relationship with Japan, but also from areas of burgeoning opportunity, such as the new economy sector. To stimulate focused and high level discussion, invitations were limited to 25 participants from each Australia and Japan, which logistically made it difficult to invite all interested parties.

We have made the outcomes of the Conference publicly available and have stated to many of those who expressed interest in attending the Conference that their comments and input on the Conference outcomes and recommendations would be welcome.

Question 3

Outcome 1, output 1.1.1

Topic: Australia-Taiwan ministerial visits

Hansard page 346

Senator Hogg asked:

(a) Have there been any representations received over the past six months from the Chinese government concerning visits to Taiwan by Australian ministers or to Australia by Taiwanese ministers?

(b) What was the nature of those representations?

(c) Can the department provide a list of unofficial visits to Australia by Taiwanese ministers since 1996?

Answers:

(a) Yes. The Chinese Government made representations on five separate occasions.

(b) Three separate representations were made by the Chinese Embassy about the visits to Australia of the Chair of the Overseas Chinese Affairs Commission, Dr Chang Fu-mei (which did not eventuate); the holiday visit of Foreign Minister, Tien Hung-mao in January 2001; and Minister for Trade Mark Vaile’s unofficial visit to Taiwan with a business delegation in February 2001. Premier Zhu Rongji made general representations to Deputy Prime Minister John Anderson about visits to Australia by Taiwanese Ministers in Beijing in April 2001. The Chinese side also made representations about the visits by Mr Vaile and Mr Tien at the bilateral Senior Officials’ Talks in Beijing in June 2001.

(c)
The information requested is contained in a confidential document.

Question 4

Outcome 1, output 1.1.2

Topic: Human Rights Dialogue with Vietnam

Hansard page 348

Senator Hogg asked:

(a) Can the department provide a list of practical initiatives, technical assistance and training programs being undertaken as part of the Human Rights Dialogue with Vietnam?

(b) Can the department provide a list of representations made by the embassy in Vietnam on human rights issues over the past year?

Answers:

(a)
Following is a list of recent or current technical assistance and training activities in Vietnam relevant to human rights, involving Australian Government funding/participation:

i. AusAID-funded assistance to improve research skills of the Centre for Human Rights Research at the Ho Chi Minh National Political Academy Phase 2—broadening knowledge among Vietnamese scholars and officials of international and regional human rights implementation and practice. This includes courses on international human rights law for Government and Party officials, the translation of human rights texts into Vietnamese, the study of Asia Pacific human rights institutions, improving the practical research skills of Academy staff on human rights issues, and study of the domestic implementation of international human rights law.

ii. An AusAID-funded visit by members of the National Assembly in April 2000 aimed to provide participants with an understanding of the role and nature of democratic principles and institutions generally, and the Australian political system and of parliamentary processes in particular. Participants also visited the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission in Sydney, and took part in a round table discussion of the work of HREOC and of human rights issues generally.

iii. AusAID-funded exchange of visits between judges of Australia’s Federal Court and Vietnam’s Supreme People’s Court in early 2001 (sponsored by the Centre for Democratic Institutions at the ANU) looked at a range of issues including incorporation of international law obligations into domestic law.

iv. AusAID/DFAT Human Rights Small Grants Scheme has funded several activities in Vietnam over recent years, focusing on the “grassroots” level, including training on the prevention of violence against women to exercise gender equality in communities, and training and education for rural communities on civil and political rights.

v. Following a programming mission last year, AusAID is currently negotiating with the Vietnamese Government to develop a broader set of Governance activities, including some in the area of legal and judicial reform which will eventually impact on the observance of civil and political rights.

(b)
Human Rights issues were raised with the Vietnamese Government by the Embassy in Vietnam on the following occasions:


4 July 2000, 7 July 2000, 20 July 2000, 7 August 2000, 30 August 2000, 11 September 2000, 12 October 2000, 9 January 2001, 12 March 2001, 10 April 2001, 12 April 2001, 24 April 2001, 25 June 2001.

Question 5

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: Free Trade Agreement with the United States

Hansard page 355

Senator Cook asked:

When did consultations with Australian industry about the proposed Free Trade Agreement with the United States first commence?

Answer: 

There has been a range of proposals over recent years regarding closer trade relations with the United States, including various approaches on free trade agreements. The Government has maintained constant dialogue with industry on these issues consistent with its well-established policy of pursuing all available opportunities for Australian exporters.

More detailed discussion with industry on the latest US FTA proposal began soon after the inauguration of the Bush Administration once it had expressed interest in discussing the proposal. Mr Vaile discussed the issue with the Trade Policy Advisory Council in February and there has been ongoing contact with a range of industry groups since that time. This has included the Australian Industry Group, Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the Australian-American Chamber of Commerce, the wine industry, representatives of the auto industry, the Australia Council and the National Farmers Federation.

Question 6

Outcome 1, output 1.1.3

Topic: Imports from Brazil

Hansard page 362

Senator Cook asked:

What caused “other food products” imports from Brazil to rise from an average annual value prior to 1999 of $1 million to $279 million in calendar year 2000?

Answer:

The rise in imports from Brazil was mainly caused by higher imports of food preparations for making non-alcoholic beverages (except those containing odoriferous substances), import commodity code 2106.90.90.43. On a calendar year basis, imports of this commodity from Brazil in 1999 were $17 million and $278 million in 2000. Prior to December 1999 imports of this good were sourced from Europe. The 2000 calendar year figure represents a full year's imports sourced from Brazil.
Question 7

Outcome 1, output 1.1.3

Topic:  Irish economy

Hansard page 363

Senator Cook asked:

What are the particular drivers that explain why the Irish economy has been the standout performer in Europe?

Answer: 

Ireland has recorded one of the fastest economic growth rates in the European Union and the OECD averaging 8.7 per cent growth over the past 10 years. In 1998, GDP grew by 9.9 per cent. Growth has now slowed to around 7.5 per cent in 2001. Ireland’s economic growth is attributable to its success in attracting foreign direct investment, a robust export performance and continuing high levels of European Union subsidies.

Ireland has been highly successful in attracting foreign direct investment (FDI) over the past two decades, particularly from the United States. Ireland remains one of the most pro-business policy environments in the European Union, both in terms of legislative provisions and in the responsiveness of state structures to the needs of business. The Irish Government has introduced a special 10% corporate tax rate for manufacturing and certain other activities and offers many non-tax incentives, the bulk of which are sponsored by the Industrial Development Agency (IDA) of Ireland. Packages may include capital grants, interest subsidies and loan guarantees, as well as grants for rent reduction, employment, training, R&D and technology acquisition. Ireland’s well-educated workforce and its proximity to EU and US markets add to the country’s attractiveness as an investment destination.

The IDA has played a key role in Ireland's economic development through its efforts to attract foreign investment, particularly to regional Ireland. An independent agency, the IDA works closely with government departments, local authorities and tertiary institutions. It has 15 offices worldwide and a network of offices throughout regional Ireland. It offers a broad range of incentives and grants to attract foreign companies to invest in Ireland. Entitlement to grants is primarily decided by examination of four-year business plans.

In 1999, the IDA had total income of $407 million
 of which $306 million was in the form of grants from the Irish Government, $16 million was received from the European Union and $43 million resulted from the disposal of property and investments. In the same period, the IDA paid out some $281 million in grants and expended $47 million on promotion and administration. According to its own publications, the 1266 IDA-supported companies were responsible for net employment growth of 15,200 jobs in 2000.

The nature of the Irish economy is changing rapidly. The manufacturing sector now generates around one-third of Irish GDP and more than 80 per cent of its export income. Ireland is now the biggest exporter of software products in the world (34 per cent) and the fifth largest exporter of computers. It has the highest proportion of high technology industries represented in its manufacturing exports of all OECD countries. The success of the Irish software industry has been attributed to Government strategy that centres on the creation of “clusters” of similar types of industry in particular parts of the country and policies aimed at embedding foreign firms within the local economy. The government has also encouraged linkages within industry, research and educational institutions.

The direction of trade has changed with the proportion of total exports to the United Kingdom declining substantially (now 25 per cent) and exports to the rest of the EU expanding (50 per cent). The remainder goes to the USA and other NAFTA economies (10 per cent) and to the Middle East, North Africa and Asia. Ireland is developing global export markets, with non-NAFTA APEC economies accounting for about 6.3 per cent of its exports.

However, structurally Ireland continues to rely heavily on its agricultural sector. EU subsidies and direct payments to farmers account for almost 50 per cent of Irish farm income. Ireland’s economy has benefited considerably from the Common Agricultural Policy and EU regional and social funds. The Irish receive more EU assistance per head than any other member state but growing prosperity has resulted in a more than 50 per cent cut at the final round of Agenda 2000 negotiations in March 2000.
Question 8

Outcome 1, output 1.1.5

Topic: Access to rice markets

Hansard pages 361-362

Senator Cook asked:

(a) Has progress been made in ensuring US subsidisation does not undermine Australia’s access to the Japanese rice market?

(b) Is there concern about unfair competition from heavily subsidised US sources for Australian rice exporters in markets like Turkey and Hong Kong?

Answers: 

(a) The US does not apply export subsidies to rice and its use of domestic subsidies currently falls well within its WTO commitments. Nonetheless, Mr Vaile wrote to the US Agriculture Secretary Glickman on 1 November 2000 expressing concern that the US use of domestic support was undermining the rice market in the Japan. Our Embassy in Washington has also made representations to key US agencies, including US Department of Agriculture and USTR stressing our concerns with their subsidy practices. In response the US has simply explained that its domestic support policies are WTO consistent.

(b) Industry has expressed concerns that US subsidy practices are affecting other markets, particularly in the Middle East. Industry has not specifically raised concerns in relation to Hong Kong or Turkey.

Question 9

Outcome 1, output 1.1.7

Topic: Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty

Hansard page 274

Senator Hogg asked:

Will Australia be making further representations in the near future to the United States concerning the ratification of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty?

Answer:

Yes. Australia will be making representations ahead of the second CTBT Article XIV Conference (New York, 25–27 September 2001) to those countries that are yet to sign or ratify the Treaty but whose ratification is required for the Treaty to enter into force. These representations will urge countries to sign and complete the Treaty ratification process as soon as practical and will include the United States. Australia will also be making representations ahead of the Conference urging countries in the Asia/Pacific region that are yet to sign or ratify the Treaty to do so as soon as possible.

Question 10

Output 1, output 1.1.7

Topic: Chemical Weapons Convention

Hansard page 274

Senator Hogg asked:

(a) Has the Government made any representations to the government of Iran concerning allegations that Iran may not be complying with its obligations under the Chemical Weapons Convention?

(b) If so, was there a response, and what was that response?

(c) Has the government had any discussions with the United States or any other countries concerning the possible conduct of a chemical weapons challenge inspection in Iran?

Answers:

(a) Australia and Iran have had a number of contacts concerning compliance with the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC). Mr Downer, the Minister for Foreign Affairs, discussed these issues with senior Iranian leaders in Canberra in July 1999 and in Tehran in July 2000. On both occasions he noted the international community’s concerns about a possible Iranian chemical weapons program. He encouraged Iran to ensure that it complied with the Convention, as this would improve its international reputation.

In 1997, immediately prior to Iran’s first declarations under the CWC falling due, our Embassy in Tehran made representations to encourage Iran to comply with its obligations to make complete declarations. We have continued to emphasise to Iran the importance of compliance with the Convention, for example, during the bilateral arms control officials’ level consultations in Tehran in October 1999 and in Canberra in February 2000.

We have also impressed on the Organisation for the Prohibition for Chemical Weapons (OPCW) that it should act on its mandate to ensure declarations are complete. Discussions between the OPCW and other States Parties are confidential. Against this general background, the Government has not made any specific representations to the Government of Iran concerning allegations that it may not be complying with its obligations under the CWC.

(b) In response to the general concerns raised by Mr Downer and officials, Iranian counterparts have emphasised Iran’s commitment to the CWC.

(c) The Government has not had any formal bilateral discussions with the United States or any other countries concerning the possible conduct of a chemical weapons challenge in Iran. The importance of challenge inspections as a part of the CWC verification mechanism is regularly discussed among officials from a wide range of countries. Discussions, particularly among our delegations to the OPCW in The Hague, focus on how one might be conducted.  There has not yet been a challenge inspection anywhere. Due to the nature of challenge inspections, public discussions would not be conducive to its success.

Question 11

Outcome 1, output 1.2

Topic: Merv Jenkins case

Hansard page 285-286

Senator Schacht asked:

Why was material relating to allegations of a security breach destroyed?

Answer:

The DIO officer who made the allegations was physically located at a United States military base. He told investigators that he decided it was best to destroy the DFAT AUSTEO cables, as he was unable to provide the required level of protection necessary for such documents.

Question 12

Outcome 1, output 1.2

Topic: “AUSTEO” caveat

Hansard page 288

Senator Schacht asked:

How many documents produced each year in the Foreign Affairs department end up with “AUSTEO” stamped on them?

Answer:

Of the 138,064 cables transmitted over the department’s communication network from May 2000 to May 2001, 522 were classified with the AUSTEO caveat. This represents 0.4% or less than one in two hundred and fifty of all cables transmitted over the period.

Question 13

Outcome 2, output 2.1.2

Topic: Passport statistics

Hansard page 291

Senator Hogg asked:

(a) Does DFAT maintain statistics, which indicate the ages of persons to whom passports are issued?

(b) Could the department provide a breakdown by age profile of passport applicants?

Answers:

(a) Yes.

(b) The requested breakdown by age profile of passport applicants is below. The data covers the last three financial years.

DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT: 01/07/98 TO 30/06/99















AGE
AT ISSUE
MALE
FEMALE
TOTAL
%
MALE
% FEMALE
%
TOTAL

0–4
33952
32836
66788
50.83
49.16
6.19

5–9
31282
30670
61952
50.49
49.50
5.74

10–14
34474
35786
70260
49.06
50.93
6.51

15–17
21951
25989
47940
45.78
54.21
4.44

18–19
15260
19848
35108
43.46
56.53
3.25

20–24
51140
59321
110461
46.29
53.70
10.24

25–29
40234
43512
83746
48.04
51.95
7.76

30–34
42446
43000
85446
49.67
50.32
7.92

35–39
43956
42912
86868
50.60
49.39
8.05

40–44
40869
41492
82361
49.62
50.37
7.64

45–49
40581
43641
84222
48.18
51.81
7.81

50–54
39582
40789
80371
49.24
50.75
7.45

55–59
29540
29796
59336
49.78
50.21
5.50

60–64
22880
22814
45694
50.07
49.92
4.23

65–69
17509
17149
34658
50.51
49.48
3.21

70–74
11217
12202
23419
47.89
52.10
2.17

75–79
5942
7198
13140
45.22
54.77
1.21

80–84
1998
2732
4730
42.24
57.75
0.43

>85
657
849
1506
43.62
56.37
0.13

TOTAL
525470
552536
1078006
48.74
51.25
100.00

















MINORS (<18)
121659
125281
246940
49.26
50.73
100.00

ADULTS (>=18)
403811
427255
831066
48.58
51.41
100.00
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DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT: 01/07/99 TO 30/06/00















AGE
AT ISSUE
MALE
FEMALE
TOTAL
% MALE
% FEMALE
% TOTAL

0–4
34242
33276
67518
50.71
49.28
5.97

5–9
31491
30717
62208
50.62
49.37
5.50

10–14
34204
35262
69466
49.23
50.76
6.14

15–17
21477
25455
46932
45.76
54.23
4.15

18–19
15513
19566
35079
44.22
55.77
3.10

20–24
48397
56004
104401
46.35
53.64
9.23

25–29
39503
42502
82005
48.17
51.82
7.25

30–34
44947
45769
90716
49.54
50.45
8.02

35–39
46230
44650
90880
50.86
49.13
8.04

40–44
43547
44492
88039
49.46
50.53
7.79

45–49
43629
47092
90721
48.09
51.90
8.02

50–54
44346
46093
90439
49.03
50.96
8.00

55–59
34760
35418
70178
49.53
50.46
6.21

60–64
26876
26899
53775
49.97
50.02
4.75

65–69
20240
19639
39879
50.75
49.24
3.52

70–74
12713
13526
26239
48.45
51.54
2.32

75–79
6819
8056
14875
45.84
54.15
1.31

80–84
2145
2905
5050
42.47
57.52
0.44

>85
730
910
1640
44.51
55.48
0.14

TOTAL
551809
578231
1130040
48.83
51.16
100.00

















MINORS (<18)
121414
124710
246124
49.33
50.66
100.00

ADULTS (>=18)
430395
453521
883916
48.69
51.30
100.00
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DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT: 01/07/00 TO 30/06/01















AGE
AT ISSUE
MALE
FEMALE
TOTAL
% MALE
% FEMALE
%
TOTAL

0–4
35492
34052
69544
51.04
48.96
6.43

5–9
32324
31824
64148
50.39
49.61
5.93

10–14
36082
36591
72673
49.65
50.35
6.72

15–17
22752
26878
49630
45.84
54.16
4.59

18–19
16788
21405
38193
43.96
56.04
3.53

20–24
49276
56443
105719
46.61
53.39
9.77

25–29
37819
41267
79086
47.82
52.18
7.31

30–34
42393
44162
86555
48.98
51.02
8.00

35–39
42088
41760
83848
50.20
49.80
7.75

40–44
41080
42409
83489
49.20
50.80
7.72

45–49
39515
43613
83128
47.54
52.46
7.68

50–54
39539
41855
81394
48.58
51.42
7.52

55–59
30173
30778
60951
49.50
50.50
5.63

60–64
22240
22819
45059
49.36
50.64
4.17

65–69
16411
16100
32511
50.48
49.52
3.01

70–74
11764
12454
24218
48.58
51.42
2.24

75–79
6651
7921
14572
45.64
54.36
1.35

80–84
2276
3056
5332
42.69
57.31
0.49

>85
772
1018
1790
43.13
56.87
0.17

TOTAL
525435
556405
1081840
48.57
51.43
100.00

















MINORS (<18)
126650
129345
255995
49.47
50.53
100.00

ADULTS (>=18)
398785
427060
825845
48.29
51.71
100.00

Question 14

Outcome 3, output 3.1

Topic: ANZUS documentary volume

Hansard page 292

Senator Hogg asked:

(a) What does the projected cost of $40,000 for the department’s documentary volume commemorating the 50th anniversary of the ANZUS treaty represent?

(b) How long is the publication?

(c) Will there be multiple copies and what will be the cost of those?

Answers:

(a) The projected cost of $40,000 represents the production of 133 documents that constitute the ANZUS volume including: keying in, copy holder proofread, typeset, indexed and general production management of the volume, and printing of 600 case-bound and 900 soft-bound books. 

(b) The volume contains 133 documents covering the time period from 1949 to the ratification of the treaty in April 1952, and will be approximately 300 pages.

(c) The production costs outlined above in (a) are inclusive of the printing of 600 case-bound and 900 soft-bound books.

Question 15

Output: Enabling Services

Topic: Staffing levels

Written question

Senator Cook asked:

(a) How many Australia-based staff positions (ie excluding locally engaged employees overseas) did the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade have in December 1995?

(b) How many Australia-based staff positions (ie excluding locally-engaged employees overseas) does the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade have currently?

(c) How many Australia-based staff positions does the Department expect to have during 2001–02?

Answers:

(a) On 31 December 1995, there were 2593 Australia-based staff positions.

(b) At 24 May 2001, there were 1949 Australia-based staff positions.

(c) The target for the end of 2001-02 is around 1935 Australia-based staff positions.

Question 16

Output Enabling Services

Topic: Higher Duties Allowance

Written question

Senator Cook asked:

(a) How many and what percentage of total positions are currently filled by staff acting in a position and receipt of the full salary and entitlements of the position?

(b) Which positions are in this category?

(c) How many and which positions are filled by staff acting in a position and not in receipt of the full salary and entitlements of this position?

Answers:

(a) On 5 June 2001, 29 positions were filled by employees receiving Higher Duties Allowance. This constitutes 1.5% of total Australia-based staff positions.

(b) The positions in this category are two SES positions overseas (Jakarta and New Delhi), the Hobart Regional Director, the Darwin Regional Director, and 25 Canberra-based administrative and policy staff.

(c) In accordance with the Certified Agreement, employees do not receive Higher Duties Allowance if:

i. they are filling a position in a higher broadband for less than 21 days; or

ii. filling a position within the same broadband.

Staff do not normally submit a Higher Duties Allowance form if they fall into either of the above categories and do not register on the database. (An exception to this is if someone needs to act formally in a position to exercise a delegation, in which case it is recorded in the database but no Higher Duties Allowance is paid. There are no staff of which the Department is aware that currently fall into this category.)

Question 17 

Output ASIS

Topic: ASIS legislation

Hansard page 292

Senator Hogg asked:

a) Has the government prepared legislation to place ASIS on a statutory basis and subject it to scrutiny by a parliamentary committee?

b) Are preparations in place to do so?

Answer:

Legislation to place ASIS on a statutory basis was introduced to the Parliament on 27 June 2001.
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		DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT : 01/07/98 TO 30/06/99

		AGE AT ISSUE		MALE		FEMALE		TOTAL		% MALE		% FEMALE		% TOTAL

		0-4		33952		32836		66788		50.83		49.16		6.19

		5-9		31282		30670		61952		50.49		49.50		5.74

		10-14		34474		35786		70260		49.06		50.93		6.51

		15-17		21951		25989		47940		45.78		54.21		4.44

		18-19		15260		19848		35108		43.46		56.53		3.25

		20-24		51140		59321		110461		46.29		53.70		10.24

		25-29		40234		43512		83746		48.04		51.95		7.76

		30-34		42446		43000		85446		49.67		50.32		7.92

		35-39		43956		42912		86868		50.60		49.39		8.05

		40-44		40869		41492		82361		49.62		50.37		7.64

		45-49		40581		43641		84222		48.18		51.81		7.81

		50-54		39582		40789		80371		49.24		50.75		7.45

		55-59		29540		29796		59336		49.78		50.21		5.50

		60-64		22880		22814		45694		50.07		49.92		4.23

		65-69		17509		17149		34658		50.51		49.48		3.21

		70-74		11217		12202		23419		47.89		52.10		2.17

		75-79		5942		7198		13140		45.22		54.77		1.21

		80-84		1998		2732		4730		42.24		57.75		0.43

		>85		657		849		1506		43.62		56.37		0.13

		TOTAL		525470		552536		1078006		48.74		51.25		100.00

		MINORS (<18)		121659		125281		246940		49.26		50.73		100.00

		ADULTS (>=18)		403811		427255		831066		48.58		51.41		100.00
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99-00

		DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT : 01/07/99 TO 30/06/00

		AGE AT ISSUE		MALE		FEMALE		TOTAL		% MALE		% FEMALE		% TOTAL

		0-4		34242		33276		67518		50.71		49.28		5.97

		5-9		31491		30717		62208		50.62		49.37		5.50

		10-14		34204		35262		69466		49.23		50.76		6.14

		15-17		21477		25455		46932		45.76		54.23		4.15

		18-19		15513		19566		35079		44.22		55.77		3.10

		20-24		48397		56004		104401		46.35		53.64		9.23

		25-29		39503		42502		82005		48.17		51.82		7.25

		30-34		44947		45769		90716		49.54		50.45		8.02

		35-39		46230		44650		90880		50.86		49.13		8.04

		40-44		43547		44492		88039		49.46		50.53		7.79

		45-49		43629		47092		90721		48.09		51.90		8.02

		50-54		44346		46093		90439		49.03		50.96		8.00

		55-59		34760		35418		70178		49.53		50.46		6.21

		60-64		26876		26899		53775		49.97		50.02		4.75

		65-69		20240		19639		39879		50.75		49.24		3.52

		70-74		12713		13526		26239		48.45		51.54		2.32

		75-79		6819		8056		14875		45.84		54.15		1.31

		80-84		2145		2905		5050		42.47		57.52		0.44

		>85		730		910		1640		44.51		55.48		0.14

		TOTAL		551809		578231		1130040		48.83		51.16		100.00

		MINORS (<18)		121414		124710		246124		49.33		50.66		100.00

		ADULTS (>=18)		430395		453521		883916		48.69		51.30		100.00
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00-01

		DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT : 01/07/00 TO 30/06/01

		AGE AT ISSUE		MALE		FEMALE		TOTAL		% MALE		% FEMALE		% TOTAL

		0-4		35492		34052		69544		51.04		48.96		6.43

		5-9		32324		31824		64148		50.39		49.61		5.93

		10-14		36082		36591		72673		49.65		50.35		6.72

		15-17		22752		26878		49630		45.84		54.16		4.59

		18-19		16788		21405		38193		43.96		56.04		3.53

		20-24		49276		56443		105719		46.61		53.39		9.77

		25-29		37819		41267		79086		47.82		52.18		7.31

		30-34		42393		44162		86555		48.98		51.02		8.00

		35-39		42088		41760		83848		50.20		49.80		7.75

		40-44		41080		42409		83489		49.20		50.80		7.72

		45-49		39515		43613		83128		47.54		52.46		7.68

		50-54		39539		41855		81394		48.58		51.42		7.52

		55-59		30173		30778		60951		49.50		50.50		5.63

		60-64		22240		22819		45059		49.36		50.64		4.17

		65-69		16411		16100		32511		50.48		49.52		3.01

		70-74		11764		12454		24218		48.58		51.42		2.24

		75-79		6651		7921		14572		45.64		54.36		1.35

		80-84		2276		3056		5332		42.69		57.31		0.49

		>85		772		1018		1790		43.13		56.87		0.17

		TOTAL		525435		556405		1081840		48.57		51.43		100.00

		MINORS (<18)		126650		129345		255995		49.47		50.53		100.00

		ADULTS (>=18)		398785		427060		825845		48.29		51.71		100.00





00-01

		



MALE

FEMALE

Age

No of Documents

Document Holder by Age and Sex 2000-2001




_1056964957.xls
Chart2

		0-4		0-4

		5-9		5-9

		10-14		10-14

		15-17		15-17

		18-19		18-19

		20-24		20-24

		25-29		25-29

		30-34		30-34

		35-39		35-39

		40-44		40-44

		45-49		45-49

		50-54		50-54

		55-59		55-59

		60-64		60-64

		65-69		65-69

		70-74		70-74

		75-79		75-79

		80-84		80-84

		>85		>85



MALE

FEMALE

Age

No of Documents

Document Holder by Age and Sex 1999-2000

34242

33276

31491

30717

34204

35262

21477

25455

15513

19566

48397

56004

39503

42502

44947

45769

46230

44650

43547

44492

43629

47092

44346

46093

34760

35418

26876

26899

20240

19639

12713

13526

6819

8056

2145

2905

730

910



98-99

		DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT : 01/07/98 TO 30/06/99

		AGE AT ISSUE		MALE		FEMALE		TOTAL		% MALE		% FEMALE		% TOTAL

		0-4		33952		32836		66788		50.83		49.16		6.19

		5-9		31282		30670		61952		50.49		49.50		5.74

		10-14		34474		35786		70260		49.06		50.93		6.51

		15-17		21951		25989		47940		45.78		54.21		4.44

		18-19		15260		19848		35108		43.46		56.53		3.25

		20-24		51140		59321		110461		46.29		53.70		10.24

		25-29		40234		43512		83746		48.04		51.95		7.76

		30-34		42446		43000		85446		49.67		50.32		7.92

		35-39		43956		42912		86868		50.60		49.39		8.05

		40-44		40869		41492		82361		49.62		50.37		7.64

		45-49		40581		43641		84222		48.18		51.81		7.81

		50-54		39582		40789		80371		49.24		50.75		7.45

		55-59		29540		29796		59336		49.78		50.21		5.50

		60-64		22880		22814		45694		50.07		49.92		4.23

		65-69		17509		17149		34658		50.51		49.48		3.21

		70-74		11217		12202		23419		47.89		52.10		2.17

		75-79		5942		7198		13140		45.22		54.77		1.21

		80-84		1998		2732		4730		42.24		57.75		0.43

		>85		657		849		1506		43.62		56.37		0.13

		TOTAL		525470		552536		1078006		48.74		51.25		100.00

		MINORS (<18)		121659		125281		246940		49.26		50.73		100.00

		ADULTS (>=18)		403811		427255		831066		48.58		51.41		100.00
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99-00

		DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT : 01/07/99 TO 30/06/00

		AGE AT ISSUE		MALE		FEMALE		TOTAL		% MALE		% FEMALE		% TOTAL

		0-4		34242		33276		67518		50.71		49.28		5.97

		5-9		31491		30717		62208		50.62		49.37		5.50

		10-14		34204		35262		69466		49.23		50.76		6.14

		15-17		21477		25455		46932		45.76		54.23		4.15

		18-19		15513		19566		35079		44.22		55.77		3.10

		20-24		48397		56004		104401		46.35		53.64		9.23

		25-29		39503		42502		82005		48.17		51.82		7.25

		30-34		44947		45769		90716		49.54		50.45		8.02

		35-39		46230		44650		90880		50.86		49.13		8.04

		40-44		43547		44492		88039		49.46		50.53		7.79

		45-49		43629		47092		90721		48.09		51.90		8.02

		50-54		44346		46093		90439		49.03		50.96		8.00

		55-59		34760		35418		70178		49.53		50.46		6.21

		60-64		26876		26899		53775		49.97		50.02		4.75

		65-69		20240		19639		39879		50.75		49.24		3.52

		70-74		12713		13526		26239		48.45		51.54		2.32

		75-79		6819		8056		14875		45.84		54.15		1.31

		80-84		2145		2905		5050		42.47		57.52		0.44

		>85		730		910		1640		44.51		55.48		0.14

		TOTAL		551809		578231		1130040		48.83		51.16		100.00

		MINORS (<18)		121414		124710		246124		49.33		50.66		100.00

		ADULTS (>=18)		430395		453521		883916		48.69		51.30		100.00
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00-01

		DOCUMENT HOLDER AGE AND SEX REPORT : 01/07/00 TO 30/06/01

		AGE AT ISSUE		MALE		FEMALE		TOTAL		% MALE		% FEMALE		% TOTAL

		0-4		35492		34052		69544		51.04		48.96		6.43

		5-9		32324		31824		64148		50.39		49.61		5.93

		10-14		36082		36591		72673		49.65		50.35		6.72

		15-17		22752		26878		49630		45.84		54.16		4.59

		18-19		16788		21405		38193		43.96		56.04		3.53

		20-24		49276		56443		105719		46.61		53.39		9.77

		25-29		37819		41267		79086		47.82		52.18		7.31

		30-34		42393		44162		86555		48.98		51.02		8.00

		35-39		42088		41760		83848		50.20		49.80		7.75

		40-44		41080		42409		83489		49.20		50.80		7.72

		45-49		39515		43613		83128		47.54		52.46		7.68

		50-54		39539		41855		81394		48.58		51.42		7.52

		55-59		30173		30778		60951		49.50		50.50		5.63

		60-64		22240		22819		45059		49.36		50.64		4.17

		65-69		16411		16100		32511		50.48		49.52		3.01

		70-74		11764		12454		24218		48.58		51.42		2.24

		75-79		6651		7921		14572		45.64		54.36		1.35

		80-84		2276		3056		5332		42.69		57.31		0.49

		>85		772		1018		1790		43.13		56.87		0.17

		TOTAL		525435		556405		1081840		48.57		51.43		100.00

		MINORS (<18)		126650		129345		255995		49.47		50.53		100.00

		ADULTS (>=18)		398785		427060		825845		48.29		51.71		100.00
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