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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
FOR THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 
MR BRENDAN SMYTH MLA (CHAIR), MR JAYSON HINDER MLA (DEPUTY CHAIR), Ms Joy BURCH MLA, MR STEVE DOSZPOT MLA 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth on 21 June 2016: Mr Knox took on notice the following question(s): 

Ref: Hansard Transcript 21 June 2016, page 284 to 285 

In relation to: The Murrumbidgee River to Googong Dam pipeline. 

THE CHAIR: The pipeline was completed when? 

Mr Knox: I would have to take that on notice. I have not got the exact date, but obviously it was a 

few years ago. 

THE CHAIR: How many times since then have we actually pumped water out of the Murrumbidgee 

into Googong? 

Ms Lewry: Yes, we do pump three times a year. 

Mr Corbell: The answer to the Member's question(s) is as follows:-

I am advised by Icon Water that the Murrumbidgee to Googong (M2G) pipeline was handed over to 
ACTEW Corporation (now Icon Water Limited) on 28 September 2012 by the Bulk Water Alliance 
and water has been pumped out of the Murrumbidgee Riverto the Googong Dam 12 times since 
that date. 

Approved f<::on o the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 

Signature: .---> . Date: June 2016 

~~I~~· 
By the Acting Treasurer, M Simon Corbell MLA 



*Estimates - QTON No. E16-42 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
FOR THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 
MR BRENDAN SMYTH MLA (CHAIR), MR JAYSON HINDER MLA (DEPUTY CHAIR), Ms Joy BURCH MLA, MR STEVE DoSZPOi;.M_L.t 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 
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11.,.,~ 
Asked by Steve Doszpot on 21 June 2016: Gary Davis took on notice the following questions: b,_ · 

Ref: Hansard Transcript 21 June 2016, Page 262 to 266 

In relation to: Clarification of the roles of the CIO, digital governance and Directors-General. 

MR DOSZPOT: That clears it up a little bit. So we have got CIO, digital governance-

Mr Davis: Brains trust. 

MR DOSZPOT: and D-Gs. 

THE CHAIR: He already took that on notice. 

Mr Corbell: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

Directors-General are members of the Strategic Board and this body is responsible for setting the 

Territory's ICT direction. 

The role of the Chief Digital Officer (CDO) is to consolidate the ICT strategic directions of 

Directorates and to encourage and support the involvement of ACT businesses in the 

implementation and evolution of the Territory's ICT requirements. The ACT Digital Strategy is the 

guiding reference for digital governance and the COO participates on the Strategic Board to 

constructively assist Directors-General. 

The Executive Director Shared Services ICT is equivalent to a Chief Information Officer (CIO). 
However, as this position is responsible for the delivery of ICT across all of ACT Government and not 
just for a single Directorate, the role requires the incumbent to provide both strategic and 
operational advice and guidance. 

Each Directorate has a CIO who is responsible for the provision of ICT services. All Directorate CIO's 
meet monthly at the ICT Collaboration Forum. 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, pp. 286-287] 

In relation to: Total Cost for Total Directorate CMTEDD Output Classes. 

3 0 JUN 2016 

THE CHAIR: Chief Minister, on total directorate-page 15, table 5, Chief Minister, Treasury 

and Economic Development-the estimated outcome for 2015-16 is $754 million; in 2016-

17, it is $972 million. Could we have an ins and outs on what makes up all those changes? 

[ ... ] 

Mr Ogden: Mr Ogden: It may be best that I take this on notice given the number of outputs 

and the movements within each of the outputs, if you do not mind. That would be the best 

way of doing it. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

The increase of $219 million is mainly due to: 

• expenses associated with the planned sale of remediated land under the Asbestos 
Insulation Eradication Scheme ($227 million), which includes: 

o the cost of the remediated land sold; and 

o direct costs of sale (eg., legal fees). 

• new initiatives ($47 million); and 

• the impact of rollovers into 2016-17 ($28 million). 

Page 1of2 



This is partially offset by: · 

• the impact of the transfer out of the Magistrates Court to the Justice and Community Safety 
Directorate (JACSD) ($28 million); and 

• a re-profiling of Loose-fill Asbestos Insulation Eradication Scheme expenditure from 
2014-15 to 2015-16 ($55 million). 

,,,,..--------~ 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Hanson MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question: ~ C EI V ~ 

~ () 
[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 290] 

1 4 JUL 2016 
In relation to: Mr Fluffy Board of Inquiry. ~ ;.... 

~~ACT LA c~ 
l))-E E s\J~~ 

MR HANSON: Have you, in your correspondence with either the Prime Minister or with t 

Premier of New South Wales, asked if they would cooperate with an ACT board of inquiry? 

Mr Barr: Yes, that is correct. 

[ ... ] 
MR HANSON: Are you happy to table all the correspondence between yourself and the-

Mr Barr: Yes, absolutely. I may have already done that in the Assembly, but I am happy to 

provide that correspondence, and the Prime Minister's reply. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

I raised the issue of an inquiry into Mr Fluffy at meetings with the: 
Prime Minister, the Hon. Malcolm Turnbull MP on 24 November 2015; and 
Premier of NSW, the Hon. Mike Baird MP on 12 November 2015. 

In both meetings I noted the necessity of Commonwealth cooperation and support for any inquiry 
to be worthwhile. We also discussed the importance of NSW participation given the cross-border 
impact of Mr Fluffy and the existence of the NSW loose-fill asbestos insulation program, for which 
the ACT is providing advice and assistance. I also made clear the ACT Government's immediate 
focus on supporting residents impacted by loose-fill asbestos contaminated homes as our top 
priority. No support for an inquiry was offered by the Prime Minister or the Premier. I followed up 
both meetings with letters outlining the discussion. 



In line with standard protocol for such correspondence, I am consulting with the Prime Minister 
and NSW Premier before making public the correspondence. I will table the correspondence 
subject to the outcomes of this consultation. 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Hanson MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Proof Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 291] 

In relation to: Commonwealth liability with respect to Mr Fluffy. 

MR HANSON: I have a further on this question. With regard to any liability or damages, 

have you been seeking any further legal advice in regard to whether there is any case 

against the commonwealth? 

Mr Barr: Against the commonwealth? 

MR HANSON: Yes. 

1 3 JUL 201S 

Mr Barr: They extinguished upon self-government, it was my understanding. I will check 

that to see if there is any further advice [ ... ] 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

The role of the Commonwealth in the installation of loose asbestos fibre in homes in the ACT and 
the subsequent removal program has been considered in assessing the Territory's response to the 
issue of asbestos contamination, and the content and design of the asbestos response program. 
The Territory has taken legal advice from the ACT Government Solicitor on a broad range of issues 
over several years associated with its response, and does not propose to particularise the matters 
upon which advice has been provided in order to preserve legal professional privilege and not 
compromise the interests of the Territory. 

Approved for circulation to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 

Signature: ~6.-
By the Chief Minister, Andrew Barr MLA 



*Estimates - QTON No. E16-46 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
FOR THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2.016-17 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

3 O JUN 2016 

Asked by Mr Smyth on 21June2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 304] 

In relation to: deaths on ACT work sites 

THE CHAIR: With regard to the MOU, were most of the deaths that happened on ACT 

worksites with organisations that had union EBAs? 

Mr Barr: I would have to check that. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

Commercial arrangements such as EBAs are not requested or recorded by Access Canberra as there 

is no legislative basis for requiring this information. 
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DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

• 5 JUL 2016 

t: 
ACT LA ~O 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ............. $~~ 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 309] 

In relation to: Funding for Output 1.3 coordinated communications and community engagement 

THE CHAIR: Chief Minister, output class 1.3, coordinated communications and community 

engagement, seems to have had a significant boost from $3.3 million to $5.5 million for the 

coming financial year. This is on page 17 of BP B. What is the reason for the almost two­

third increase? 

Mr Rutledge: [ ... ] It is largely internal transfers with the establishment of CMTEDD as the 

larger organisation-staff. We are doing communications work. Both Shared Services and 

Access Canberra have been moved into this output class. There is no new money, is the 

short answer. 

THE CHAIR: So it is money from other areas that has now been consolidated. 

Mr Rutledge: Yes, from other areas into this output class. 

THE CHAIR: Could we have a reconciliation as to where it has come from? 

Mr Rutledge: Yes, sure. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

The increase is mainly due to the reallocation of existing funding from all directorates for whole of 
government communications activities. The transfer of funding is as follows: 



2016-17 

$000 

Chief Minister, Treasury and Economic 1,254 

Development Directorate 

Health Directorate 148 

Justice and Community Safety Directorate 106 

Environment and Planning Directorate 121 

Education Directorate 42 

Community Services Directorate 104 

Transport Canberra and City Services 225 

Directorate 

The increase also includes $0.256m for an adjustment relating to superannuation round robin and a 
change in notional allocation of corporate overhead within the Directorate. 
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 
MR BRENDAN SMYTH MLA (CHAIR), MR JAYSON HINDER MLA (DEPUTY CHAIR), Ms Joy BURCH MLA, MR STEVE DOSZPOT MLA 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 310] 

In relation to: Coordinated communications and community engagement expenditure on 
· promoting Capital Metro. 

3 0 JUN 2016 

THE CHAIR: How much of this $5.5 million will be spent on promoting Capital Metro? 

Ms Perkins: In terms of the whole-of-government communication spend; we promote 

initiatives from across the government; so I would not be able to provide you with specific 

breakdown on individual initiatives. 

THE CHAIR: Why not? 

Ms Perkins: There are many initiatives that we promote in the whole-of-government tools. 

THE CHAIR: Will you take on notice and find out for the committee how much of this $5.5 

million will be spent on promoting capital metro? 

Ms Perkins: Sure, we will take that on notice. 

THE CHAIR: Thank you. 

Mr Nicol: Chair, we might-we will-identify specific spends on the capital metro alone. 

But the difficulty we will have is when; for example, we might do a brochure on events 

happening in a particular region and capital metro is mentioned. It is very hard to break 

down the costs of that. 

THE CHAIR: Capital Metro specific would be fine. 



CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

There will be no specific spend on Capital Metro from within the $5.5 million Communications 
budget in CMTEDD for 2016-17. 

Approved for circulation o the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
FOR THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 310] 

In relation to: Coordinated communications and community engagement expenditure on 
promoting Capital Metro 

3 0 JUN 2016 

THE CHAIR: [ ... ]Also, how much in the current financial year has been spent on promoting 

capital metro? 

Mr Nicol: I would have to take that on notice. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

There has been no specific spend on Capital Metro from the 2015-16 Communications budget in 
Chief Minister, Treasury and Economic Development Directorate. 

Approved ~tion to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 
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3 0 JUN 2016 ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

ACT LA ~C")tf 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.,._,.-. -EES~~ 

Asked by Mr Coe MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following question(s : 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, pp. 321-322] 

In relation to: Whole of Government Communications - the ACT Government brochure on the 
2016-17 Budget. 

Mr Barr: The material is disseminated widely. You can print it off the internet. They are on 
websites. You can- [ ... ] I will check as to the availability of that material, but it is available 
online. There are 180,000 newsletters circulated around the city[ ... ] The information is 
publicly available. [ ... ]They are available at many locations. I can take on notice where they 
are available [ ... ] 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member1s question is as follows:-

The 2016-17 ACT Budget brochure was distributed as follows: 

• to 179,545 households; 
• 500 copies of each regional brochure to the Chief Minister's office for Ministers; 
• 60 copies of each brochure at the Budget Media lock-up; 

• 120 copies of each brochure to the Budget Community lock-up; 
• 150 copies of each brochure to the Canberra Business Chamber Breakfast; 

• 50 copies of each brochure to the ACT Council of Social Services (ACTCOSS) forum; 
• approximately 60 copies remaining are kept in CMTEDD Communications team storage, 

and; 

• they are available in HTML and for PDF download on the treasury.act.gov.au/budget 
website. 

Approved ~lllati n to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 --~ . 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 322] 

In relation to: Whole of Government Communications - the ACT Government brochure on the 
2016-17 Budget. 

~ 5 JUL 2016 

THE CHAIR: The other question is: do they need an authorisation? You might take that on 
notice as well, if they are being handed out as political material. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

The ACT Budget 2016-17 Brochure was produced by the Chief Minister, Treasury and Economic 
Development Directorate in accordance with the Electoral Act 1992 and the Government Agencies 
(Campaign Advertising) Act 2009. 

There is no requirement under section 294 of the Electoral Act that the name and suburb of the 
authoriser be included in materials produced by a Government Agency. As specified by the Act, the 
publication included the name of the agency, the City of Canberra arms, and the words "ACT 
Government". 

Approved for circulation to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following question(s}: 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 323] 

In relation to: The total cost for Output Class 3.1 Access Canberra 

THE CHAIR: [ ... ] Chief Minister, the total cost for output class 3.1 does not seem to have 

varied a great deal. It certainly does not look like it has even gone up by CPI. Is there any 

reason for that? 

Mr Peffer: There are a number of movements back and forth which have delivered that 

increase in the payments. I will run through them quickly. There is an increase of $732,000 

in total costs. This is mainly due to the transfer of staff and associated costs from the 

Gambling and Racing Commission to Access Canberra. This transfer follows an agreement 

entered into between the Commission and Access Canberra on the provision of services for 

the administration of gaming laws, including control, supervision, and regulation of gaming 

and racing in the ACT. Offsetting that is a combination of general savings and transfers 

which were discussed before into the CMTEDD communications unit. 

THE CHAIR: Can you give us a written reconciliation of those movements? 
~CE!v 
~ ~<> 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-
1 3 JUL 2016 

Please find attached a table showing the reconciliation of funding for Access Canberra. 
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I ATTACHMENT A .. nl . . . =1 
2016-17 budget 

.8.~~~t,it.~~!~t.11,l~ll!~.. .. .. ····· ····'····•····· ··················· ············· .... '!~!~.~.!11:!!11!~ 
10.01 ACT Traffic Camera Office Adj Syst Replcmt & Consolid of Traff 

10.01 Adj to GRC Transfer to CMTEDD - on pass GRC savings 

10.01 EOT - transfer from Controlled to Territorial 

10.01 Intelligent Regulator 

10.01 Mobile Camera Expansion Initiative 

10.01 Relocation of the motor vehicle inspection station 

10.01 Rollover - Alcohol Interlocks 

10.01 rollover- Single Business Licensing Initiative 

10.01 rollover-Healthier Lifestyle Initiative 

10.01 Savings-iconnect 

10.01 Staff Transfer GRC to CMTEDD (Access Canberra) 

10.01 Transfer of alcohol interlocks and taxi review from CMTEDD to 

10.01 WPI Adjustment - Access Canberra fees & Charges 

__ , •• ~ess other adj_ustments.,..,..,~~~~--~----~--· 
Gl'ClndTota1 

Reconciliation 
2015-16 Estimated outcome 

Add 2016-17 budget adjustments 
2016-17 Budget 

524 

-22 

-2,100 

0 
463 

400 

100 

180 

70 

-3,020 

4,678 

-209 

-96 

-236 

732 

000 
89,687 

732 

90,419 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

3 0 JUN 2016 

/..., 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.-....A~C'-"-T LA ~OQ;;­
'/.,..,.ff E S \) (( 

Asked by Mr Wall MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 327] 

In relation to: stockpiling rubbish for processing on block 66, section 22 Hume 

MR WALL: Just to clarify, is it that they are not allowed to store more than 10,000 tonnes 

on the site at one time or is there an annual restriction on how much they are allowed to 

bring in? 

Mr Jones: I would need to confirm whether it is an annual turnover. My understanding is 
that it is on site at the time, but I can confirm that. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

In accordance with the Environment Protection Act 1997 the operation of a processing facility 
designed to produce less than 10,000 tonnes of processed materials per year, does not require 
environmental authorisation. 

-6 l 
imon Corbell MLA 

Date: 



*Estimates - QTON No. E16-54 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
FOR THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 
MR BRENDAN SMYTH MLA (CHAIR), MR JAYSON HINDER MLA (DEPUTY CHAIR), Ms JOY BURCH MLA, MR STEVE ~~Mi.A 

~CElv~ 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, pp. 340-341] 

In relation to: Access Canberra inspections 

<(- 0 

3 0 JUN 2013 

THE CHAIR: Of the 52 teams, how many teams are charged with undertaking inspections of 

any kind? 

Mr Peffer: I would have to take that on notice. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

There are 21 teams across Access Canberra which undertake inspections. 

Approved fo~reatation o the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 341] 

In relation to: Access Canberra inspections. 

3 0 JUN 2016 

THE CHAIR: With the 95,000 inspections, you can break that down into the teams that 

undertake inspections? 

Mr Peffer: We can do that, yes. 

MS BURCH: Can I just ask you to add the compliance, if it is possible without too much 

work: what goes to that, what you inspect out of that, how many are compliant, how many 

are not compliant-in those categories if it is doable. 

Mr Peffer: We can have a look at that. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

The teams within Access Canberra that undertake inspections are: 
Construction, Environment and Workplace Protection (CEWP); and 
Community, Business and Transport Regulation (CBTR). 

Please find attached the compliance information requested. 

Approved ~latio to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

ATTACHMENT A 

Total Inspections 
Access Canberra Teams Jul 15 - Apr 16 Compliant Compliance% 

Electrical Inspections (CEWP) 15,193 14,715 97% 
Electrical Inspections Solar Photovoltaic Arrays (CEWP) 765 690 90% 
Plumbing Inspections (CEWP) 898 867 97% 
Gas Inspections (CEWP) 1,846 1,684 91% 

Drainage Inspections (CEWP) 3,172 3,038 96% 
Worksafe inspections (CEWP) - initial visits only* 1,357 995 73% 

Total Random Vehicle Inspections (CBTR) 41,418 40,361 97% 
Site Inspections (CBTR) 112 37 33% 
Heavy Vehicles (CBTR) 111 101 91% 
Audit of Authorised Examiners (CBTR) 155 51 33% 
Audit of Accredited Driver Instructors (CBTR) 241 170 71% 
Fair trading (CBTR) 1,229 992 81% 
WWVP Individual Registrations Checked In Person (CBTR) 516 500 97% 

WWVP Individual Registrations Checked via Desktop (CBTR) 16,529 16,147 98% 

*the compliance is determined on the initial inspection 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 341] 

In relation to: Breakdown of Access Canberra customer interactions (Accountability Indicator 
Output 3.1.a}. 

THE CHAIR: On page 33, the accountability indicators, in terms of effective service delivery, 

the number of interactions is 14 million. Is it possible to break that down into those seeking 

information as opposed to those making complaints? 

Mr Peffer: We would have to see if we can do that. The reason I say that is that with 

someone's customer journey, they might perform multiple things on that journey and not 

just hit the complaints page and hit a complaint. But I am happy to take that on notice and 

have a look at that. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

Access Canberra is unable to separate interactions with customers to identify those seeking 
information and those making complaints. 

Approved for circulation to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 
MR BRENDAN SMYTH MLA (CHAIR), MR JAYSON HINDER MLA (DEPUTY CHAIR), Ms Joy BURCH MLA, MR STEVE DOSZPOT MLA 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, pp. 341-342) 

In relation to: Breakdown of Output Class 3.1 Access Canberra Total Cost by division 

THE CHAIR: [ ... ]But in terms of what we are spending the money on, is it possible to get a 

breakdown against the 52 teams of the explanation of the budget-who gets what share of 

the 90 million? 

Mr Peffer: What we could do is break it into divisions. We have the construction, 

environment and workplace protection division; the community, business and transport 

regulation division; customer coordination; and then our project and governance division. 

Would that be useful? 

THE CHAIR: Yes, that is fine. There are 52 teams, but how many divisions? 

Mr Peffer: Four. ~CElv~ 
q- <) 

THE CHAIR: Four. So you can break it down by division? 3 0 JUN 2018 

Mr Peffer: Yes. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

Please find attached a table showing the budget allocation for 2016-2017 by division across Access 
Canberra. 

Date: 

By the A/g Chief Minister, Simon Corbell MLA 



Attachment A 

Divisions Budget allocation 2016-17 

Projects, Governance and Support 21,941,398 

Construction, Environment and Workplace protection 17,911,779 

Customer coordination services 19,134,765 

Community, business and transport regulation 31,431,058 
TOTAL 90,419,000 
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ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 
DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

ACT LA C'.>~/ 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~'L.R-"l><;;;;,.,...,,r\~~I 

Asked by Mr Smyth MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, p. 342] 

In relation to: Accountability indicator 3.1.c, "Doing business in the ACT is easier.11 

THE CHAIR: Accountability indicator c says "Doing business in the ACT is easier11
• Easier than 

what, I guess, is the question. I appreciate that previously you had to go to several 

locations, perhaps, for an event, but how do you define "Doing business in the ACT is 

easier''? 

Mr Peffer: With this particular indicator we take our data from an independent survey that 

is undertaken annually in March each year. We use an independent firm. They call around 

600 households and around 300 businesses and have a discussion with them about their 

engagement with Access Canberra. That particular indicator has moved quite significantly 

this financial year, from 81 per cent previously to 95 per cent this year. That is an 

independent survey that provides that particular output. 

THE CHAIR: Is it possible to get the copy of the latest survey? 

Mr Peffer: Yes, no problem; we can do that. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

A copy of the customer satisfaction research and survey for 2016 is attached. 

Approved for circulation to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 
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The information contained herein is believed to be reliable and accurate. 

However, no guarantee is given as to its accuracy and reliability, and no 

responsibility or liability for any information, opinions or commentary contained 

herein, or for any consequences of its use, will be accepted by Micromex 

Research, or by any person involved in the preparation of this report. 
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Background and Methodology 
 
On 16 December 2014, the new ACT Chief Minister announced the establishment of a new agency, 

Access Canberra, to bring together ACT Government customer services and regulatory arms into a single 

entity. 

 

Access Canberra consolidates Canberra Connect with six other existing agencies:  Office of Regulatory 

Services; Environment Protection Agency; Construction and Client Services; Health protection Services 

(food services); Gaming and Racing; and public unleased land permits. 

 

Customer research has been conducted on an annual basis in the past for Canberra Connect.  In 2015, 

one or two questions were asked about Access Canberra – but the focus was still very much on 

Canberra Connect.  For the current wave (2016 Wave), the focus of tracking survey was structured to 

achieve the following research objectives: 

o Establishing awareness of Access Canberra 

o Usage of Access Canberra’s channels, i.e. Service Centre, Contact Centre, Website 

o Overall satisfaction, ease of use and suggested changes for those Centres used – and drivers of 

overall satisfaction 

o Identifying the community’s preferences for undertaking transactions or interactions with ACT 

Government/Access Canberra 

 

Micromex Research was contracted to review a survey template developed by Access Canberra, 

undertake research fieldwork (community telephone survey), and report on the survey findings. 

 

Questionnaire 
 

The ACT Government, together with Micromex Research, developed the telephone survey questionnaire, 

based on the 2015 version but reflecting the evolving role of Access Canberra.  The survey was 

administered on Key Survey, our CATI software. 

 

A copy of the questionnaire is provided in the Appendix. 

 

Data collection 
 

The survey was conducted during the period 19th January – 30th January 2016 from 4:30pm to 8:30pm 

Monday to Friday, and from 10am to 4pm Saturday. 

 

Survey area 
 

The Australian Capital Territory. 

 

Sample selection and error 
 

The sample consisted of a total of 602 residents. The selection of respondents was by means of a 

computer based random selection process using the electronic White Pages. 

 

A sample size of 602 residents provides a maximum sampling error of plus or minus 4.0% at 95% 

confidence.  

 

This means that if the survey was replicated with a new universe of n=602 residents, 19 times out of 20 we 

would expect to see the same results, i.e. +/- 4.0%.  For example, the answer “satisfied” (54%) to the 

‘overall satisfaction with Canberra Connect’ question could vary from 50% to 58%. 

 

The sample was weighted by age and gender to reflect the 2011 ABS census data. 
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Background and Methodology 
Interviewing 
 

Interviewing was conducted in accordance with the AMSRS (Australian Market and Social Research 

Society) Code of Professional Behaviour. 

 

Prequalification 
 

Participants in this survey were pre-qualified as living in the ACT Government area and not being 

employed, nor having an immediate family member employed, by ACT Government. 

 

Data analysis 
 

The data within this report was analysed using Q Professional. To identify the statistically significant 

differences between the groups of means, ‘One-Way Anova tests’ and ‘Independent Samples T-tests’ 

were used. ‘Z Tests’ were also used to determine statistically significant differences between column 

percentages. 

 

Customer Service Index 
 

Respondents were asked to rate their satisfaction with Access Canberra services throughout the survey. 

Consistent with previous waves, the following scale was used to calculate the Customer Service Index 

(CSI): 
 

Very satisfied = 100 

Satisfied = 75 

Neither = 50 

Dissatisfied = 25 

Very dissatisfied = 0 

 

For example, if a respondent provided a rating of ‘very satisfied’ their response received the highest 

rating of 100, and if a respondent provided a rating of ‘very dissatisfied’ their response received a rating 

of 0. The CSI represents an average of these scores. 
 

CSI and mean scores are calculated with the exclusion of unprompted codes (i.e.: Not sure/Can’t 

say/Don’t know). 
 

Percentages 
 

All percentages are calculated to the nearest whole number and therefore the total may not exactly 

equal 100%. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Errors: Data in this publication is subject to sampling variability because it is based on information 

relating to a sample of residents rather than the total number (sampling error). 

 

In addition, non-sampling error may occur due to imperfections in reporting and errors made in 

processing the data. This may occur in any enumeration, whether it is a full count or sample. 
 

 Efforts have been made to reduce both sampling and non-sampling error by careful design of 

the sample and questionnaire, and detailed checking of completed questionnaires. 
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Sample Profile 
 

 
 

Sampling error 
 

A sample size of 602 residents provides a sampling error of plus or minus 4.0% at 95% confidence. The sample has been weighted by 

age and gender to reflect the 2011 ABS census data. 
 

*Note: 1 respondent preferred not to answer 

**Note: 2 respondents preferred not to answer 
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Currently in casual paid employment

Currently in part time paid employment at

least 10 hours a week

Currently in full time paid employment
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Couple (no children at home)

Couple (children at home)

Single parent (children at home)

Single/living alone

65+

55-64

45-54

35-44

Under 35

Female

Male

Age (n = 601)*

Family status (n = 600)**

Employment status (n = 602)

Gender (n = 602)
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Executive Summary 
 

Awareness of Access Canberra 

 

Awareness of Access Canberra has significantly increased over the last year, from 20% in 2015 to 51% in 

2016.  Low levels of awareness were expected in 2015 given the entity was only launched three months 

prior to the research being conducted.  Despite the increase, awareness is well below last year’s results 

for Canberra Connect which had peaked at 99%. 

 

Use of the Service 

 

Overall, 60% of residents claimed to have used Access Canberra services in the past 12 months – this 

compares to 81% in 2015. 

 

39% of residents had visited an Access Canberra Service Centre, 32% browsed or utilised the website, and 

15% stated they have called the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre. Whilst utilisation of all 

three channels is significantly lower than that achieved by Canberra Connect in 2015, the pattern of 

responses by channel is the same (i.e.: service centres have the highest incidence, telephone contact 

centre has the lowest).  Although the survey did not directly measure reasons for not using Access 

Canberra services, anecdotal feedback obtained by some interviewers suggests that some residents 

deal with the individual departments directly, others say they have direct debits in place so don’t have to 

deal with anyone. 

 

In terms of visiting service centres, residents had predominantly attended the Belconnen or Woden 

Centres.  

 

Overall Satisfaction with the Service in the Last 12 Months 

 

Overall satisfaction with the service provided by Access Canberra was positive, with 88% of residents 

‘satisfied’ or ‘very satisfied’ with the customer service provided by Access Canberra (across all channels).  

Satisfaction ratings are almost identical to those achieved by Canberra Connect in 2015. 

 

In terms of individual channels, Access Canberra Service Centres received the highest satisfaction rating, 

with 94% of those who had used the service being ‘satisfied’ or ‘very satisfied’. Noticeably fewer people 

were ‘very satisfied’ with the Access Canberra website – they weren’t overly negative, they were simply 

less positive. 

 

Ease of Dealing with the Service 

 

Overall, Access Canberra users were less likely to commit to the top ‘very easy’ code when compared to 

Canberra Connect in 2015 (30% cf. 42%) – again, they weren’t negative towards Access Canberra, just 

less positive. 

 

Users of Access Canberra Service Centres and the telephone Contact Centre were favourable in their 

overall ratings of the ease of dealing with the services.  

 

Website users were less positive, with 23% indicating some degree of difficulty using the website. 

 

For Service Centres: 

 Main reasons for saying the service was ‘very easy’ or ‘easy’ were speed of service and able to 

complete in one visit 

 However, what appears to differentiate between a customer who says ‘very easy’ versus 

everyone else is the knowledge of staff.  This is an opportunity for Access Canberra to explore 

further 
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Executive Summary 
 

For the telephone Contact Centre, speed of service and knowledge of staff were key drivers of a ‘very 

easy’ rating. 

 

The Website polarised users, with many users praising how clearly information was presented and that 

everything could be done in one visit, whilst others simply couldn’t navigate their way around/find what 

they were after. 

 

Channel Profiles 

 

Comparing the three channels: 

 All channels were dominated by private rather than business enquiries 

 Services centres were overwhelmingly used for car registration and driver’s licence renewals.  In 

contrast, services were more fragmented for the Phone and Web channels – car registrations 

were still important, but so too were complaints, injured wildlife, rates payments and working with 

vulnerable people card/disability information pass enquires 

 Frequency of having to contact Access Canberra to resolve an issue was similar by channel – 1.3 

contacts for Service Centres, 1.38 contacts for Website, and 1.45 for telephone Contact Centre.  It 

is possible that the higher frequency for the Contact Centre may reflect scheduled call-backs 

(rather than having customers waiting on the line) and/or the need for residents to call/be called 

for clarification based on an initial enquiry using a different channel 

 Ratings of specific criteria relating to service were generally rated highly for both the Service 

Centre and the Telephone Contact Centre.  The exceptions to this were ‘the length of time you 

waited to be served’ (Service Centre), or ‘waited on the line for a Consultant to speak to you’ 

(Contact Centre) and ‘the ease of getting through to someone who could assist’ (Contact 

Centre). While these criteria were rated lower than the others, they are still rated moderately 

highly in satisfaction 

 

Understanding the Drivers of Satisfaction – Advanced Shapley Outcomes 

 

Users of the Service Centres and the telephone Contact Centre were asked to rate their experience of 

the channel on 11 attributes – we refer to these as ‘Independent Variables’.  Using Shapley Regression 

Analysis, we are able to identify the contribution the independent variables make to overall satisfaction 

(known as the ‘Dependent Variable’). 

 

The blue chart overleaf reports the results for the Service Centres, while the green chart on the following 

page reports the results for the telephone Contact Centre (caution, small sample size for telephone 

Contact Centre). 

 

Those statements at the top of each chart contribute more towards overall satisfaction than those further 

down the chart.  And the charts illustrate the positive/negative contribution the key drivers provide 

towards overall satisfaction. Some drivers can contribute both negatively (left bar) and positively (right 

bar) depending on the overall opinion of the residents.  

 

The scores on the negative indicate the contribution the driver makes to impeding transition towards 

satisfaction.  If we can address these areas we will see a lift in our future overall satisfaction results, as we 

will positively transition residents who are currently ‘not at all satisfied’ towards being ‘satisfied’ with 

Access Canberra’s overall performance.  
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Executive Summary 
 

The scores on the positive indicate the contribution the driver makes towards optimising satisfaction. If we 

can address these areas we will see a lift in our future overall satisfaction results, as we will positively 

transition residents who are currently already ‘somewhat satisfied’, towards being more satisfied with 

Access Canberra’s overall performance. 

 

 

Access Canberra Service Centres 

 

For Service Centres: 

 Timeliness is important – note the dominance of ‘Speed of response’ and ‘Amount of time taken 

by staff to assist you’.  And these can both be Dis-satisfiers (what we call ‘Barriers’ below) and 

Satisfiers (‘Optimisers’ below) 

 ‘Willingness of staff to assist’ is also an important driver 

 The three attributes referred to above account for almost 50% of the contribution to overall 

satisfaction – so they are key drivers 
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Executive Summary 
 

 

Access Canberra Telephone Contact Centre 

 

As there were only 77 residents who had used the telephone Contact Centre, the Shapley Regression 

analysis results are indicative only.  However, they suggest that: 

 Timeliness is less important than it was for the Service Centres.  In its place is the ‘Knowledge of 

staff’ as the dominant driver – this may indicate that when dealing with someone ‘remotely’ over 

the phone, having a sense they are knowledgeable is more important than it is in a face-to-face 

transaction 

 Perhaps aligned to the above is ‘the staff thoroughly handling your matter’, which was the third 

highest driver 

 ‘Willingness of staff to assist’ is also an important driver, as it was for the Service Centres.  The results 

of the two separate Shapley Regressions suggests staff should always project a sense of willingness 

to help/assist 

 
 

 

Service Delivery Options 

 

When asked which one timeslot would suit them best to visit an Access Canberra Service Centre, 

weekdays 9.00am to 5.00pm was selected most frequently (39%): 

 However, if 39% selected weekdays 9.00am to 5.00pm, the majority (61%) selected an out-of-

hours timeslot.  That said, 24% of those who selected an out-of-normal-business-hours timeslot as 

first preference selected weekdays 9.00am to 5.00pm as a secondary option – so they can make 

it during normal business hours 

 If we take into account first and second preferences, the option of Saturday mornings is popular, 

as is an after 5.00pm close on weekdays 
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Executive Summary 
 

Likelihood of using an automated call-back system was positive, with just under two thirds (63%) 

indicating they would be ‘somewhat likely’ or ‘very likely’.  However, one third indicated they were 

unlikely to use the system.  Interestingly, there was significantly less support than identified in 2015. 

 

In terms of receiving ACT Government bills, two methods were clearly preferred:  letter in the post 

(particularly amongst those aged 65+ years) and email. 

 

Feedback Channels 

 

When asked how they would prefer to provide feedback to the ACT Government, the majority (53%) said 

online.  Other options had fragmented support:  Email (16%), phone (15%) and in writing (10%) were the 

main other options. 

 

10% or residents had provided feedback to the ACT Government via a government website in the past 

year or so.  Most were satisfied with the experience – although a sizeable minority requested improved 

communication/follow-up. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Summary Section A 
Awareness and Usage 

This section is a high-level comparison of Access 

Canberra in 2016 versus Canberra Connect in 

2015 
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Awareness of Access Canberra 
 

Summary 
 

At the start of the survey, we collected aided awareness for Access Canberra.  

 

Awareness levels of Access Canberra have significantly increased over the last year, from 20% in 2015 

(just after its launch in December 2014) to 51% in 2016. Low levels of awareness were expected in 2015 

given the entity was only launched three months earlier. Despite the increase, awareness is well below 

last year’s results for Canberra Connect which had peaked at 99%. 

 

Awareness levels are similar between males and females and across the age sub-groups. People residing 

in a group/shared household expressed significantly higher levels of awareness (83%). Those who were 

single/living alone were the least likely demographic to have been aware of Access Canberra (35%). 

 
Q1. Before today were you aware of the ACT Government service known as Access Canberra? 

 

 

 
Base: Overall N=602, Gender N=602, Age N=601, Family status N=600 
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Usage of Access Canberra 
 

Summary 
 

Overall, 60% of residents claimed to have used Access Canberra services in the past 12 months.  In 

comparison, 81% of residents claimed to have used Canberra Connect services in 2015. 

 

39% of residents had visited an Access Canberra Service Centre, 32% browsed or utilised the website, and 

15% stated they have called the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre.  Whilst usage of all three 

channels is down compared to Canberra Connect in 2015, the incidence of usage (i.e.: service centres 

have highest usage incidence, telephone has the lowest) is the same. 

 

Consistent with last year’s findings, residents aged 65+ were significantly less likely to have looked at or 

used the Access Canberra website than were their younger counterparts. 

 
Q2a. Which, if any, of the following services have you used in the past 12 months? 

Note: In 2015 residents were asked this question for a 6 month period. 

 

 
 

Note: The following spiel was read to interviewees prior to being asked this question. After the first night, 

we added the section that is bolded to reduce confusion, expecting that usage results would increase, 

however, the reverse occurred and the result for the Service Centres dropped from 50% usage to 36% 

(averaging at 39%).  

 

Access Canberra is a customer service facility that replaced a number of other services, such as 

Canberra Connect, Office of Regulatory Services, etc. about a year ago.  Access Canberra allows ACT 

residents to access a whole range of ACT Government Services, such as car registrations, building 

approvals, licences, and rate payments. Residents can use Access Canberra to perform services, seek 

advice, provide feedback, lodge complaints, etc.  Access Canberra has Service Centres that you can 

visit, a phone centre you can call, plus an interactive website, and other services for businesses. 
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Summary Section B 
Satisfaction with Access 

Canberra Services 
 

This section is a high-level comparison of: 

 Access Canberra in 2016 versus Canberra 

Connect in 2015 

 The three Access Canberra channels in 2016 
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Summary of Overall Satisfaction 
 

Summary 

 

Overall satisfaction with the service provided by Access Canberra (across all channels) was positive, with 

88% of residents ‘satisfied’ or ‘very satisfied’ with the customer service provided by Access Canberra.  

Satisfaction ratings have remained steady since 2015. 

 
Q2b. Based on all your dealings with Access Canberra in the last 12 months, overall how satisfied were you with 

the service? 

 

 

 

 

CSI scale: very dissatisfied = 0, very satisfied = 100 
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Summary of Satisfaction with Services 
 

Summary 

 

Access Canberra Service Centres received the highest satisfaction rating, with 94% of those who had 

used the service being ‘satisfied’ or ‘very satisfied’ – note that 61% committed to the top ‘Very satisfied’ 

code. Fewer people were ‘very satisfied’ with the Access Canberra website – it’s not that they were 

negative, they were simply less positive. 

 

 
Q2b. Based on all your dealings with Access Canberra in the last 12 months, overall how satisfied were you with 

the service? 

Q4g. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the service you received at the Service Centre during your 

last visit? 

Q5f. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the service you received from the Contact Centre during 

your last call? 

Q6g. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the Access Canberra website when you last used it? 

 

 

 

CSI 

79.2 

87.8 

83.8 

74.9 

 

CSI scale: very dissatisfied = 0, very satisfied = 100 

 

  

0%

1%

0%

0%

2%

1%

8%

2%

4%

3%
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34%
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55%

33%
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website (n=180)
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Can't say* Very dissatisfied Dissatisfied Neither Satisfied Very satisfied
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Summary of Ease of Dealings  

 

Summary 
 

Access Canberra users were less likely to commit to the top ‘very easy’ code when compared to 

Canberra Connect from 2015 (30% cf. 42%) – although again, they weren’t negative, just less positive. 
 

Q2c. Based on all your dealings with Access Canberra in the last 12 months, overall, how easy is it to deal with 

Access Canberra? 

 

 

 
 

 

  

0%

1%

1%

0%

9%

7%

47%

61%

42%

30%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

2015

Canberra

Connect

N=485

2016 Access

Canberra

N=363

Not sure/don't know Very difficult Difficult Easy Very easy
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Summary of Ease of Dealings  

Summary 
 

Consistent with the previous responses, users of Access Canberra were favourable in their overall ratings 

of the ease of dealing with the services.  

 

Users of the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre were more likely to commit to the top ‘very 

easy’ code. 

 

Website users were more likely to express some difficulty dealing with the service. 

 
Q2c. Based on all your dealings with Access Canberra in the last 12 months, overall, how easy is it to deal with 

Access Canberra? 

Q4e. How easy was it to deal with the Access Canberra Service Centre? 

Q5d. How easy was it to deal with the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre? 

Q6e. How easy was it to find the information or services you were seeking on the Access Canberra website? 
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43%
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55%
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Summary of Comparable Service Areas 
 

Q4b, 5a, 6a. Was this most recent contact for private or business purposes? 

 

At least 91% of users’ most recent contact was for a private purpose, the predominant contact being in 

relation to ‘car registration’, followed by ‘driver’s licence’. 

 

 

 

 

   
 
Base: Service Centre N=226, Contact Centre N=77, Website N=180 

 
Q4c, 5b, 6b. What was this contact in relation to? 

 

 

Service 

Centre 

Telephone 

Contact 

Centre 

Website 

Base 226 77 180 

Car registration 43% 22% 35% 

Driver’s licence 39% 3% 5% 

Complaint 0% 14% 7% 

Rates payment 0% 4% 12% 

Injured wildlife 0% 9% 1% 

Working with vulnerable people card 5% <1% 7% 

Building approval 4% 3% 5% 

Fines (traffic/parking) 1% 6% 4% 

Disability information/pass 2% 5% 0% 

Can't recall/unsure 
 

2% 5% 

Tree removal/maintenance 
 

5% 1% 

 
Only responses that had at least a score of 5% for any one of the sectors are shown here. 

 

  

Private

93%

Business

7%

Private

97%

Business

3%

Private

91%

Business

9%

 Access Canberra Access Canberra telephone Access Canberra 

 Service Centre Contact Centre Website 
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Summary of Comparable Service Areas 
 

Summary 

 

On average, users’ issues were resolved in just over 1 contact with Access Canberra. 

 
Q4d, 5c, 6c. How many times did you contact Access Canberra before your issue was resolved? 

 

 
Access Canberra 

Service Centre 

Access Canberra telephone 

Contact Centre 

Access Canberra 

website 

Base 226 77 180 

Average 1.30 1.45 1.38 

One 84% 77% 82% 

Two 11% 11% 7% 

Three 1% 6% 2% 

Four 0% 2% 1% 

Five 0% 0% 1% 

More than five 3% 3% 4% 

Don't know 0% 1% 3% 

 
Note: The ‘don’t know’ responses have been excluded from the average. 
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Summary of Comparable Service Areas 
 

Summary 

 

Ratings of specific criteria relating to service were rated highly for both the Service Centre and the 

Telephone Contact Centre. The exceptions to this were ‘the length of time you waited to be served’ 

(Service Centre), or ‘waited on the line for a Consultant to speak to you’ (Contact Centre) and ‘the ease 

of getting through to someone who could assist’ (Contact Centre) 

. 
Q4i, 5h. How satisfied or dissatisfied were you with each of the following in relation to your most recent visit/call to the 

Access Canberra service? 

 

Note: This question was not asked of those who accessed the website. 

 

 

Access Canberra 

Service Centre 

Access Canberra 

telephone Contact 

Centre 

 
T2 Box Means T2 Box Means 

Base 226 77 

The staff thoroughly handling your matter 92% 4.62 88% 4.44 

The fairness of the staff in dealing with your transaction 92% 4.60 88% 4.56 

How polite staff were 94% 4.57 85% 4.48 

How easy the information was to understand 91% 4.56 88% 4.53 

The Concierge who may have greeted you when you arrived*/ 

The ease of getting through to someone who could assist** 
90% 4.54 75% 4.11 

The knowledge of the staff 93% 4.52 85% 4.30 

Staff clearly explaining what you needed to know 91% 4.52 84% 4.40 

The willingness of staff to assist you 88% 4.45 91% 4.59 

The speed of response 83% 4.30 84% 4.37 

The amount of time taken by staff to assist you 84% 4.24 87% 4.47 

The length of time you waited to be served*/ 

The length of time you waited on the line for a Consultant to speak 

to you** 

65% 3.89 68% 3.94 

 

*  Access Canberra Service Centre 

**Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre 

Shaded cells = extremely high ratings 

 

Scale: 1 = very dissatisfied, 5 = very satisfied 

 

T2 Box and Means have been calculated with the exclusion of ‘can’t say’ responses. 

 

Mean scores from the above table have been graphically represented overleaf – note how similar results 

generally are between the Service Centre and Telephone Contact Centre. 
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Summary of Comparable Service Areas 
 

Q4i, 5h. How satisfied or dissatisfied were you with each of the following in relation to your most recent visit to the 

Access Canberra service? 

 

Note: This question was not asked of those who accessed the website. 

 

 
Base: Service Centre N=226, Contact Centre N=77 

1
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The speed of response

The amount of time taken

by staff to assist you
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Section C 
Access Canberra Service 

Centres – in Detail 
 

This section is a more detailed analysis of the 

questions about residents’ visits to the Access 

Canberra Service Centres 
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Experience with Access Canberra Service Centre - 

Details 
Summary 

 

Respondents had predominantly attended the Belconnen or Woden Centres.  

 

93% indicated their contact was for ‘private’ purposes, generally in relation to their ‘car registration’ or 

‘driver’s licence’. 

 
Q4a. Thinking of your most recent visit to an Access Canberra Service Centre, which Service Centre did you 

attend? 

 

 
 

 
Q4b. Was this most recent contact for 

private or business purposes? 

 
Base: N=226 

 
Q4c. What was this contact in relation to? 

 

 

  

29%
27%

13%

10% 10%

3% 3%
2% 1% 1%
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Private
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5%
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39%

43%
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Other

Parking issues
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Experience with Access Canberra Service Centre – 

Frequency of Contacts 
 

 

Summary 

 

The majority of respondents, 84%, had only to contact an Access Canberra Service Centre once to have 

their issue resolved. 
 

 

Q4d. How many times did you have to contact Access Canberra before your issue was resolved? 

 

 

 
 

Base: N=226 

 

 

Average number of contacts were identical for the two dominant Centres (Woden and Belconnen) – 

and slightly lower for Driver’s Licence enquiries relative to Registration enquiries. 
 

 

Centre visited Reason for visit 

Woden Belconnen 
Car 

registration 

Driver’s 

Licence 

Base 62 66 98 87 

Average 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.0 

One 80% 84% 79% 97%▲ 

Two 19% 13% 20% 3% 

 

▲ = significantly higher than overall 

  

<1%

3%

0%

<1%

1%

11%

84%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Don't know

More than five

Five

Four

Three

Two

One

Average: 1.3
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Experience with Access Canberra Service Centre – 

Ease of Dealings 
 

Summary 
 

95% of visitors stated that it was ‘easy’ to ‘very easy’ to deal with the Service Centre – results were similar 

by the two main Centres and the two main enquiry types. 

 

The main reasons for these positive ratings were that it was ‘quick – didn’t have to wait long’, and ‘able 

to complete in one visit’ (see overleaf). 
 

Importantly, as shown in the table overleaf, there was a significant difference between those who rated 

their dealing with the Service Centre as ‘very easy’ and ‘easy or difficult’ when it came to the knowledge 

of the person they were dealing with. This suggests that knowledge may be a driver of finding the service 

‘very easy’ (as opposed to simply ‘easy’) – thus, this may be an opportunity for Access Canberra to 

improve their service by making sure that their staff members have the knowledge necessary for their 

position. 

 
Q4e. How easy was it to deal with the Access Canberra Service Centre? 
 

 
Base: N=226 

 

 

 

Centre visited Reason for visit 

Woden Belconnen 
Car 

registration 

Driver’s 

Licence 

Base 62 66 98 87 

Very easy 50% 48% 49% 43% 

Easy 47% 48% 48% 55% 

Difficult 2% 4% 2% 2% 

Very difficult 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Unsure/don't know 1% 0% 0% 0% 

 

  

0%

0%

5%

49%

46%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Unsure/don't know

Very difficult

Difficult
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Very easy
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Experience with Access Canberra Service Centre – 

Ease of Dealings 
 

Q4f. Why do you say that it was (insert answer from Q4e): 

 

 

Q4e Rating 

Q4f Reason for selected rating Very easy Easy/Difficult 

Base 104 121 

Quick - didn't have to wait long 66% 56% 

Able to complete in one visit 46% 39% 

Person was knowledgeable 36%▲ 17% 

Staff provided clear information 4% 0% 

Good service/helpful/friendly/efficient staff 4% 3% 

Efficient ticket system/easy process 2% 1% 

Location is well known/convenient 0% 6% 

Person didn't appear to be knowledgeable 0% 5% 

Had to wait a long time 0% 5% 

Ticket dispenser was out of order 0% 5% 

Other 2% 9% 

 

▲ Significantly higher than easy/difficult  
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Experience with Access Canberra Service Centre – 

Satisfaction Rating 
 

Summary 

 

94% of visitors to a Service Centre rated their actual customer service experience as ‘satisfied’ (33%) to 

‘very satisfied’ (61%), a result that was similar across all demographics. 

 
Q4g. Now I’d like you to think about the actual customer service you experienced during your last visit regardless 

of whether or not you were satisfied with the outcome from that visit. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied 

were you with the service you received at the Service Centre during your last visit? 

 

 
Base: N=226 

 

These satisfaction levels were uniform across the community demographics, with no significant 

differences recorded. 
 

 
Overall Gender Age 

2016 Male Female < 35 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 

Base 226 116 110 74 50 43 30 29 

CSI scores 87.8 87.8 87.9 86.8 84.6 88.8 91.2 90.9 
 

 

 

Household type 

Single/ 

living alone 

Single parent 

(children at home) 

Couple  

(children at home) 

Couple  

(no children at 

home) 

Group/ 

shared 

household 

Base 43 8* 70 64 41 

CSI scores 87.8 90.5 87.6 89.4 85.3 

 

 

Centre visited Reason for visit 

Woden Belconnen 
Car 

registration 

Driver’s 

Licence 

Base 62 66 98 87 

CSI scores 87.9 90.9 90.1 87.4 

 

Scale CSI: 0 = very dissatisfied, 100 = very satisfied 

Scale mean: 1 = very dissatisfied, 5 = very satisfied * Caution – small base  

0%

4%

2%

33%

61%

0% 25% 50% 75%

Very dissatisfied

Dissatisfied

Neither

Satisfied

Very satisfied

Mean: 4.51

CSI: 87.8



 

 

Access Canberra 

Customer Satisfaction Research - 2016 

March 2016 Page | 30 

Experience with Access Canberra Service Centre – 

Satisfaction Rating 
 

Summary 

 

‘Shorter waiting times’ and ‘more knowledgeable staff/staff training’ were identified as the principal 

suggestions from visitors to improve their satisfaction rating of the Centre. 
 

 

Q4h. What would have to change to make you very satisfied with the Access Canberra Service Centre service?  

 
 

Base N=88 
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Experience with Access Canberra Service Centre – 

Detailed Satisfaction Ratings 
 

Summary 

 

Customers validated the overall satisfaction score given, with 10 of the 11 specific criteria receiving very 

high to extremely high scores. In this fast-paced world, ‘the length of time you waited to be served’ at 

the Service Centre received the lowest rating, with a moderately high score. 

 
Q4i. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with each of the following in relation to your most recent visit to 

the Access Canberra Service Centre service? 

 

 

 

Means CSI 

4.62 90.6 

4.60 89.9 

4.57 89.2 

4.56 89.0 

4.54 88.5 

4.52 87.9 

4.52 88.0 

4.45 86.3 

4.30 82.4 

4.24 80.9 

3.89 72.2 

 

Base: N=224-225 for all but ‘the Concierge who may have greeted you when you arrived’ N=172 

 

Scale Means: 1 = very dissatisfied, 5 = very satisfied 

Scale CSI: 0 = very dissatisfied, 100 = very satisfied 
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Section D 
Access Canberra Telephone 

Contact Centre 
 

This section is a more detailed analysis of the 

questions about residents’ calls to the Access 

Canberra Telephone Contact Centre 
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Experience with the Access Canberra Telephone 

Contact Centre - Details 
Summary 
 

97% of customers had called the Contact Centre for private purposes, the dominant reason for the call 

being ‘car registration’ – although reasons were more fragmented than for visiting the Contact Centres. 

 

77% had their issue resolved with the first contact. 
 

Q5a. Thinking of your most recent call 

to the telephone Contact Centre, 

was it for private or business 

purposes? 

 

Q5b. What was this most recent contact in relation to? 

 

 

 
Base: All charts this page N=77 

 

Q5c. How many times did you have to contact Access Canberra before your issue was resolved? 
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Experience with the Access Canberra Telephone 

Contact Centre – Ease of Dealings 
 

Summary 
 

The majority (94%) of callers to the Contact Centre found their dealings ‘easy’ to ‘very easy’. The main 

reasons supplied for giving these ratings were ‘quick – didn’t have to wait long’, ‘person was 

knowledgeable’, and ‘able to complete in one call’ – note in particular that the first two appear to be 

‘drivers’ of a more positive rating. 

 
Q5d. How easy was it to deal with the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre? 

 

 
 

Base: N=77 

 

Q5e. Why do you say that it was (insert answer from Q5d)? 

 

 

Q5d Rating 

Q5e Reason for selected rating Very easy Easy + Difficult 

Base 42 35 

Quick, didn't have to wait long 63%▲ 24% 

Person was knowledgeable 58%▲ 33% 

Able to complete in one call 40% 34% 

Had to wait a long time 0% 12% 

Person didn't appear to be knowledgeable 0% 8% 

Had to ring back 0% 6% 

Transferred and had a poor experience 0% 4% 

Was confused by the name change 0% 4% 

Other 0% 8% 
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55%
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Very difficult
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Experience with the Access Canberra Telephone 

Contact Centre – Satisfaction Rating 
 

Summary 
 

There was a very high level of satisfaction with the customer service experienced with their call to the 

Telephone Contact Centre. The majority of users (52%) were ‘very satisfied’, while a further 35% were 

‘satisfied’. 

 

21% of those who did not commit to the highest ‘very satisfied’ rating suggested that ‘shorter waiting 

times/time spent on hold’ would encourage them to rate the Contact Centre more positively. 
 

Q5f. Now I’d like you to think about the actual customer service you experienced during your call regardless of 

whether or not you were satisfied with the outcome from that call. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were 

you with the service you received from the Contact Centre during your last call? 

 

 
Base: N=77 

 

These satisfaction levels were uniform across the community demographics, with no significant 

differences recorded. 
 

 
Overall Gender Age 

2016 Male Female < 35 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 

Base 77 27 51 13* 19* 16* 17* 12* 

CSI scores 83.4 84.0 83.1 71.0 90.0 87.2 79.9 86.2 
 

 

 

Household type 

Single/ 

living alone 

Single parent 

(children at home) 

Couple  

(children at home) 

Couple  

(no children at 

home) 

Group/ 

shared household 

Base 13* 10* 27 19* 8* 

CSI scores 81.8 68.1 89.7 85.8 78.2 

 

Scale CSI: 0 = very dissatisfied, 100 = very satisfied 

Scale mean: 1 = very dissatisfied, 5 = very satisfied 

* Caution – small base  
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Experience with the Access Canberra Telephone 

Contact Centre – Satisfaction Rating 
 
 

Q5g. What would have to change to make you very satisfied with the Access Canberra telephone Contact 

Centre service? 

 
 

Base: N=37  
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Experience with the Access Canberra Telephone 

Contact Centre – Detailed Satisfaction Ratings 
 

Summary 
 

Overall, users expressed very high to extremely high levels of satisfaction for these criteria. The exceptions 

being ‘the ease of getting through to someone who could assist’, and ‘the length of time you waited on 

the line for a Consultant to speak to you’, which were rated of moderately high satisfaction. 

 

‘The willingness of staff to assist you’, ‘the fairness of the staff in dealing with your transaction’, and ‘how 

easy the information was to understand’ were considered the outstanding features of their experience 

with the Contact Centre. 
 

Q5h. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following in relation to your most recent call to the 

Access Canberra telephone service? 

 

 

 

Mean 

ratings 
CSI 

4.59 89.7 

4.56 88.9 

4.53 88.3 

4.48 87.1 

4.47 86.9 

4.44 86.1 

4.40 84.9 

4.37 84.2 

4.30 82.5 

4.11 77.7 

3.94 73.5 

 

Base: N=72-77 

 
Scale Mean: 1 = very dissatisfied, 5 = very satisfied 

Scale CSI: 0 = very dissatisfied, 100 = very satisfied 
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Section E 
Access Canberra Website 
 

This section is a more detailed analysis of the 

questions about residents’ use of the Access 

Canberra Website. 
 

At the time of undertaking the 2016 wave of research, not all 
services have been integrated into the Access Canberra website. 
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Experience with the Access Canberra Website- 

Details 
Summary 

 

91% of the most recent uses of the website were for personal reasons. The predominant reason for visiting 

the site was ‘car registration’ (although again there is more fragmentation of services than there was for 

visiting Contact Centres), and the majority of issues were resolved on the first contact. 
 

 

Q6a. Thinking of your most recent use of the 

website, was it private or business 

purposes? 

 

 

 
 

Q6b. What was this most recent online visit in relation to? 

 

 

Base: N=180 Base: N=180 

 

Q6c. How many times did you have to contact Access Canberra before your issue was resolved? 

 

 
Base: N=180  

Private

91%

Business

9%

20%

3%

3%

4%

5%

5%

5%

7%

7%

12%

35%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Other

Events

Feedback

Fines/payments

Building approval

Drivers licence

Can't recall/unsure

Working with vulnerable people

card

Complaint

Rates payment

Car registration

3%

4%

1%

1%

2%

7%

82%
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Don't know
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Three
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One

Average: 1.38 
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Experience with the Access Canberra Website - 

Details 
Summary 

 

78% stated they used a desktop or laptop computer to access the site.  However, a significant minority (21%) 

used a tablet or phone.  Whilst females and under 35 year olds appear more likely to have used a 

tablet/mobile phone, the differences were not significant. 

 
Q6d. When you last used the website, did you: 

 

 

 
Base: N=180 

 

 

 
Overall Gender Age 

2016 Male Female < 35 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 

Base 180 95 85 65 37 39 28 11 

Desktop/Laptop 78% 82% 73% 71% 83% 76% 82% 96% 

Tablet/Phone 21% 17% 25% 29% 14% 21% 18% 4% 

Not sure 1% 1% 2% 0% 4% 3% 0% 0% 
 

 

 

Household type 

Single/ 

living alone 

Single parent 

(children at home) 

Couple  

(children at home) 

Couple  

(no children at 

home) 

Group/ 

shared 

household 

Base 40 13 58 38 32 

Desktop/Laptop 71% 38% 84% 86% 82% 

Tablet/Phone 26% 62% 14% 14% 18% 

Not sure 3% 0% 2% 0% 0% 

 

  

Use a desktop or 

laptop computer

78%

Use a mobile 

device like a 

tablet or phone

21%

Not sure 

1%
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Experience with the Access Canberra Website –  

Ease of Dealings 
Summary 

 

Whilst just over three-quarters of users rated the ease of finding information or services on the website as 

‘easy’ or ‘very easy’, 23% expressed some difficulty (there were no significant differences by demographics).  

The table on the next page illustrates the useability gulf that exists between those who found the site ‘very 

easy’/’easy’ (‘information being clearly presented, the ability to complete their transaction in one visit) 

versus those who found it ‘difficult’/’very difficult’ (‘difficulty navigating the site’, and ‘not understanding the 

information on forms’). 

 
Q6e. How easy was it to find the information or services you were seeking on the Access Canberra website? 

 

 
 

 

 
Overall Gender Age 

2016 Male Female < 35 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 

Base 180 95 85 65 37 39 28 11* 

Mean 3.04 3.22 2.85 3.16 2.85 2.94 3.21 2.96 
 

 

 

Household type 

Single/ 

living alone 

Single parent 

(children at home) 

Couple  

(children at home) 

Couple  

(no children at 

home) 

Group/ 

shared 

household 

Base 40 13* 58 38 32 

Mean 3.28 2.01 2.94 3.26 3.09 

 

Scale: 1 = very difficult, 4 = very easy 

*Caution – small base 

  

<1%

7%

16%

43%

34%

0% 25% 50% 75%

Unsure/ don't know

Very difficult

Difficult

Easy

Very easy
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Experience with the Access Canberra Website –  

Ease of Dealings 
 

Q6f. Why did you say that it was (insert answer from Q6e)? 

 

 

Q6e Rating 

Q6f Reason for giving rating Very easy Easy 
Difficult/Very 

difficult 

Base 61 78 41 

Information clearly presented 87%▲ 67%▼ 0%▼ 

Able to complete transaction in one website visit 50%▲ 47%▲ 0%▼ 

Form easy to fill out 27% 15% 0% 

Had to find documents/card to complete transaction 

online 
0% 2% 4% 

Had a slow Internet speed 0% 0% 1% 

Didn't understand the information/question on the form 0%▼ 1%▼ 9%▲ 

Had difficulty navigating/finding what I was after 0% 2% 98%▲ 

Inaccurate information provided 0% 0% 2% 

Can't recall 0% 1% 0% 

Limited computer knowledge 0% 0% 1% 

 

▲▼ Significantly higher/lower   
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Experience with the Access Canberra Website – 

Satisfaction Rating 
Summary 

 

Overall, website users expressed a high level of satisfaction with the site – there were no significant 

differences in mean scores by demographics. 

 
 

Q6g. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the Access Canberra website when you last used it? 

 

 
 

 

Base: 180 

 

 
Overall Gender Age 

2016 Male Female < 35 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 

Base 180 95 85 65 37 39 28 11* 

Mean 4.00 4.17 3.81 4.25 3.72 3.77 4.21 3.70 
 

 

 

Household type 

Single/ 

living alone 

Single parent 

(children at home) 

Couple  

(children at home) 

Couple  

(no children at 

home) 

Group/ 

shared 

household 

Base 40 13* 58 38 32 

Mean 4.19 2.99 3.94 4.09 4.15 

 

Scale: 1 = very dissatisfied, 5 = very satisfied 

*Caution – small base 

 

2%

8%

12%

45%

33%

0% 25% 50% 75%

Very dissatisfied

Dissatisfied

Neither

Satisfied

Very satisfied

Mean: 4.00



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Section F 
Overall Perceptions of 

Access Canberra 
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Overall Perceptions of Access Canberra 
Those aware/unaware of Access Canberra 

Summary 

 

Unsurprisingly, those who were aware of Access Canberra gave generally higher agreement scores.  

However, it is perhaps surprising that the differences in mean scores were not higher – this suggests that 

even those not aware of the service can easily grasp its purpose. 

 
Q7a. Based on all you know of Access Canberra, even if you have not used their services, overall how much do 

you agree or disagree that Access Canberra: 

 

 

 

 
 

Makes it easy to pay ACT 

Government bills 
Makes it easy to give feedback 

    

    

    

Makes it easy to access  

an ACT Government service 

Makes it easy to find the 

 right person to talk to 

 in the ACT Government 

    

    

    

Makes it easy for Canberra 

residents and local businesses to 

find out about ACT Government 

information 

Makes it easy for Canberra 

residents and local businesses to 

find out about ACT Government 

information 

    

    

  

Makes it easy to find the right 

person to talk to in the ACT 

Government 

Makes it easy to access  

an ACT Government service 

    

    

    

Makes it easy to give feedback 
Makes it easy to pay  

ACT Government bills 
 

 

 

Mean  

ratings 

4.08 

4.17 

3.98 

 

4.00 

4.14▲ 

3.84 

 

3.90 

4.07▲ 

3.71 

 

3.63 

3.78▲ 

3.45 

 

3.63 

3.83▲ 

3.41 
 

▲ = Significantly higher than ‘unaware’ 

Base: N=602, Aware N=310, Unaware N=292  
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22%
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20%

12%

16%

16%
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16%

3%
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23%
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1%
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2%
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9%

4%
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5%

4%

6%

5%

5%
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4%

30%

21%

26%

30%

24%

27%

29%

16%

22%

22%

13%

18%

10%

16%

13%

21%

24%
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21%

25%

23%
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36%

35%

34%

24%

29%
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25%

19%

16%

28%

22%

18%

36%

27%

22%
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32%
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33%
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Overall
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Overall Perceptions of Access Canberra 
Users/Non users of Access Canberra 

Summary 

 

Similarly, users of the Service were more likely to agree with the statements than were non-users of the 

service.  Based on the total resident results, areas for Access Canberra to work on are perceptions of 

‘ease of giving feedback’ and ‘finding the right person to contact’. 

 
Q7a. Based on all you know of Access Canberra, even if you have not used their services, overall how much do 

you agree or disagree that Access Canberra: 

 

 

 

 
 

Makes it easy to pay ACT 

Government bills 

  

  

  

Makes it easy to access  

an ACT Government service 

  

  

  

Makes it easy for Canberra 

residents and local businesses to 

find out about ACT Government 

information 

  

  

 

Makes it easy to find the right 

person to talk to in the ACT 

Government 

  

  

  

Makes it easy to give feedback 
 

 

 

Mean  

ratings 

4.08 

4.28▲ 

3.74 

 

4.00 

4.18▲ 

3.66 

 

3.90 

4.02▲ 

3.70 

 

3.63 

3.77▲ 

3.37 

 

3.63 

3.71 

3.51 
 

▲ = Significantly higher than ‘non user’ 

Base: Overall N=602, User (of an Access Canberra Service) N=363, Non user (off Access Canberra Services) N=239  
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11%
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19%
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13%

21%
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23%

18%
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43%

35%

28%
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33%
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Overall Perceptions of Access Canberra 
 

Summary 
 

Approximately half of the respondents felt there was no need to fix any of the service delivery areas of 

Access Canberra, with users and those aware of the Service more likely (though not significant) to give 

this response. 
 

Of the suggestions that were given, there was no one single predominant recommendation. 
 

Q7b. If there was one area of service delivery in ACT Government you could fix, what would it be? 
 

 
Overall 

Aware of 

Access 

Canberra 

Unaware 

of 

Access 

Canberra 

Access 

Canberra 

User 

Access 

Canberra 

Non User 

Base 602 310 292 363 239 

Nothing 48% 53% 43% 52% 41% 

Other 5% 6% 4% 5% 5% 

Council staff having better customer service skills/improve 

staff training 
4% 5% 3% 6% 2% 

Don't know/can't say 4% 1% 7% 3% 5% 

Improve online service 4% 6% 2% 6% 2% 

Improve street/park maintenance 4% 3% 4% 2% 6% 

Shorter wait times at Service Centres/on phone 4% 3% 5% 5% 2% 

Better public transport/timetable 3% 2% 5% 1% 7% 

Greater publicity of information (i.e. information on services 

available/Access Canberra) 
3% 1% 5% 1% 6% 

Quicker approvals 3% 3% 3% 2% 4% 

Government actually getting back to me after I've 

contacted them 
2% 2% 3% 3% 1% 

Having everything dealt with on a matter through just one 

area; not dealing with multiple areas 
2% 0% 3% 1% 3% 

More service centres/shopfronts 2% 1% 3% 2% 2% 

Better access to services 1% 1% 1% 1% 0% 

Better communication between Council and residents 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 

Better medical/health services 1% <1% 1% 0% 1% 

Improve car registration processes/costs 1% 2% <1% <1% 3% 

Improve payment/direct debit services 1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 

Improve rubbish collection/waste management 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 

Knowing where things are up to in processes 1% 2% 0% <1% 2% 

Remove/improve automated service 1% 2% 0% 1% 0% 

Requirements being simpler, e.g. proof of something, 

documentation 
1% 2% <1% 1% 1% 

Better educational services <1% <1% <1% 1% 0% 

Eliminating tram/light rail <1% <1% 0% 0% <1% 

Focus on aged care <1% 0% <1% <1% 1% 

Longer trading hours of Service Centre <1% <1% <1% 1% 0% 

Lower rates <1% 0% <1% 0% <1% 

More efficient management of government finances <1% 0% <1% 0% <1% 

More staff to reduce wait times <1% <1% 1% 1% 0% 

Quicker response time <1% <1% 1% 0% 1% 

Regulation of building approvals <1% 1% 0% 0% <1% 

Revert to Canberra Connect rather than Access Canberra <1% <1% <1% <1% <1% 

Traffic Control <1% <1% <1% 0% 0% 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Section G 
Service Delivery Options 



 

 

Access Canberra 

Customer Satisfaction Research - 2016 

March 2016 Page | 49 

Service Delivery Options – Opening Hours 
Summary 

 

There was little difference in the selection of opening hours between users and non users, with a first 

preference given to ‘weekdays, 9am to 5pm’, followed by ‘Saturdays from 8.45am to 12.00 noon. If we 

take the second choice into account, the option for being open on a Saturday morning appears 

popular, as does the later close on a weekday. 

 

24% of those who originally selected hours outside the ‘norm’ of business hours, that is earlier than 9am, 

later than 5pm or Saturdays, subsequently selected weekdays 9am-5pm. 

 
Q8a. If you had to visit any of the Access Canberra Service Centres, which one of the following timeslots would suit 

you best? 

 

 
 

Base: Overall N=602, User N=363, Non user N=239 
 

Q8b. Which other timeslots, if any, would also suit you? 

 

 
 

Base: Overall N=593, User N=362, Non user N=232 
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20%
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40%
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to 12.00 noon

Not sure

Overall User Non user
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Service Delivery Options – Call-back Option 
Summary 

 

Overall, 63% of respondents would be likely to take advantage of a scheduled call back from Access 

Canberra – the mean score of 2.83 out of 4 in 2016 is significantly down on the 2015 result of 3.03. 

 
Q9. Thinking now about the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre, if it was available, how likely is it that 

you would schedule a call back from Access Canberra if you call them and their lines are busy? 

 

 
Base: Overall N=602, User N=363, Non user N=239 

▲ = Significantly higher than non user 

 

Scale: 1 = not at all likely, 4 = very likely. Those who responded ‘not sure’ were excluded from the mean calculation. 

 

 
Overall Gender Age 

2016 Male Female < 35 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 

Base 585 282 303 209 112 102 83 79 

Mean 2.83 2.86 2.81 2.81 2.94 2.84 2.74 2.83 
 

 

Household type 

Single/ 

living alone 

Single parent 

(children at home) 

Couple  

(children at home) 

Couple  

(no children at 

home) 

Group/ 

shared 

household 

Base 134 25 189 154 80 

Mean 2.81 3.09 2.81 2.80 2.93 

 

*Caution – small base 

There were no significant differences in mean scores by demographics.  
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21%
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28%

37%
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16%

19%

26%

35%
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▲
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Service Delivery Options – Receiving ACT 

Government Bills 
Summary 

 

Residents were most likely to prefer their bills mailed or emailed to them. 

 

 
Q10. Which method would you prefer to receive your ACT Government bills? 

 

 

 
 

Base: N=602 

 
 

49%

43%

3% 3% 2%
<1% <1%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Hard copy letter in

the post

Email Secure online
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or mailbox
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(SMS)

App on mobile

device

Not sure None of these

Those aged 65+ were signficantly more 

likely to prefer their bills be a 'hard 

copy letter in the post'  - 66%



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Section H 
Feedback 
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Feedback 
Summary 

 

Residents were significantly more likely to prefer ‘online’ as the portal for providing feedback to the ACT 

Government. Their main reason for choosing online was ‘ease/convenience’. 

 
Q11a. Now I’d like to ask you about providing feedback to ACT Government. If you wanted to provide feedback 

to ACT Government, how would you most prefer to provide it? 

 

 
Base: N=602 

 

Q11b. Why would you prefer to provide feedback via (insert answer from Q11a)? 

 

 Online In writing Email 

Over the 

phone to the 

Contact 

Centre 

In person at 

a Service 

Centre 

Base 321 60 95 93 19 

Prefer to talk to someone 0%▼ 0% 0% 50%▲ 69%▲ 

Confident/trust method 6% 30%▲ 2%▼ 6% 42%▲ 

So I can fully explain the issue 13% 25% 5%▼ 14% 49%▲ 

Quickest method 25% 3%▼ 20% 17% 2%▼ 

Access after hours 17% 2%▼ 9% 6% 0% 

Ease/convenience 81%▲ 29%▼ 77% 55% 6%▼ 

Record of feedback 11% 28%▲ 22% 1%▼ 0% 

Preferred method depends on feedback 4% 3% 0% 1% 5% 

Not sure 0% 3%▲ 0% 0% 0% 

Likelihood of reply 0%▼ 3% 1% 1% 13%▲ 

 

Note: Only responses greater than 10 for at least one category are shown here. 
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Feedback 
Summary 

 

Only 10% of residents had provided feedback to the government via a government website, with 

‘improve communication/follow ups’ the primary suggestion for improvement. 
 

Q12a. In the past year or so, have you provided feedback to the ACT Government via a government website? 

 

 
Q12b. How could this online feedback service be improved? 

 

Code Count 

Happy with the service provided 28 

Improve communication/follow up 24 

Faster response time 5 

Improve user friendliness of website 5 

Attitude of staff 1 

Improve complaints handling 1 

Not sure  1 

Registration for chat service 1 

Should have been more impartial 1 

 
 

 

Yes

10%

No

90%
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Questionnaire 
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Access Canberra 

Customer Satisfaction Survey 

January 2016 

 

Section 1: Awareness and Usage 

 

Q1. Before today were you aware of the ACT Government service known as Access Canberra? 

 

O Yes - aware 

O No - unaware 

 

Access Canberra is a customer service facility that replaced a number of other services, such as 

Canberra Connect, Office of Regulatory Services, etc. about a year ago.  Access Canberra allows 

ACT residents to access a whole range of ACT Government Services, such as car registrations, 

building approvals, licences, and rate payments. Residents can use Access Canberra to perform 

services, seek advice, provide feedback, lodge complaints, etc.  Access Canberra has Service 

Centres that you can visit, a phone centre you can call, plus an interactive website, and other 

services for businesses. 

 

Q2a. Which, if any, of the following Access Canberra services have you used in the past 12 months? 

Prompt (MR) 

 

O Visited an Access Canberra Service Centre 

O Called the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre (13 22 81) 

O Looked at or used the Access Canberra website 

O Been visited at your work by an Access Canberra representative/inspector 

O None of these (do not prompt)  (Go to Q7a) 

 

Q2b. Based on all your dealings with Access Canberra in the last 12 months, overall how satisfied were 

you with the service? Prompt 

 

O Very satisfied 

O Satisfied 

O Neither 

O Dissatisfied 

O Very dissatisfied 

O Can’t say (do not prompt) 

 

Q2c. And based on all your dealings with Access Canberra in the last 12 months, overall how easy is it 

to deal with Access Canberra? Prompt 

 

O Very easy 

O Easy 

O Difficult 

O Very difficult 

O Not sure/don't know (do not prompt) 
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Routing Instructions: 

 If less than 3 selected between Q2A.A1, Q2A.A2 or Q2A.A3 skip Q3 

 If Q2A.A1, Q2A.A2 AND Q2A.A3 selected, ask Q3 

 

Q3. Of the following three ways of dealing with Access Canberra, which two have you conducted 

most recently? Prompt (MR) 

 

O Visited an Access Canberra Service Centre (Go to Q4a) 

O Called the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre (13 22 81) (Go to Q5a) 

O Looked at or used the Access Canberra website (Go to Q6a) 

 

Section 2i: Service Centres 

 

Routing Instructions: 

Answer section 2i if Q3.A1 or Q2A.A1 and not Q3.A1, Q3.A2 or Q3.A3 

 

Q4a. Thinking of your most recent visit to an Access Canberra Service Centre, which Service Centre did 

you attend? Prompt if necessary 

 

O Woden 

O Tuggeranong 

O Belconnen 

O MVR Dickson 

O Gungahlin 

O Civic Driver Licence Service 

O DPMH Dickson 

O Mitchell 

O Fyshwick 

O Not sure/can't recall (do not prompt) 

 

Q4b. Was this most recent contact for private or business purposes? 

 

O Private 

O Business 

 

Q4c. What was this contact in relation to? Prompt if necessary (MR) 

 

O Building approval 

O Car registration 

O Drivers licence 

O Business licence 

O Business inspection 

O Rates payment 

O Feedback  

O Complaint 

O Disability information/pass 

O Dog registration 

O Injured wildlife 

O Personalised number plates 

O Working with vulnerable people card 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 
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Q4d. How many times did you have to contact Access Canberra before your issue was resolved? 

 

O One 

O Two 

O Three 

O Four 

O Five 

O More than five 

O Don’t know (do not prompt) 

 

Q4e. How easy was it to deal with the Access Canberra Service Centre? Prompt 

 

O Very easy 

O Easy 

O Difficult 

O Very difficult 

O Unsure/don't know (do not prompt) (Go to Q4g) 

 

Q4f. Why do you say that it was [Q4e]? Do not prompt (MR) 

 

O Able to complete in one visit 

O Quick - didn’t have to wait long 

O Person was knowledgeable 

O Had to come back 

O Had to wait a long time 

O Person didn’t appear to be knowledgeable 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 

 

Q4g. Now I’d like you to think about the actual customer service you experienced during your last visit 

regardless of whether or not you were satisfied with the outcome from that visit. Overall, how 

satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the service you received at the Service Centre during your 

last visit? Prompt (SR) 

 

O Very satisfied (Go to Q4i) 

O Satisfied 

O Neither 

O Dissatisfied 

O Very dissatisfied 

O Unsure/don’t know (do not prompt) 

 

Q4h. What would have to change to make you very satisfied with the Access Canberra Service Centre 

service? 

 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
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Q4i. Using a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is very dissatisfied and 5 is very satisfied, overall, how satisfied or 

dissatisfied were you with each of the following in relation to your most recent visit to the Access 

Canberra Service Centre service? Prompt (SR per item) 
 

 Very Very 

 dissatisfied satisfied 

 1 2 3 4 5 C/S 

Standards: 

How polite staff were O O O O O O 

The knowledge of the staff O O O O O O 

The amount of time taken by staff to assist you O O O O O O 

Staff clearly explaining what you needed to know O O O O O O 

The willingness of staff to assist you O O O O O O 

The fairness of the staff in dealing with 

your transaction O O O O O O 

How easy the information was to understand O O O O O O 

The staff thoroughly handling your matter O O O O O O 

The speed of response O O O O O O 
 

Channel specific: 

The Concierge who may have greeted you 

when you arrived O O O O O O 

The length of time you waited to be served O O O O O O 

 

Section 2ii: Contact Centre 

 

Routing Instructions: 

Answer section 2ii if Q3.A2 or Q2A.A2 and not Q3.A1, Q3.A2 or Q3.A3 

 

Q5a. You mentioned earlier that you have called the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre 13 22 

81 in the past 6 months.  Thinking of your most recent call to the telephone Contact Centre, was it 

for private or business purposes? 

 

O Private 

O Business 

 

Q5b. What was this most recent contact in relation to? Prompt if necessary (MR) 

 

O Building approval 

O Car registration 

O Drivers licence 

O Business licence 

O Business inspection 

O Rates payment 

O Feedback  

O Complaint 

O Disability information/pass 

O Dog registration 

O Injured wildlife 

O Personalised number plates 

O Working with vulnerable people card 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 
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Q5c. How many times did you have to contact Access Canberra before your issue was resolved? 

 

O One 

O Two 

O Three 

O Four 

O Five 

O More than five 

O Don’t know (do not prompt) 

 

Q5d. How easy was it to deal with the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre? Prompt 

 

O Very easy 

O Easy 

O Difficult 

O Very difficult 

O Unsure/don't know (do not prompt) (Go to Q5f) 

 

Q5e. Why do you say that it was [Q5d]? Do not prompt (MR) 

 

O Able to complete in one call 

O Quick, didn’t have to wait long 

O Person was knowledgeable 

O Had to ring back 

O Had to wait a long time 

O Person didn’t appear to be knowledgeable 

O Transferred and had a poor experience 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 

 

Q5f. Now I’d like you to think about the actual customer service you experienced during your call 

regardless of whether or not you were satisfied with the outcome from that call.  Overall, how 

satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the service you received from the Contact Centre during 

your last call? Prompt (SR) 

 

O Very satisfied (Go to Q5h) 

O Satisfied  

O Neither  

O Dissatisfied 

O Very dissatisfied 

O Unsure (do not prompt) 

 

Q5g. What would have to change to make you very satisfied with the Access Canberra telephone 

Contact Centre service? 

 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
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Q5h. Using a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is very dissatisfied and 5 is very satisfied, overall, how satisfied or 

dissatisfied were you with the following in relation to your most recent call to the Access Canberra 

telephone service? Prompt (SR per item) 
 

 Very Very 

 dissatisfied satisfied 

 1 2 3 4 5 C/S 

Standards: 

How polite staff were O O O O O O 

The knowledge of the staff O O O O O O 

The amount of time taken by staff to assist you O O O O O O 

Staff clearly explaining what you needed to know O O O O O O 

The willingness of staff to assist you O O O O O O 

The fairness of the staff in dealing with  

your transaction O O O O O O 

How easy the information was to understand O O O O O O 

The staff thoroughly handling your matter O O O O O O 

The speed of response O O O O O O 
 

Channel specific: 

The length of time you waited on the line for  

a Consultant to speak to you O O O O O O 

The ease of getting through to someone who  

could assist O O O O O O 

 

Section 2iii: Website 

 

Routing Instructions: 

Answer section 2iii if Q3.A2 or Q2A.A2 and not Q3.A1, Q3.A2 or Q3.A3 

 

Q6a. You mentioned earlier that you have used the Access Canberra website in the past 6 months.  

Thinking of your most recent use of the website, was it for private or business purposes? 

 

O Private 

O Business 

 

Q6b. What was this most recent online visit in relation to? Prompt if necessary (MR) 

 

O Building approval 

O Car registration 

O Drivers licence 

O Business licence 

O Business inspection 

O Rates payment 

O Feedback  

O Complaint 

O Disability information/pass 

O Dog registration 

O Injured wildlife 

O Personalised number plates 

O Working with vulnerable people card 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 
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Q6c. How many times did you have to contact Access Canberra before your issue was resolved? 

 

O One 

O Two 

O Three 

O Four 

O Five 

O More than five 

O Don’t know (do not prompt) 

 

Q6d. When you last used the website, did you: Prompt (SR) 

 

O Use a desktop or laptop computer  

O Use a mobile device like a tablet or phone 

O Not sure (do not prompt) 

 

Q6e. How easy was it to find the information or services you were seeking on the Access Canberra 

website? Prompt 

 

O Very easy 

O Easy 

O Difficult 

O Very difficult 

O Unsure/don't know (do not prompt) (Go to Q6g) 

 

Q6f. Why do you say that it was [Q6e]? Do not prompt (MR) 

 

O Able to complete transaction in one website visit 

O Information clearly presented 

O Form easy to fill out 

O Had to find documents/card to complete transaction online 

O Had a slow Internet speed 

O Didn’t understand the information/question on the form 

O Had difficulty navigating/finding what I was after 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 

 

Q6g. Overall, how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the Access Canberra website when you last 

used it? Prompt (SR) 

 

O Very satisfied 

O Satisfied  

O Neither  

O Dissatisfied 

O Very dissatisfied 

O Unsure (do not prompt) 
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Section 3: Overall Perceptions of Access Canberra 

 

Q7a. Using a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is strongly disagree and 5 is strongly agree, based on all you know 

of Access Canberra, even if you have not used their services, overall how much do you agree or 

disagree that Access Canberra…? Prompt (SR per item) 
 

 Strongly Strongly 

 disagree agree 

 1 2 3 4 5 C/S 
 

Makes it easy to access an ACT Government service O O O O O O 

Makes it easy for Canberra residents and local  

businesses to find out about ACT Government  

information O O O O O O 

Makes it easy to find the right person to talk to in the  

ACT Government O O O O O O 

Makes it easy to give feedback O O O O O O 

Makes it easy to pay ACT Government bills O O O O O O 

 

Q7b. If there was one area of service delivery in ACT Government you could fix, what would it be? Do 

not prompt (SR) 

 

O Government actually getting back to me after I've contacted them 

O Quicker approvals 

O Knowing where things are up to in processes 

O Having everything dealt with on a matter through just one area; not dealing with multiple 

areas 

O Requirements being simpler, e.g. proof of something, documentation 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 

O Nothing  

 

Section 4: Service Delivery Options 

 

I’d now like to ask you some questions about how Access Canberra services could be improved. 

 

Q8a. If you had to visit any of the Access Canberra Service Centres, which one of the following 

timeslots would suit you the best? Prompt (SR) 

 

O Weekdays, 9am to 5pm 

O Weekdays, open earlier than 9.00am 

O Weekdays, close later than 5.00pm 

O Saturdays from 8.45am to 12.00 noon 

O Not sure (do not prompt) (Go to Q9) 

 

Q8b. Which other timeslots, if any, would also suit you? Prompt (MR) 

 

O Weekdays, 9am to 5pm 

O Weekdays, open earlier than 9.00am 

O Weekdays, close later than 5.00pm 

O Saturdays from 8.45am to 12.00 noon 

O Not sure (do not prompt) 

O No other timeslots would be suitable (do not prompt) 
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Q9. Thinking now about the Access Canberra telephone Contact Centre, if it was available, how likely 

is it that you would schedule a call back from Access Canberra if you call them and their lines are 

busy? Prompt 

 

O Very likely 

O Somewhat likely 

O Not very likely 

O Not at all likely 

O Not sure (do not prompt) 

 

Q10. Which method would you prefer to receive your ACT Government bills? Prompt (SR) 

 

O Text message (SMS) 

O Email 

O Secure online customer account or mailbox 

O App on mobile device 

O Hard copy letter in the post 

O None of these (do not prompt) 

O Not sure (do not prompt) 

 

Section 5: Feedback 

 

Q11a. Now I’d like to ask you about providing feedback to ACT Government. If you wanted to provide 

feedback to ACT Government, how would you most prefer to provide it? Do NOT Prompt (SR) 

 

O In person at a Service Centre 

O Over the phone to the Contact Centre 

O Online 

O In writing 

O Social Media, e.g. Twitter 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 

O Not sure (do not prompt) (Go to Q12a) 

 

Q11b. Why would you prefer to provide feedback via [Q11a]? Do not prompt (MR) 

 

O Prefer to talk to someone 

O Confident/trust method 

O So I can fully explain the issue 

O Quickest method 

O Access after hours 

O Ease/convenience 

O Record of feedback 

O Preferred method depends on feedback 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 

O Not sure (do not prompt) 

 

Q12a. In the past year or so, have you provided feedback to the ACT Government via a government 

website? 

 

O Yes 

O No (Go to Q13) 

 

Q12b. How could this online feedback service be improved? 

 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
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Section 6: Demographics 

 

The following information is used for demographic purposes only. 

 

Q13. Gender: 

 

O Male 

O Female 

 

Q14. Please stop me when I read out your age group: Prompt 

 

O 18–24 

O 25-34 

O 35-44 

O 45-54 

O 55-64 

O 65+ 

O Refused (do not prompt) 

 

Q15. What is your family status? Prompt 

 

O Single/living alone 

O Single parent (children at home) 

O Couple (children at home) 

O Couple (no children at home) 

O Group/shared household 

O Refused (do not prompt) 

 

Q16. Which of the following best describes your current employment status? Prompt (SR) 

 

O Currently in full time paid employment 

O Currently in part time paid employment (at least 10 hours a week) 

O Currently in casual paid employment 

O Studying at school, TAFE, or university 

O Retired from paid employment 

O Currently looking for paid employment 

O Home duties 

O Other (please specify)……………………… 

O Refused/Can't say (do not prompt) 
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D1. Which suburb do you live in? 

 

O Acton  O Duffy  O Hume  O Parkes  

O Ainslie  O Dunlop  O Isaacs  O Pearce  

O Amaroo  O Evatt  O Isabella Plains  O Phillip  

O Aranda  O Fadden  O Jacka  O Pialligo  

O Banks  O Farrer  O Kaleen  O Pierces Creek 

O Barton  O Fisher  O Kambah  O Red Hill  

O Beard  O Florey  O Kingston  O Reid  

O Belconnen  O Flynn  O Latham  O Richardson  

O Bonner  O Forde  O Lawson  O Rivett  

O Bonython  O Forrest  O Lyneham  O Russell  

O Braddon  O Franklin  O Lyons  O Scullin  

O Bruce  O Fraser  O Macarthur  O Spence  

O Calwell  O Fyshwick  O Macgregor  O Stirling  

O Campbell  O Garran  O Macquarie  O Symonston  

O Casey  O Gilmore  O Mawson  O Tharwa  

O Chapman  O Giralang  O McKellar  O Theodore  

O Charnwood  O Gordon  O Melba  O Torrens  

O Chifley  O Gowrie  O Mitchell  O Turner  

O Chisholm  O Greenway  O Molonglo  O Uriarra Village  

O City (Civic) O Griffith  O Monash  O Wanniassa  

O Conder  O Gungahlin  O Narrabundah  O Waramanga  

O Cook  O Hackett  O Ngunnawal  O Watson  

O Coombs  O Hall  O Nicholls  O Weetangera  

O Crace  O Harrison  O Oaks Estate  O Weston  

O Curtin  O Hawker  O O'Connor  O Williamsdale 

O Deakin  O Higgins  O O'Malley  O Wright  

O Denman Prospect  O Holder  O Oxley  O Yarralumla  

O Dickson  O Holt  O Page  

O Downer  O Hughes  O Palmerston  

O Other (please specify)………………………………… 

 

This concludes our survey. Thank you so much for your time and assistance, your feedback is extremely 

important. 

 



*Estimates - QTON No. E16-59 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
FOR THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 
MR BRENDAN SMYTH MLA (CHAIR), MR JAYSON HINDER MLA (DEPUTY CHAIR), Ms Joy BURCH MLA, MR STEVE DOSZPOT MLA 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Asked by Ms Burch MLA on 21 June 2016: The Chief Minister took on notice the following 
question(s): 

[Ref: Hansard Transcript, 21 June 2016, pp. 342-343] 

In relation to: Breakdown on where data on Access Canberra inspections is available 

THE CHAIR: Where would one get data, for instance, on the number of health inspections? 

Mr Peffer: We can provide-

[ ... ] 

THE CHAIR: [ ... ] If you did not have the opportunity to sit here, how would you find that 

information if you were interested? 

Mr Barr: The annual report. 

THE CHAIR: Just in the annual report? 

Mr Peffer: I might just have to check that. I have a feeling that we publish the number of 

inspections on our website-sorry; on the open government website, not our own. 

THE CHAIR: So it is on the open government website? 

Mr Peffer: That is correct. 

MS BURCH: Could you provide a ready reckoner about where various data sets are 

published, whether it is on an open government website or in your annual reports? Could 

you just point us to where this data may exist? 

Mr Nicol: We will have a look. 

Mr Peffer: Sure. 

[ ... ] 

MS BURCH: Just existing, where it already is. 1 3 JUL 2016 

Mr Nicol: Yes. 



THE CHAIR: If you could take that on notice and provide as much as you can, that would be 

appreciated. 

CHIEF MINISTER: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

The data for inspections conducted by Access Canberra is published in the annual report and is also 

available on the Access Canberra website: 

https:Uwww.accesscanberra.act.gov.au/app/answers/detail/a id/1782#tabs-2 

The 2015/16 data will include the inspection of food businesses, which Access Canberra 

commenced responsibility for in July 2015. 

Approved for circulation to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 

Signature: ~~ Date: r~. 7.16 

By the Chief Minister, Andrew Barr MLA 
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*Estimates - QTON No. E16-60 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
FOR THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES 2016-17 

ANSWER TO QUESTION TAKEN ON NOTICE 

DURING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

- 1 JUL 2010 

Asked by MR SMYTH on 22 June 2016: MR DAWES took on notice the following question(s): 

Ref: Proof Hansard Transcript for 22 June 2016 [PAGE 458] 

In relation to: Business Case -Aquis Casino Proposal 

Timeframe and detail of process to be provided on the evaluation of the Aquis proposal 

MR SMYTH: Perhaps you can outline the process now. Aquis has now given you a new business 

case, as of last Friday. It is asking for 200 machines. What happens now, and what is the time frame 

for that? 

Mr Gentleman: Mr Dawes, would you go through that process. 

Mr Dawes: Yes; no problems. Obviously, now that we have received that, the stage 2 proposal will 

be evaluated. There is a regulatory framework to apply to the poker machine operation and other 

gaming products-the harm minimisation framework that the casino would be expected to adhere 

to, the taxation community contribution arrangements applying to the casino, the land use and 

other development matters, the associated investment opportunities, economic tourism and 

benefits. The criteria that all investment proposals are assessed against include the public interest. 

The proposal must align with the ACT government's strategic economic and social environmental 

policy objectives. There is the public value. The list goes on. There is a lot of work to be done over 

the course of the next few months to evaluate this particular proposal. 

MR SMYTH: Your expectation is that the evaluation will take how long? 

Mr Dawes: I would have to come back to you with an exact time frame. As I said, the first meeting 

is only going to occur tomorrow. That will assess the different elements and the different parts of 

government that have to do some of the work. It is going to take a few months. 

Mr Gentleman: The answer to the Member's question is as follows:-

Aquis Entertainment submitted its business case to Innovate Canberra on 17 June 2016 outlining its 
plan to redevelop Canberra Casino. Rigorous assessment of this business case will now be 
undertaken. 

The Government will need time to carefully consider this new proposal and will respond to Aq uis in 
due course. 



The Aquis proposal requires careful consideration of a range of issues including: 
• the regulatory framework to apply to poker machine operation and other gaming products; 

• the harm minimisation framework to which the Casino will be expected to adhere; 
• the taxation and community contribution arrangements applying to the Casino; 
• land use and other development matters; and 

• associated investment opportunities, economic and tourism benefits. 

The criteria that all unsolicited bid investment proposals are assessed against include: 
• public interest: the proposal must align with the ACT Government's strategic economic, 

social, and environmental policy objectives; 
• public value: the proposal must represent value-for-money, in that the proposal is an 

effective and efficient use of support or facilitation provided by the Government; and 

• feasibility: the practicality and achievability of the proposal. 

There are also key general principles to support the decision-making process, including: 
• to encourage unique and innovative opportunities and ideas from the private sector that 

provide economic development opportunities for the ACT; 

• to ensure the process is not used to circumvent existing ACT Government processes; 
• to balance rewarding genuinely unique and innovative proposals against what might 

otherwise be achieved through an open procurement process; and 

• to recognise that there may be opportunities to realise value beyond the current focus of 
Government. 

Given the range of issues against which the proposal will be assessed, the regulatory framework 
considerations that impact on this sector, and the community interest and consultation processes 
that will apply should Government consider further progression of the proposal, an overall 
timeframe for completion cannot be nominated at this stage. 

Approved for circulation to the Select Committee on Estimates 2016-17 

Signature~ .,, Date: ~;{,/'&, 

By the Minister for Racing and Gaming, Mick Gentleman MLA 
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