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The Australian

Associated Brewers Incorporated


30 July 2001

Mr Elton Humphery 

Secretary


Australian Senate Community Affairs Legislation Committee

Parliament House 

Canberra ACT 2600

Dear Mr Humphery,

Re: Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account Bill 2001

Attached please find the AAB Submission as discussed on Friday afternoon.  Thank you for the additional time to make the submission. 

If you have any questions or any problem receiving the electronic form of the document, please call me on (0418) 557 290, or (02) 9217 1719.

The AAB look forward to the opportunity to attend and present to the hearing next week and would appreciate confirmation if that is locked in for Monday August 6. 

Yours sincerely

Terry Mott
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1. Introduction

The Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account Bill 2001 was referred to the Senate Community Affairs Committee on 28 June 2001.  The Australian Associated Brewers (AAB) submission to the Committee addresses a number of concerns about the Bill and the Foundation referred to in that Bill. 

The Federal Government, in the face of known parliamentary opposition, collected some $180 million in disputed excise from 1 July 2000 to 4 April 2001.  It is intended that the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account Bill 2001 will transfer $120 million of that disputed excise collected from brewers to the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Foundation (Foundation) and the Historic Hotels Initiative (Initiative).  The Foundation will be established by means of an independent charitable trust, following an agreement between the Hon John Howard, Prime Minister, and Senator Meg Lees.

To date, the parliamentary process as it applies to the disputed excise and the formation of the Foundation has increasingly disenfranchised beer drinkers.

The AAB submits that this failure to acknowledge beer drinkers is unacceptable given that the $120 million to be allocated over the next four years is actually their money – paid by them in the form of draught beer prices inflated by the imposition on brewers of purported increases in excise duty, which applied between July 1 2000 and 4 April 2001 without parliamentary approval.  It is the beer drinkers’ money and this should be acknowledged.

The brewers funded the education campaign that alerted beer drinkers to the discrepancy between the Government’s pre-election claims about the effect of tax reform on ordinary beer prices and the reality.

As a result, the biggest petition in Australian parliamentary history was generated.   850,000 Australians across every electorate registered their protest and continue to take a keen interest in this issue.  

It is also important to note that it was the AAB, which on behalf of beer drinkers, surveyed beer drinkers to establish what they wished to happen with the disputed beer excise.  

This research was conducted in January 2001 and suggested strongly that beer drinkers believed that the excise should be placed in a trust administered by an independent charitable foundation to fund causes such as alcohol-related medical research.

The AAB, on behalf of all beer drinkers, would welcome the opportunity to appear before the Committee to discuss this submission and recommended amendments. 

2.
 Acknowledgement and involvement of beer drinkers

Recommendation: 

1.
That the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account Bill 2001 be amended to rename the Foundation and to ensure that all grants, promotions and communications by the Foundation acknowledge that the funds were contributed by beer drinkers.

The $115 million in disputed excise that will be allocated to the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account is undisputedly beer drinkers’ money. Beer drinkers themselves indicated overwhelmingly that any excess excise collected from them without  parliamentary approval should go to a charitable foundation.  It is only just and democratic therefore that their goodwill and contribution is properly acknowledged by the Foundation.

If the Bill had been opposed, the additional beer excise would have been returned to the brewers.

Throughout the beer excise dispute, the brewers pledged publicly and repeatedly not to profit from any returned excise.  The brewers took this position because the excise had been passed on to beer drinkers via the pubs and clubs in the form of price increases on draught beer.

In recognition of this fact, the brewers commissioned a nationwide survey to establish whether beer drinkers wished the disputed excise to be passed back to them, in the form of additional beer price cuts, or whether the money should be used for charitable causes that assist ordinary Australians, such as reducing the impact of alcohol misuse.

The survey revealed overwhelming support from beer drinkers to use the disputed excise for charitable causes including “to help fund medical research and community programmes which address the problems of people who suffer either directly or indirectly as a result of alcohol misuse”.

The support from beer drinkers was consistent across the political spectrum, the nation, and the demographic profile.  The views of beer drinkers were also reflected in the views of all voters. (See Table 1)

A solid majority of beer drinkers, and voters, were of the firm opinion that the funds should be administered by an independent charitable foundation, not the Federal Government. (See Table 2)

The most appropriate and basic acknowledgment of the role of Australian beer drinkers would be to rename the Foundation to reflect the source of the funding.  So the Bill should be amended to ensure that the Foundation is renamed “The Australian Beer Drinkers Foundation”.

Appropriate acknowledgement should also be made in all literature and other vehicles, which detail the purpose and report on the work of the Foundation.

Failure to properly acknowledge that the entire funding for the proposed foundation effectively comes from beer drinkers is also likely to give rise to perceptions that the Foundation is a Government “special purpose fund”, and to thereby call into question the independence of the Foundation.  

Table 1 - Preferred Usage of Excise Money

	
	It can be used to help fund medical research and community programmes which address the problems of people who suffer either directly or indirectly as a result of alcohol misuse.
	
	It can be returned to beer drinkers as an additional price cut on top of the approximately 9% reduction they will be receiving anyway because parliament will not approve the federal government’s increase.
	Don’t Know

	
	%
	%
	%

	
	
	
	

	All respondents
	80
	14
	6

	
	
	
	

	NSW
	81
	13
	6

	VIC
	82
	14
	4

	QLD
	78
	17
	5

	WA
	79
	14
	7

	SA
	75
	20
	5

	Other
	88
	6
	6

	
	
	
	

	Beer drinkers
	75
	21
	4

	
	
	
	

	Liberal
	84
	11
	5

	Labor
	80
	17
	4

	One Nation
	83
	15
	2

	National
	93
	4
	4

	Democrat
	91
	4
	4

	Green
	77
	19
	4

	Some Other
	81
	15
	4
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Table 2 Preferred Administrator

	
	The federal government
	An independent charitable foundation
	Don’t Know

	
	%
	%
	%

	
	
	
	

	All respondents
	28
	61
	11

	
	
	
	

	NSW
	32
	55
	12

	VIC
	23
	65
	12

	QLD
	30
	59
	11

	WA
	31
	62
	8

	SA
	24
	63
	14

	Other
	23
	75
	2

	
	
	
	

	Beer drinkers
	30
	60
	10

	
	
	
	

	Liberal
	37
	51
	12

	Labor
	28
	63
	8

	One Nation
	15
	66
	20

	National
	25
	71
	4

	Democrat
	24
	69
	7

	Green
	12
	77
	12

	Some Other
	23
	77
	0
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Recommendation: 

2.
That the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account Bill 2001 be amended to include some essential features for the Foundation and to ensure that beer drinkers are properly represented on the Board of the Foundation.

The Bill is silent on fundamental matters concerning the Foundation, such as: 

· the precise objects of the Foundation and the key provisions of its Constitution; 


· the composition of its Board;


· the process by which Board members are to be appointed;


· the matters to which the Board is to have regard when it makes decisions concerning the allocation of funding to projects; and


· accountability mechanisms. 


Further, although in his second reading speech on 20 June 2001, the Hon. Larry Anthony, Minister for Community Services, stated that the Foundation would be an independent charitable foundation, the Bill does not actually require the Foundation to be either independent or charitable.

The Bill is also silent on the terms of the proposed funding agreement between the Minister and the Foundation - it appears these will be determined by negotiation. 

A significant weakness in the Bill is that it is a mere shell which provides only the bare outline of a funding mechanism to enable the Foundation to operate.  If the Parliament passes the Bill in this form, it will, in effect, delegate key decisions concerning fundamental matters to be determined by private agreement between the Government and the Democrats or the Minister and the Foundation outside the Parliamentary process.  That seems to be an intentional strategy on the part of the Government: the Minister’s second reading speech states that the “foundation’s constitution … will be developed in consultation with the government and the Democrats”.

We believe that the matters listed above are fundamental and should be set out in the Bill rather than being left to negotiations outside the Parliamentary process.  We therefore recommend that the Bill be amended accordingly.

With regard to the representation on the Board, the Australian beer drinkers have clearly indicated that they are effectively willing donors for the entire funding of the proposed Foundation.  It is therefore disappointing that a representative of beer drinkers has not been appointed to the Board of the Foundation. 

The Board, as we currently understand it is to be structured, disenfranchises beer drinkers completely, the very people who have funded the Foundation. 

The AAB is willing to nominate its chairman to represent the interests of Australian beer drinkers on the Board of the Foundation, if Parliament deems this appropriate

Recommendation:

3.
That the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account Bill 2001 be amended to ensure that the Foundation reports to Australian Beer drinkers on its activities.

The Bill does not impose any obligation upon the Foundation to report on its use of the funding provided to it.  This is notwithstanding the statement in the Minister’s second reading speech that the Foundation “will be rigorously accountable for expenditure of Commonwealth funds in those areas identified as priorities”.

The Bill should be amended to impose reporting obligations on the Foundation.  As beer drinkers fund the Foundation, its reporting obligations should include regular reporting to beer drinkers on how their money is being spent – this is only good corporate governance.  

The beer excise dispute generated the largest petition in Australian Parliamentary history.  Where possible, the AAB entered the names and postal addresses of beer drinkers to keep beer drinkers informed of developments.

There is, therefore, a ready made database of some ½ million Australian beer drinkers with which the Foundation can easily and cost effectively report to on its activities. 

Bearing in mind that that the sole source of funding for the foundation is beer drinkers, a requirement that they are kept informed of the Foundation’s work is fully justified. 

Recommendation:

4.
That the length of term of service and process of appointment to the Board of the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Foundation be set out in the Bill. 

.

The legislation is silent currently about the term of office and process of appointment to the Board.  The AAB assumes that the constitution, which the Minister’s second reading speech makes clear is intended to be agreed between the Government and the Australian Democrats, will set out the process of appointment and term of office.  It seems unlikely that the Parliament, beer drinkers, or beer drinkers’ proxy the AAB will be consulted, as they should be, given the large amount of money the Foundation has available to distribute.

The worst possible outcome would be a process of self-selection and appointment by the Board, without reference to any stakeholder.

There must be a balance between independence and accountability, and as a minimum the Foundation must be accountable to those who fund it in the first instance – the beer drinkers of Australia.

The AAB submits that the term of office and process of appointment to the Board should be made explicit in the legislation.  With the exception of the Chairperson and the representative of beer drinkers, the term of appointment for directors should be limited to one year. 

3.
Independent expert advisory panels

Recommendation: 

5.
That the Board of the Foundation establish independent expert advisory panels to conduct a peer review process of all grant applications and make recommendations to the Board as to which applications should be funded.

The Foundation will become one the largest independent charities in Australia with the passage of the Alcohol Education and Rehabilitation Account Bill 2001 and the transfer of $115 million over the next four years.  The Foundation through the grants it makes and the programmes it chooses to support can have a very significant and positive impact in the Australian community, especially among indigenous communities.

The AAB supports the purposes of the Foundation as set out in the Bill:

(a)
To prevent alcohol and other licit substance abuse, including petrol sniffing, particularly among vulnerable population groups such as indigenous Australians and youth; 

(b)
to support evidence-based alcohol and other licit substance abuse treatment, rehabilitation, research and prevention programs; 

(c)
to promote community education encouraging responsible consumption of alcohol and highlighting the dangers of licit substance abuse; 

(d)
to promote public awareness of the work of the Foundation or body and raise funds from the private sector for the ongoing work of the Foundation or body; 

(e)
to provide funding grants to organisations with appropriate community linkages to deliver the services referred to in the above paragraphs. 

It would be a great pity if the purposes were not met and this opportunity was wasted because the funds were misallocated on programmes of little value or which are not supported by sound science or the communities targeted.

It would also be a great pity if the governance of the Foundation and the grants process were to become perceived to be biased, or unscientific, or unaccountable.

The AAB submits that the Foundation should establish independent expert advisory panels to make recommendations to the Board on which programmes should be funded.  The panel membership should be made public and appointment should be for a limited fixed term, with the possibility of reappointment.

The independent expert advisory panels should comprise persons able to provide peer review of grant applications.  While the proposed ten person Board has a breadth of expertise, it is not sufficient to do justice to the broad purposes set out in the legislation.  

For example, whilst there appears to be a depth of experience in indigenous health, the expertise in women’s health, including misuse of over the counter painkillers is limited.  And, under the purposes of the Foundation, licit substance abuse can very well include over the counter painkillers.


Looking specifically at the area of alcohol misuse, the Australian Brewers’ Foundation (ABF) has a valuable expert panel of independent medical scientists with a wealth of experience in this field.  The ABF alcohol related medical research grant scheme was established in 1978.  Research grants are evaluated and awarded by the ABF’s Medical Research Advisory Committee (MRAC), an independent body of senior Australian medical scientists, and peer review of all applications is conducted via a large number of independent referees from within the medical and scientific research community.  The MRAC are totally independent of industry and funding decisions are made by the panel at arms length from the industry, under similar procedures to that of the NHMRC research grants. 


During the twenty-three years of the MRAC funding scheme over $4.5 million has been provided to Australian researchers.  This has often been in the form of seeding grants for new researchers or new areas and a number of those studies have gone on to much larger and significant projects, often then attracting NHMRC funding. 


The ABF’s MRAC panel members  have  greatly enhanced specific alcohol related medical research in Australia  and  offer a wealth of experience gained over 23 years of relevant alcohol related medical research in this important area. 

The current members of the ABF’s MRAC who evaluate applications for funding are: Professor Ross Kalucy AM, (MRAC Chairman & Senior Clinical Director, Division of Mental Health SA); Professor Richard Smallwood AO, (Commonwealth Chief Medical Officer, Commonwealth Department of Health & Aged Care); and Professor James McLeod AO, (Department of Medicine, University of Sydney).


The current areas of special interest for the ABF alcohol related medical research funding are: the biological basis of craving and appetite; genetics; aboriginal health; alcohol related health and disease states; and epidemiological research assessing the outcome of intervention studies.  In 2001, another $220,000 has been made available by the brewers to fund medical research grants.  A summary of MRAC grants over the last ten years is included at pages 17 – 23.


In addition, the ABF under the Chairman Professor Kwong Lee Dow AM, (Deputy Vice Chancellor, University of Melbourne); has provided significant funding for a number of key projects including $1.3 million direct funding for the research and development of Rethinking Drinking – You’re in Control, a major national alcohol education curriculum for secondary schools.   The curriculum was a major breakthrough in cooperation and partnership of the brewing industry with education systems around Australia and with the policy direction of the federal government.  


Following the national launch of Rethinking Drinking in 1996 by the Commonwealth Minister for Health Dr Michael Wooldridge, the curriculum has grown in popularity and is now used in around two thirds of all Australian secondary schools.  Rethinking Drinking – You’re in Control has also become the international benchmark with similar programs adapted from it in New Zealand and Canada and interest expressed in Europe and the USA. 


Other significant ABF funding includes support for work in outback indigenous communities, responsible server training programs such as No Worries and considerable administrative and advisory support for many other government and industry initiatives over many years. 

Recommendation: 

6.
That the Foundation for the next four years distributes funds only to projects and activities that meet its core objectives.


Apart from medical and other relevant research, the funding available through the Foundation also provides a unique opportunity to establish critical facilities and meaningful education programs, particularly targeted in those communities most at risk, which meet the objectives of the Foundation as set out in the Bill.   

It would also be a great pity if the Board diverted its attention from the focus of efficiently using this money for essential facilities and treatment, research and education programs.   Using the Foundation’s funds for administration and fundraising designed to extend the life of the Foundation beyond four years, would constitute a missed opportunity, and be contrary to the expressed opinion of beer drinkers.  


The size of the funds available for the Foundation provides a real opportunity to establish critical facilities, develop and implement much needed research, treatment and education programs to deliver to those communities most at risk.  This is funding that governments of the day will always find difficult to allocate from annual budgets.  


Funding should not be diverted from these initiatives and the Bill should be amended to prevent the Foundation from spending funds on administrative and marketing activities that seek to prolong or perpetuate its own existence.

4.
$5 Million Historic Hotels Initiative

The AAB submits that Australian beer drinker should be consulted on the proposed allocation of $5 million to the Historic Hotels Initiative. 

It cannot be claimed yet that there is support amongst beer drinkers for this initiative.

All we can say at this juncture is that the overwhelming majority of both beer drinkers and voters supported using the excess funds collected as purported excise “to help fund medical research and community programmes which address the problems of people who suffer either directly or indirectly as a result of alcohol misuse”. 

The Historic Hotels Initiative cannot be characterised in any way as a programme “to help fund medical research and community programmes which address the problems of people who suffer either directly or indirectly as a result of alcohol misuse”.  It is a building restoration or maintenance program for publicans, which cannot be linked to alcohol misuse.

If the allocation to Historic Hotels Initiative is to remain, then it is an imperative that Australian beer drinkers sanction it. Furthermore, club members throughout Australia and their representatives suffered just as much as publicans and were fully supportive and engaged in the beer excise campaign on behalf of beer drinkers.  

We note that hotels with gaming are specifically excluded from availing of this initiative.  We submit that Clubs which do not have gaming should also be eligible for consideration for such a programme and the proposal should be amended accordingly.  There are many historic community and sporting clubs, particularly in rural and regional Australia that would be just as deserving of this type of support as the funding to be made available.  Assuming, of course, that beer drinkers support such an initiative in the first place.

 Appendix One – Australian Associated Brewers

The Australian Associated Brewers Inc.

The Australian Associated Brewers Incorporated (AAB Inc) is the national industry association for the Australian brewing industry.

Aims and Objectives:

The AAB was established to promote, represent and advance the interests of the Australian brewing industry by:

· acting as a united voice on brewing industry issues, including health and social issues, marketing and advertising regulations, technical and product taxation issues.

· promoting responsible drinking behaviour in the community through targeted education programs.

· promoting community awareness of the Australian brewing industry as responsible corporate citizens who contribute to alcohol related medical research and education.

· providing a venue for brewers to discuss matters relevant to the future of the industry.

The members of the AAB Inc. are:

· Carlton & United Breweries Limited, incorporating:

Carlton & United Breweries (Abbotsford) Limited, (Vic)

Queensland Breweries Limited, (Qld)

Matilda Bay Brewing Company Limited, (WA)

Cascade Brewery Company Pty Limited, (Tas.)

· Carlton & United Breweries (NSW) Limited, (NSW)

· Lion Nathan Australia Pty Limited, incorporating:

Castlemaine Perkins Pty Limited, (Qld)

Tooheys Brewing Company Limited, (NSW)

The Swan Brewery Company Limited, (WA)

The South Australian Brewing Company Limited, (SA)

The Malt Shovel Brewing Company Limited, (NSW)

· Hahn Brewing Co Pty Ltd, (NSW)

· J Boag and Son Brewing Limited, (Tas)

· Coopers Brewery Limited, (SA)

Appendix Two – Australian Brewers' Foundation

The Australian brewing industry has demonstrated that it is keen to co-operate with governments, community and professional organisations to minimise the harm caused by alcohol misuse and maximise the benefits of responsible alcohol use in society.

The Australian Brewers’ Foundation (ABF) was established to provide funding from the members of The Australian Associated Brewers for alcohol related research and education.   Examples of the work of the AAB and the Foundation include: 

Medical and Epidemiological Research

The Australian Brewers’ Foundation (ABF) alcohol related medical research grant scheme was established in 1978.  Since that time, over $4.5 million has or is being provided to researchers through the scheme.  Research grants are evaluated and awarded by the ABF’s Medical Research Advisory Committee, an independent body of senior Australian medical scientists, and a large number of independent referees from within the medical and scientific research community.

The current areas of special interest for the ABF alcohol related medical research funding are: the biological basis of craving and appetite; genetics; aboriginal health; alcohol related health and disease states; and epidemiological research assessing the outcome of intervention studies.  In 2001, another $220,000 has been made available by the brewers to fund medical research grants.

School-Based Education

The University of Melbourne’s Youth Research Centre developed Rethinking Drinking - You’re in Control, a secondary school alcohol education curriculum, with $1.3 million direct funding from the Australian Brewers’ Foundation.  The Hon Dr Michael Wooldridge, Commonwealth Minister for Health & Family Services, praised Rethinking Drinking during his national launch of the curriculum, as “a perfect model for future co-operation between Government and industry in the field of drug and alcohol education”.

Rethinking Drinking is being used by over 2/3 of all secondary schools in every Australian State and Territory.  Over 200,000 students participate in the program each year.  Importantly, the professional development linked to the program has trained over 2,300 teachers in addition to police, youth workers and others in the field.

The Australian Brewers’ Foundation has also provided significant funding support for work in outback indigenous communities, responsible server training programs such as No Worries and considerable administrative and advisory support for many other government and industry initiatives over many years. 

Advertising Self-Regulation

The Australian Associated Brewers in conjunction with the Distilled Spirits Industry Council of Australia launched the Alcohol Advertising Pre-Vetting System (AAPS) in July 1992.  AAPS was developed with input from the Commonwealth Health Department and the Advertising Federation of Australia and was endorsed by the Media Council of Australia.  Its prime function is to ensure that beer and spirit advertising are responsible and in accordance with reasonable community expectations. 

The Alcohol Beverages Advertising Code (ABAC) and Complaints Management System has been developed with all key sectors of the alcohol beverage industry to ensure that high standards of alcohol beverage advertising are maintained and to provide an independent mechanism to consider complaints from the public about alcohol beverage advertising.

Responsible Service

The ABF, and the Distilled Spirits Industry Council of Australia (DSICA) have cooperated to develop a responsible server video training package - No Worries - designed to assist licensees and their staff to prevent alcohol abuse and misuse on their premises.

No Worries focuses on the early detection and prevention of potentially violent situations in licensed premises.  The training package addresses questions such as:

· What is the best technique to use when having to refuse service?
· What are the best ways to defuse an argument?
· How can you control an aggressive patron?
· How do you combine social responsibility with profitability?
International Alcohol and Health Research Database

The Medical Advisory Group of the Australian Associated Brewers regularly reviews and maintains a database of the latest international alcohol and health research.  This information is used to contribute to the development of policy and increase the general level of knowledge about alcohol and health issues in the Australian research community.

Low Alcohol Beer – The Australian Achievement

The Australian brewing industry has developed and promoted lower alcohol beers to a level not seen anywhere else in the world.   Low and mid strength alcohol beers have grown from less than 10% of beer consumption to over 26% of consumption, a unique achievement – not reflected anywhere in the world.  Federal and State Governments have supported this over previous years, with taxation incentives for low alcohol beer.

Participating With Governments 

Part of the industry’s commitment to work in partnership to reduce harm associated with alcohol misuse includes working with both national and state governments in public health policy development and other government consultation forums.  For example, the AAB is represented through the National Alcohol Beverages Industry Council (NABIC) on the National Expert Advisory Committee on Alcohol (NEACA) which advises the IGCD and in turn the MCDS and is an active participant in Liquor Industry Consultative Councils (LICCs) in key states.

The industry has also provided funding for activities linked to government education and awareness campaigns such as the Commonwealth Government’s Alcohol Go Easy campaign and promoting the standard drinks concept in the community.

AUSTRALIAN BREWERS' FOUNDATION 

ALCOHOL RELATED MEDICAL RESEARCH GRANT SCHEME FUNDING – 
THE LAST 10 YEARS 1992 - 2001

	Year
	Chief Investigator
	Institution 
	Project
	Project area
	Amount
	Period

	1992
	Prof J Mathews

Dr D Scrimgeour

Dr T Rowse


	Central Australian Alcohol Planning Unit (CAAPU)
	Evaluation of CAAPU's "Grog Action Plan" Preliminary Study


	Aboriginal/

Intervention
	$25,000 
	1 year

	
	Prof R Sanson-Fisher


	University of Newcastle
	Consensus workshop on the allocation of research funds in the drug and alcohol field
	Policy/

Socio-economic
	$32,000 
	1 year

	
	*(applicants with funding via Education Fund)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Ms M Brady*


	Australian Institute of Aboriginal Studies
	Alcohol use and controlled drinking among Aboriginal Australians. Third year funding

(This 1990 project, granted by the Medical Advisors from their research fund was taken over by ABF Education Fund at beginning of 2nd year)


	Aboriginal
	$163,519 
	Y1 - $51,000

Y2 - $55,337

Y3 - $57,182

	
	Professor R Sanson-Fisher*
	University of Newcastle
	A pilot programme to evaluate a community intervention to decrease alcohol consumption and increase health within the Aboriginal community. Third year funding

(This 1990 project, granted by the Medical Advisors from their research fund was taken over by ABF Education Fund at beginning of 2nd year)


	Aboriginal/

Intervention
	$203,044 
	Y1 - $53,337

Y2 - $67,593

Y3- $72,114

	
	Dr J Wyn*
	Youth Research Centre

Institute of Education

University of Melbourne


	Review of alcohol related current education programmes in school
	Socio-economic/

Policy/

Intervention
	$37,400 
	One year

	
	
	SBS*
	Joint NCADA/ABF sponsorship of TV programme SBS in the English at Work TV series entitled "Alcohol in the Workplace"


	Socio-economic/

/intervention
	$40,000 ABF

$40,000 NCADA
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1993
	International Society of Biomedical Research on Alcoholism (ISBRA)
	Travel grant - Young Scientists for 7th ISBRA Congress, Gold Coast, Queensland, 26 June - 1 July 1994


	Policy/Other
	$50,000 
	Y 1 - $16,000

Y 2 - $17,000

Y 3, $17,000

	
	Dr P Dodd

Prof WGE Cooksley

Prof BC Shanley

Dr ALG Tannenbert

Dr D Crawford


	John Wilson Memorial Laboratory, 

Royal Brisbane Hospital Foundation
	Molecular Genetics and Neuronal Susceptibility
	Genetics/CNS
	$25,000 
	1 year

	
	Dr J Greeley

Dr C Ryan

Dr A J Nimmo

Dr Yong Mong Tan 
	National Drug and Alcohol Research Centre, UNSW and Dept of Psychology and Sociology, 

James Cook University of North Queensland
	The psychological, physiological and biochemical correlates of craving for alcohol: A behavioural approach to alcohol dependence.
	Behavioural Science
	$30,000 
	1 year

	
	Dr G Halliday

Dr J Kril

Prof C Harper
	Dept of Pathology, 

The University of Sydney
	Neuropathological lesions in the brainstem of alcoholics
	CNS
	$25,000 
	1 year

	
	Prof RS Holmes

Assoc Prof I R Beacham
	Faculty of Science & Technology, 

Griffith University
	Genetics of alcoholism - a study of the molecular genetics of gastric alcohol dehydrogenase
	Genetics
	$40,000 
	1 year

	
	Dr D Scrimgeour

Dr T Rowse
	Menzies School of Health Research
	Continuation of 1992 project *CAAPU's Grog Action Plan"

· (CAAAPU - Central Australia Aboriginal Alcohol Planning Unit)


	Aboriginal/

Intervention
	$24,000 
	1 year

	
	Dr I B Puddey

Dr S Dimmitt

Prof L J Beilin

Prof R Vandongen
	Department of Medicine, 

Royal Perth Hospital, 

University of Western Australia


	Lipoprotein and blood pressure effects of different patterns of alcohol intake
	Hypertension/Cardiovascular
	$40,000 
	1 year

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1994
	Dr David Hill

Ms Penelope Schofield

Dr Colin Robertson 

Dr Marienne Hibbert
	Centre for Adolescent Health William Buckland House


	Up-take of health-related behaviours during the transition from adolescence to adulthood
	Behavioural Science
	$33,000
	6 months

	
	Emeritus Professor Derek A Denton & Dr Richard Weisinger
	Howard Florey Institute of Experimental Physiology and Medicine

University of Melbourne

Melbourne, VIC


	Interactions of alcohol and neuropeptides in the genesis and satiation of ingestive behaviours
	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$42,318
	One year

	
	Professor Geoffrey A Donnan
	Austin & Heidelberg Hospital

Neurology Department

Heidelberg VIC


	Alcohol as a risk factor for subtypes of stroke
	CNS
	$43,000
	One year

	
	Dr Alex Wodak, Associate Professor Robyn Richmond  Professor Nick Heather


	Drug and Alcohol

St Vincent's Hospital

Darlinghurst, NSW

NDARC - University of NSW


	The development and evaluation of a brief intervention package to reduce alcohol consumption in the workplace
	Intervention/

Behavioural Science
	$30,035
	One year

	
	Dr Robyn McDermott 

Dr Tim Rowse
	Menzies School of Health Research

Casuarina NT


	Evaluation of CAAAPU's "Grog Action Plan"
	Aboriginal
	$19,048
	One year

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1995
	Emeritus Professor Derek A Denton & Dr Richard Weisinger
	Howard Florey Institute of Experimental Physiology and Medicine

University of Melbourne

Melbourne VIC


	Effects of long term exposure to alcohol
	CNS/Craving
	$41,000
	One year

	
	Professor Geoffrey A Donnan

Dr John J McNeil
	Austin & Heidelberg Hospital

Neurology Department

Heidelberg VIC


	Alcohol as a risk factor for subtypes of stroke
	CNS
	$40,000
	One year

	
	Dr Graham G Giles 

Mr Paul D Ireland
	Anti-cancer Council of Victoria

Melbourne, VIC
	The Melbourne Collaborative Cohort Study, Alcoholic Beverage Audit
	Socio-economic/

Epidemiology
	$33,608
	One year

	
	Dr Glenda M Halliday1
Dr Jillian J Kril2


	University of NSW, NSW1
University of Sydney, NSW2
	Are there neuropathological changes in brain regions responsible for regulating fluid intake in alcoholics?
	CNS
	$37,449
	One year

	
	Dr A J Lawrence 

Professor Bevyn Jarrott
	Dept of Pharmacology

Monash University

Melbourne VIC


	Central neurochemical effects of acute and chronic ethanol consumption
	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$35,528
	One year

	
	Dr Alex Wodak1
Associate Professor Robyn Richmond2  
	Drug and Alcohol Service,

St Vincent's Hospital, Darlinghusrt NSW1
2NDARC -University of, NSW2


	Workscreen: The development and evaluation of a brief intervention package to reduce alcohol consumption in the workplace
	Behavioural Science/

Intervention
	$33,608
	One year

	
	Dr John B Whitfield1 

Professor Nick G Martin2
	University of Sydney, NSW1
Queensland Institute of Medical Research, QLD2


	Dopamine D2 receptor variation: tests for linkage with alcohol dependence and the response to alcohol


	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$28,807
	One year

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1996
	Dr Jon Currie
	Dept of Drug and Alcohol Services

Westmead Hospital

Sydney NSW


	Early detection of subclinical alcohol

-related brain damage
	CNS
	$38,406
	One year

	
	Dr Timothy HJ Florin

Dr David M Cowley
	Dept of Medicine, 

University of Queensland

Brisbane QLD


	Thiamine catabolism in healthy humans and patients with alcohol related disease
	Metabolism/

Liver
	$38,845
	On year

	
	Prof Clive Harper
	Dept of Pathology

University of Sydney, NSW
	Has the prevalence of Wernicke's encephalopathy changed since thiamine was added to flour?


	CNS
	$38,845
	One year

	
	Dr Bruce Lawford

Dr Ross Young 

Professor Ernest Noble


	Dept of Alcohol & Drug Services,

Royal Brisbane Hospital


	Bromocriptine in the treatment of 

alcoholics with the D2 dopamine 

receptor A1 allele
	CNS/Behavioural Science/

Intervention
	$34,845
	One year

	
	Professor Nick Martin

Dr Michael P Dunne
	Queensland Institute of Medical Research,

Brisbane


	Drinking habits and social success
	Behavioural Science
	$38,653
	One year

	
	Dr Peter Schofield
	Garvan Institute of Medical 

Research

Sydney, NSW
	The molecular basis of alcohol craving

and dependence: Investigation of GABAA receptor involvement in animal models of alcohol sensitivity and dependence


	CNS/Behavioural Science
	$37,845
	One year

	
	Professor Roger Butterworth


	Director

Neuroscience Research Unit of the Hospital 

Saint-Luc and 

University of Montreal, Canada
	ABF International Travelling Fellowship
	Other
	$5,000
	One year

	
	Mr Michael Cowen**(Post-graduate

Scholarship)
	Dept of Pharmacology

Monash University

Melbourne VIC
	Opioid peptide and opioid receptor 

reinforcing effects of alcohol in the 

accumbens
	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$21,561

(for 1996)
	Two years

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1997
	Associate Professor Robert Batey
	Gastroenterology Dept, 

John Hunter Hospital, NSW


	The role of the immune system in modulating alcohol-related liver toxicity
	Liver
	$39,000
	One year

	
	Professor LG Howes
	Clinical Pharmacology Dept, 

St George Hospital, 

NSW


	The relationship between alcohol consumption, 24 hour ambulatory blood pressure recordings and left ventricular mass
	Hypertension/

Cardiovascular
	$37,000
	One year

	
	Dr Jillian Kril1 

Dr Glenda Halliday2
	Dept of Pathology, University of Sydney NSW1
 Prince of Wales Medical Research Institute,  NSW2

	Is the cerebral cortex damaged in 

alcoholics?
	CNS
	$37,000
	One year

	
	Dr Andrew J Lawrence 

Professor Bevyn Jarrott


	Dept of Pharmacology, 

Monash University,  VIC


	The effects of alcohol on GABAA receptors in the rat mesolimbic system
	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$37,000
	One year

	
	Associate Professor Peter Schofield
	Garvan Institute of Medical Research, Sydney, NSW
	The molecular basis of alcohol’s actions on glycine and GABAA receptors
	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$37,000
	One year (second year of funding)



	
	Associate Professor Leon Simons
	Lipid Dept, St Vincent’s Hospital, Sydney
	Further analysis of alcohol-related data from the Dubbo Study of the Elderly
	Epidemiology
	$2,000
	One year 



	
	Associate Professor Peter Wilce1

Dr Peter Dodd2
	Dept of Biochemistry, University of Queensland, St Lucia, QLD1
2Clinical Research Laboratory, Royal Brisbane Hospital Research Foundation, QLD2

	Characterisation of cDNA differentially expressed in the human alcoholic brain
	CNS
	$32,000
	One  year

	
	Mr Michael Cowen
	Dept of Pharmacology, 

Monash University,

Melbourne, VIC


	Opioid peptide and opioid receptor 

involvement in the reinforcing effects of alcohol in the nucleus accumbens
	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$22,000 (for 1997)
	Second and final year of funding



	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1998
	Dr Kevin D Croft, Associate Professor Ian B Puddey and Professor Lawrie J Beilin


	Dept of Medicine, 

University of Western Australia, 

Perth WA


	The effect of alcohol on cytochrome P450 arachidonic acid metabolism and blood pressure and its modulation by beverage polyphenolics
	Hypertension
	$33,400
	One year

	
	Dr Andrew J Lawrence 

Professor Bevyn Jarrott
	Dept of Pharmacology, 

Monash University,

Melbourne, VIC


	Development of novel radioligands to study opioid receptors in the mesolimbic system of alcohol-preferring rats
	CNS/

Neuropharmacology
	$33,400
	One year

	
	Dr Iain S McGregor
	Dept of Psychology, 

University of Sydney, NSW
	The psychopharmacology and neural bases for beer craving
	CNS/Behavioural Science
	$28,400
	One year

	
	Associate Professor Peter Wilce1  Dr Peter Dodd2
	Dept of Biochemistry, University of Queensland, St Lucia, QLD1
2Clinical Research Laboratory, Royal Brisbane Hospital Research Foundation, QLD2

	Further characterisation of cDNA differentially expressed in the human alcoholic brain
	CNS
	$28,400
	One year (second year of funding)

	
	Associate Professor JS Wilson, Associate Professor RC Pirola, 

Dr MV Apte 

Dr PS Haber
	Dept of Gastroenterology,

Prince of Wales Hospital, 

NSW
	Pathogenesis of alcoholic pancreatic fibrosis
	Other
	$33,400
	One year

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1999
	Prof GA Broe

Dr OF Dent

Dr DA Grayson


	Centre for Education and Research on Ageing (CERA)
	Alcohol consumption in the elderly
	Behavioural Science / Aged
	$25,000
	One year

	
	Dr J PF Chin-Dusting

Prof G Jennings

A/Prof F Dudley


	Baker Medical Research Institute & Alfred Hospital
	Antibiotics in the prevention of impaired circulation in patients with alcohol-induced liver cirrhosis - a novel approach
	Liver
	$20,000
	One year

	
	Dr A J Lawrence 

Prof B Jarrott

Prof P Beart


	Monash University Dept of Pharmacology
	Novel Pharmacological approaches to treat anxiety induced alcohol consumption in rats
	CNS / Neuropharmacology
	$25,000
	One year

	
	Dr I McGregor 


	University of Sydney Dept of Psychology
	Further experiments on beer consumption and beer craving in rats
	CNS / Behavioural Science
	$25,000
	One year

	
	Dr S S Tan


	Howard Florey Institute for Experimental Physiology & Medicine The University of Melbourne
	Effects of alcohol exposure to the embryonic brain
	CNS
	$30,000
	One year

	
	Dr Peter Wilce 

Dr Peter R Dodd


	University of Queensland Dept of Biochemistry
	Oxidative stress in human alcoholic brain
	CNS
	$25,000
	One year

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2000
	Dr Peter Wilce 

Dr Peter R Dodd

Dr Vincent Jaquet
	The University of Queensland  Biochemistry Department
	The biological and molecular characterisation of a novel gene induced in the prefrontal cortex of the human alcoholic
	
	$29,000
	One year

	
	Dr M V Apte 

Associate Professor J  S Wilson

Associate Professor R C Pirola


	University of New South Wales
	Stellate Cells and Alcoholic Pancreatic Fibrosis
	
	$29,000
	Extended 1 year due to delays

	
	Professor William W Blessing

Dr Eugene Nalivaiko


	The Flinders University of South Australia
	Alcohol, the brain, temperature regulation and skin blood flow
	
	$24,000
	One year

	
	Professor Clive Harper


	The University of Sydney
	A human tissue resource centre - a facility for research groups  interested in the study of alcohol-related brain damage
	
	$13,000
	One year

	
	Dr Ann Roche 

Dr Adele Green

Professor Lorraine Dennerstein


	The Queensland Institute of Medical Research
	Alcohol, Health and wellbeing of mid-aged women
	
	$34,000
	One year

	
	Dr Bryan Rodgers

Ms Ailsa Korten

Professor Anthony Jorm


	The Australian National University
	Depression and anxiety associated with non-drinking, moderate drinking and hazardous/harmful drinking
	
	$20,000
	One year

	
	Ms Maggie Brady

Dr Graham Henderson

Mr Joe Byrne


	AIATSIS
	Monitoring the long term social and environmental effects of changes in alcohol availability in an Aboriginal community; an eight year follow up study
	
	$27,000
	One year

	
	Dr Karen E Willet

Professor Peter D Sly


	Telethon Institute for Child Health Research
	Prenatal ethanol exposure impact on structure and function of the developing lung
	
	$24,000
	One year

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2001
	Dr Peter d'Abbs

Ms Samantha Togni
	Menzies School of Health Research
	The Northern Territory Living with Alcohol Program 1991 - 2000:  A Policy Analysis
	
	$37,200
	One year

	
	Associate Professor Peter Angus

Associate Professor Richard Gilbert


	Austin Hospital Medical Research Foundation
	The role of vasoactive hormones in the pathogenesis of cirrhosis
	
	$35,000
	One year

	
	Dr Andrew Lawrence
	Monash University Department of Pharmacology
	St John's Wort, Ethanol Consumption and 5-HT 2A Receptors
	
	$32,000
	One year

	
	Professor Nicholas Talley


	University of Sydney Department of Medicine
	Relationship between Chronic Alcohol Intake and H.pylori Infection in the pathogenesis of gastric mucosal damage:  Accomplices or Rivals?
	
	$20,000
	One year

	
	Dr Paul Haber

Dr Mark Gorrell
	Royal Prince Alfred Hospital   A W Morrow Gastroenterology and Liver Centre
	Microarray analysis of intrahepatic gene expression in human alcoholic liver disease
	
	$40,668
	One year

	
	Professor Ernest Hunter


	University of Queensland   Department of Social & Preventive Medicine
	Evaluation of population level research as a health intervention:  follow up twelve years after a survey of alcohol, health and lifestyle of Aboriginal residents of the Kimberley
	
	$35,000
	One year
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