PORTFOLIO COMMITTEE NO. 5 - LEGAL AFFAIRS
Friday, 5 March 2021

Examination of proposed expenditure for the portfolio area

SPORT, MULTICULTURALISM, SENIORS AND VETERANS

| CORRECTED

The Committee met at 09:30

MEMBERS
The Hon. Robert Borsak (Chair)

The Hon. Rose Jackson
The Hon. Trevor Khan
The Hon. Natasha Maclaren-Jones
The Hon. Shaoquett Moselmane
Mr David Shoebridge (Deputy Chair)
The Hon. Natalie Ward

PRESENT

The Hon. Dr Geoff Lee, Minister for Sport, Multiculturalism, Seniors and Veterans



CORRECTIONS TO TRANSCRIPT OF COMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS
Corrections should be marked on a photocopy of the proof and forwarded to:

Budget Estimates secretariat
Room 812

Parliament House
Macquarie Street

SYDNEY NSW 2000






Friday, 5 March 2021 Legislative Council Page 1
CORRECTED

The CHAIR: Welcome to the public hearing for the inquiry into budget estimates 2020-2021 initial
hearings. Before | commence, | would like to acknowledge the Gadigal people, who are the traditional custodians
of this land. | would also like to pay respect to Elders past, present and emerging of the Eora nation and extend
that respect to other Aboriginals present. I welcome Minister Lee and accompanying officials to this hearing.
Today the Committee will examine the proposed expenditure for the portfolios of Sport, Multiculturalism, Seniors
and Veterans. Today's hearing is open to the public and is being broadcast live via the Parliament's website. In
accordance with broadcasting guidelines, while members of the media may film or record Committee members
and witnesses, people in the public gallery should not be the primary focus of any filming or photography. | would
also like to remind media representatives that they must take responsibility for what they publish about the
Committee's proceedings. The guidelines for the broadcast of proceedings are available from the secretariat.

All witnesses in budget estimates have a right to procedural fairness according to the procedural fairness
resolution adopted by the House in 2018. There may be some questions that a witness could only answer if they
had more time or with certain documents to hand. In these circumstances, witnesses are advised that they can take
a question on notice and provide an answer within 21 days. | remind Minister Lee and the officers accompanying
him that they are free to pass notes and refer directly to advisers seated at the table behind them. Any messages
from advisers or members' staff seated in the public gallery should be delivered through the Committee secretariat.
We expect the transcripts for this hearing to be available on the web from tomorrow morning. Finally, could
everyone turn their mobile phones to silent for the duration of the hearing. All witnesses will be sworn prior to
giving evidence. Minister Lee, | remind you that you do not need to be sworn as you have already sworn an oath
to your office as a member of Parliament.
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MICHAEL COUTTS-TROTTER, Secretary, Department of Communities and Justice, on former oath
CAROLINE MACKANESS, Director, Office of Veterans Affairs, sworn and examined

JOSEPH LA POSTA, Chief Executive Officer, Multicultural NSW, sworn and examined

KAREN JONES, Chief Executive Officer, Office of Sport, affirmed and examined

SIMON DRAPER, Chief Executive Officer, Infrastructure NSW, sworn and examined

KERRIE MATHER, Chief Executive Officer, Venues NSW, sworn and examined

The CHAIR: Today's hearing will be conducted from 9.30 a.m. until 12.30 p.m. with the Minister, and
from 2.00 p.m. until 5.00 p.m. with departmental witnesses, with questions from Opposition and crossbench
members only. If required, an additional 15 minutes is allocated at the end of each session for Government
questions. As there is no provision for any witness to make an opening statement before the Committee
commences questioning, we will begin with questions from the Opposition.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Thank you, Minister. You must have been a bit put out when John Sidoti
resigned as the Minister for Sport, Multiculturalism, Seniors and Veterans, considering you have been doing the
job for 18 months.

Dr GEOFF LEE: No. It is business as usual. Was that a proper question?

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: It is business as usual, is it?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Yes, business as usual.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Are you in fact still the acting Minister? What is your status right now?

Dr GEOFF LEE: | amthe Minister for Sport, Multiculturalism, Seniors and Veterans, and the Minister
for Skills and Tertiary Education, and the member for Parramatta.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Have you asked the Premier to remain permanent in the Sport,
Multiculturalism, Seniors and Veterans portfolio? Is that something that you have requested?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Look, | have many conversations with the Premier about many different things and
those conversations remain private.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: s it a portfolio that you have been enjoying, very enthusiastic about,
dedicated to and something that you look forward to continue doing?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can | say that it has been an absolute honour and privilege to serve the people of
New South Wales in the role of Acting Minister for Sport, Multiculturalism, Seniors and Veterans. We have
absolutely done some wonderful things—things that I never thought were possible and things that are serving our
community. I mean, one only has to look at the decisions and the legislation that we have passed, such as the
venues legislation merging the Sydney Cricket and Sports Ground Trust [SCGT] and Venues NSW to create one
entity to manage all the State's significant sporting infrastructure, looking at developing a strategy for veterans—
a wonderful opportunity—and looking at our response to COVID-19 through all of the lenses, especially sport
and understanding the key role that sport plays at the community level, with millions of people playing community
sport and the important impact not only on a healthy lifestyle but on the social cohesion of people being able to
get out and do things.

It has been an absolute honour. | think March was the start of COVID and, | tell you, it has just been
a privilege to be able to influence those decisions about how our Government managed the process. | think anyone
would look at world standards in terms of New South Wales being an exemplar to the rest of the world about
managing COVID, getting on with government, and taking health risks. I mean, there was one point when we
actually closed down all sports so no-one could actually play on the weekend. That was a particularly difficult
time, when people were saying, "When can we get out of our houses? When can my son or daughter or | go back
and play sport?" Sporting organisations were finding it really difficult at that time to even collect fees and to
sustain, but we managed to get through those processes. Multicultural communities played a key role in managing
COVID. | think, if there is anything, look at our multicultural communities and commend them for spreading the
message and sending the right message to their community of having to actually comply by those health
regulations.

I remember the time that we had to advise the Christian leaders, for instance, that you could not have
services on Easter Friday. Good Friday was a difficult time. Similarly, for the Islamic community not having the
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family and social gatherings during Ramadan—these are deeply ingrained cultural celebrations. We actually asked
our religious leaders to say that they could not attend their places of worship. Those communities spread that
message and followed in line with government health orders and | think the results are clear to see for everybody.
We were able not to eliminate—and | do not think we have ever tried to eliminate COVID—but to really control
COVID. Similarly with Anzac Day, we see with the portfolio of Office for Veteran Affairs, this is the first—
Anzac Day would arguably be the most important day in our nation's calendar. It was tough but we worked with
RSL NSW and other ex-service organisations. But to say to our veterans, some of them Second World War, and
our diggers, "You cannot actually go and do your morning services. You cannot go to a march"—and can
I commend Ray James and RSL NSW for their strong advocacy on keeping veterans, who are some of the most
vulnerable communities, safe.

Standing at the end of the driveway to commemorate Anzac Day and pay tribute to our service personnel,
both serving and past serving, and the people that paid the ultimate sacrifice was particularly important. What it
showed was that the community right throughout New South Wales is aligned to doing whatever they can to
commemorate. | think more people were actually involved in it and it was a great time; similarly Remembrance
Day. Your question is: Has it been a great experience? Absolutely. We have been able to do things in the height
of a one-in-100-year pandemic that nobody else would actually be able to do. We have Kerrie Mather here today
looking after Venues NSW—some of our largest sporting venues and our biggest infrastructure that is State
owned, where we could not actually have crowds. People could not go, but we continued on to manage the
situation.

I will let her talk later on and | am sure you will have some questions about our venues assets and the
hundreds of thousands of people that have gone to our sporting assets infrastructure. We have been able to control
the spread of COVID through COVID safety plans, modifying our operations and changing our procedures. The
answer to your question, Ms Jackson, is that it has been an absolute pleasure. | have certainly learned a lot. | am
privileged to be surrounded by a great team—not only from my office of Sport, Multiculturalism, Seniors and
Veterans but really the opportunity to work with the departments and the agencies to deliver for the people of
New South Wales.

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: After that answer, why don't we all just go home?

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: The word around is that you will not be the Minister.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Is that a question or is it a comment?

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: No, it was just a comment in response.

Dr GEOFF LEE: | appreciate your level of support. Luckily, Shaoquett, it is not up to you to decide.
The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: It is the truth.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: It is an important portfolio and it is an important time as well. There was
quite a lot of feedback that it was pretty disrespectful to have a temporary Minister in such an important portfolio.
All of the things you said at length in that beautiful speech, Minister, about how important this work is at such an
important time and yet you are an Acting Minister.

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: You could have asked the Premier that yesterday.
The Hon. NATASHA MACLAREN-JONES: Is there a question?

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Do you think that is disrespectful to the veterans, to the seniors and to
the multicultural community? Do you think it is disrespectful at this important time to have an acting Minister for
18 months?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Your inferences are absolutely wrong and you were highly disrespectful and insulting
in that question. | feel you were insulting to me. | have put my passion and my life into this portfolio. There is not
a Minister that does not put their heart and soul into this. | continued to put my heart and soul into it while | was
Acting Minister, with all the powers of the Minister. As Minister for Sport, Multiculturalism, Seniors and Veterans
I continue to champion the causes of my agencies. It was not a speech that | just gave you; it was the reflections
from my heart to say how well the portfolios have performed in some very difficult circumstances. We had to
answer questions from the 95 sporting organisations that we caught up with on Zoom every week. We had to
explain to them that they could not actually enrol or have sporting activities on the weekend, so their five-year-olds
or seven-year-olds could not play sport. It is appalling that you would even think of politicising that part of our
response to the pandemic.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: We are in budget estimates, Minister. Give me a break.
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Dr GEOFF LEE: Well, you are politicising. You asked me a question and I told you I think it is insulting
to say. We have looked after the community to the best of our ability. The results are significant. We have made
it through the pandemic but it is not over yet. We will continue to be passionate, support our communities at all
times and do the best thing for the people of New South Wales.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: 1 do not really want to doubt your commitment to the portfolio areas but
do you think that they would have had an Acting Health Minister, Treasurer or Education Minister for 18 months?
It is not about your personally trying hard in these areas. It is the fact that these areas were treated disrespectfully
by having a temporary Minister for 18 months when you would not see that in other areas of the Cabinet, would
you?

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Point of order: | allowed the last one but it is a question-and-answer
session, not a speech by the Hon. Rose Jackson.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: To the point of order: It is a legitimate question, Chair.
The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: 1t is not even within a bull's roar of being a question. It is a speech.

The CHAIR: Order! We are in the business of asking questions and hopefully getting answers—usually
non-answers, but we are in the business of getting answers.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | gave the Minister a lot of attitude with his answers previously and
I want him to say whether he thinks the Premier would have allowed—

The CHAIR: Can I finish? I am actually ruling.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Sorry, Chair.

The CHAIR: Me chairman, you not.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Me deputy-deputy.

The CHAIR: Yes. We are here to ask questions. A lot of latitude is given in relation to making
statements and preambles and all that sort of thing, but please ask the questions and the Minister will decide how
he will answer them.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Do you think that the Government would have allowed a temporary,
Acting Health Minister or Treasurer or Education Minister for 18 months?

Dr GEOFF LEE: 1 will certainly not engage in any hypotheticals like you are asking. It is up to the
Premier, and | serve at her discretion. 1 am very proud of serving in the Cabinet or as a backbencher as she sees
fit.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: We will move on to the Greater Sydney Sports grants. | have a copy here
of the Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund expression of interest [EOI] stage assessment October 2019. This
might be for the Minister or Ms Jones. | want to confirm that that was the document that was used to provide
assessment and numerical scores for the Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund 2019.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Whilst Ms Jones is reviewing, can | just say for the benefit of the Committee that the
Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund was a program focusing on upgrading and providing new facilities that are
multipurpose, improve amenities—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: 1 did not ask a question about it.
The CHAIR: Minister, could you speak into the microphone?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Sorry. I thought I would help the Committee while Ms Jones is reviewing that
document by looking at the great things that the Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund is doing in terms of providing
valuable infrastructure in our communities throughout Greater Sydney. It upgrades facilities or builds new
facilities through a different process. There is a whole criteria and | think that is what Ms Jones is looking at now.

Ms JONES: Thank you, Minister. I can confirm that this is a working document that was used to inform
the assessment of the Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund for the 2019-20 round.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Were those scores applied as part of the assessment process that was
used to determine which grants would progress to stage two? Is that the purpose of that assessment process?

Ms JONES: The document that you have here is an expression of interest assessment for a specific grant
project or grant application. The document actually outlines one component of the assessment process, being the
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Office of Sport assessment. That assessment would then go to the grant assessment panel where it would also be
considered by other panel members. This was one aspect of that assessment process.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: But it was a necessary aspect. As part of the various inputs that went into
the determination of the grants, this was one box that needed to be ticked.

Ms JONES: Yes. Under the assessment methodology, the grant assessment panel is the panel that
actually goes through and assesses all of the applications. This was one component that fed into that grant
assessment panel process.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Were EOQI stage assessments completed for the 2018 round of the grants?
Ms JONES: Yes, they were.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Why, then, were no EOI stage assessments or weightings provided with
the documents requested under Standing Order 52?

Ms JONES: | will take that on notice. | was not aware, but | will take that on notice.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | have an index of the documents that were provided and | can provide
you with a copy of that, but | can assure you that they were not provided. | am interested to know if that was an
oversight, if it was deliberate or if in fact there were no EOI stage assessments done.

Ms JONES: Thank you, Ms Jackson. | will take that on notice.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: It would be useful if we could have that information by the end of today.

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: She is entitled to take it on notice and the resolution is passed as to how
long. It does not have to be today.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | am entitled to suggest that if documents that were requested under
Standing Order 52 were not provided, then that is a cause for concern. It would be good to quickly ascertain what
has happened to those documents.

Ms JONES: For the benefit of the Committee | am happy to ask my staff to have a look into that today,
but I will take it on notice if | cannot provide an answer for you today.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Thank you, Ms Jones. Minister, let us look in a little bit of detail at some
of the great programs that were funded under the sports facility fund. Concord Golf Club water harvesting received
a score of 12 to progress to the second round. Bankstown Golf Club, 18; Bonnie Doon Golf Club, 19; Terrey Hills
Golf and Country Club, 21—they did not progress. Why is that?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say first up, for the benefit of the Committee, that it is actually a two-stage
process that we follow. There is a whole methodology for assessment. It is done by an independent panel by
stages, overseen by a probity officer at all times. Certainly, | am advised that the process was followed in line
with the assessment methodology and overseen by that probity officer. I do not know if there is anything more
that you can add to that process.

Ms JONES: Sure, Minister.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Why would a project that scored 12 on the assessment criteria proceed
when others that scored 18, 19 or 21 did not? How does that happen?

Dr GEOFF LEE: You may want to say something, Karen, but—
Ms JONES: You go first.

Dr GEOFF LEE: —I certainly approved the recommendations as per the Office of Sport when they
came to me when | was Acting Minister at that time.

Ms JONES: Thank you, Minister. | think we covered this off at the last budget estimates, but I will go
through the process again for the benefit of the Committee. The Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund, as the
Minister said, is a two-stage process. The first stage was that we called for expressions of interest. The expressions
of interest were submitted. There was an assessment process overseen by the independent assessment panel and
it also had attendance by a probity officer. All of the assessment process was actually informed by the assessment
methodology and also the probity plan.

As outlined in that assessment methodology and the probity plan, the actual determination of the grants
goes through the assessment panel and recommendations are then presented to the Minister. The Minister has the
right to make the final decision. For the Greater Sydney fund, like | said before, you have the expressions of
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interest process, through to the grant assessment panel [GAP], through to the Minister. They then called out for
those applications that could proceed to business case or detailed application. Those applications were then invited
to come to us with a business case or detailed application. It goes through a very similar assessment process, again
through the grant assessment panel, overseen by the probity officer. Recommendations are then formulated and
presented to the Minister.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: So that panel that the Office of Sport manages, overseen by the probity
officer, is giving those scores, in a way, based on all of the information that is in this document. As you say, it is
quite clear how those projects are assessed. They are given a score or a weighting, as it were. They are then put
forward to the Minister and, as you say, the Minister then makes a decision. Minister, Ms Jones has explained
how those scores, those weightings, are given to projects, which as she has explained is made by the independent
assessment panel and overseen by the probity officer. So why did you approve the Concord Golf Club water
harvesting when you are looking at it and, on the scores that it has been given, it gets a 12? You look at that and
you go, "Yes, that is one that we are going to fund, but we are not going to do the Bankstown Golf Club,
Bonnie Doon Golf Club, Terrey Hills Golf and Country Club when they go 18, 19 and 21." What is informing
your decision-making at that point to select that project, which scored considerably lower than other projects?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Thank you for that question. Karen will be able to help me. | have the option at either
stage—at the EOI stage, when the projects are recommended by the Office of Sport, or at the final stage, so the
business case and the analysis done by the independent panel, overseen by the probity officer. Certainly I followed
the recommendations from the grant assessment panel and the Office of Sport to approve those and sign those off,
looking at: "Was the process followed and was it in line with overall Government objectives?"

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Similarly, a new swimming facility in the Liverpool local government
area [LGA], with an estimated population growth of 100,000, scores 24 on the assessment. That is a very high
score. It does not get funded. North Sydney pool, with an estimated population growth of 12,000, scored 23. It
did get funded. How did you make that decision? You have got two aquatic projects, one out in Liverpool, which
is a massive growth area and which received a big score from the independent panel at the Office of Sport—no;
North Sydney Olympic Pool—tick.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Ms Jackson, | refer you to my previous answer: We are in line with the
recommendations of the Office of Sport and the recommendations of the grant assessment panel, an independent
panel at both stages and overseen by the probity officer.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: They are not the recommendations. The recommendations, as you
describe them, that the Office of Sport is providing, is a score, a ranking, a weighting. They have done their job.
They have looked at the criteria. They have given them a score. They have then given that information to you.
They have not said, "Fund the Concord Golf Club and the North Sydney Olympic Pool over these other projects."
They have not said that; you have made that decision. | am asking you why you made those decisions.

Dr GEOFF LEE: With all due respect, Ms Jackson, | think you will find that the briefing that comes
up is actually recommendations from the Office of Sport. | oversee that, of course, to make sure that the process
was followed. Can | say that—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Ms Jones, was it the Office of Sport's recommendation to the Minister?

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Point of order: He is actually answering the question. He is entitled to
finish—I would suggest, Chair—his answer before Ms Jackson seeks to jump down somebody else's throat on
this occasion.

The CHAIR: | uphold the point of order.

Dr GEOFF LEE: One of my learned colleagues behind me has just provided the briefing advice to the
Minister, which I understand | did sign off, although it does seem to be a copy. | was asked to approve the funding
of the 19 GAP-recommended projects as listed in tab A and | signed the document approving the funding to three
Office of Sport-recommended eligible projects in response to COVID-19, as listed in tab A and signed. So | had
a look at this, assessed it, took advice from my own office and approved those projects which were supported.
Certainly they were in line with the recommendations from the Office of Sport and the grant panel. If Ms Jones—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Ms Jones, is it the case that the recommendation to fund
Concord Golf Club water harvesting or North Sydney Olympic Pool instead of other projects that ranked more
highly was the recommendation of the Office of Sport?

Ms JONES: If | can just clarify a few things, it is actually the recommendation of the grant assessment
panel.

PORTFOLIO COMMITTEE NO. 5 - LEGAL AFFAIRS



Friday, 5 March 2021 Legislative Council Page 7
CORRECTED

Dr GEOFF LEE: My apologies.

Ms JONES: The Office of Sport actually administers that process. In terms of the actual
recommendations, so the grant assessment panel recommendations are actually presented to the Minister and, as
| said before, as outlined in the assessment methodology and also in the probity plan there is that step of the
Minister approving applications. So as the Minister just quoted from the briefing note which was tabled as part of
the Standing Order 52 documents you will see that in that briefing note those projects that you refer to are
recommended for approval.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Why were they recommended for approval instead of other projects that
rated more highly on the scores that your own office put together?

Ms JONES: The grant assessment panel put it together. Those are recommendations, and as outlined in
the probity plan and also in the assessment methodology the Minister has final say about which projects proceed.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: He is saying, though, when | ask him the same question, "Well, I just
signed a brief with a list of recommendations that were provided to me." Someone is making a decision that
a project that scored 12 on the EOI assessment stage gets funded over a project that scores 21. Someone is making
that decision. Who is that person?

Ms JONES: The final decision rests with the Minister, as outlined in the assessment methodology and
the probity plan.

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: That is why he signs the brief.
Ms JONES: That is very clear.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: That is why he is the Minister.
Ms JONES: It is clearly outlined in those documents.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister, | put it back on you then. Ms Jones has been quite clear: You
are responsible for the decision to fund projects. Why did you fund projects that scored so low on the assessments
that were done by the grant assessment panel instead of projects that ranked considerably higher?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can | say that as Acting Minister in those days when | signed that, | have every
confidence in their methodology process as outlined in the two-stage—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Why were you tinkering with it then?

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Point of order: The witness is entitled to answer without being interrupted
by the member. | ask that you restrain—

The CHAIR: 1 will uphold the point of order.

Dr GEOFF LEE: As I said, | have every confidence as the acting Minister, when | signed off that brief,
that the proper processes were followed. The recommendations came from the assessment panel up to that. I take
into account not only their assessment and the proper process, the two-stage process of an independent panel
overseen by a probity officer at all times. The recommendations then came to me administered, technically | think
it is called, by the Office of Sport, for recommendation. | looked at those and made sure that the process had been
followed as best as | could and also took other factors like whole-of-government priorities, in terms of any other
extraneous factors, in terms of growth corridors—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Political considerations?
Dr GEOFF LEE: No.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Did you have access to the expressions of interest list? Is that something
that was provided to you as part of the brief?

Dr GEOFF LEE: | would have to check with you on the timing. It was just about the time when, from
memory, | was appointed, just shortly after, as Acting Minister. The expressions of interest were advertised, they
were collated and, as Acting Minister, a brief came up to me and said—this is from memory—that these projects
should go to the second stage, which is the full business case analysis project. | note that some 23 projects were
recommended to do a full evaluation based upon their expression of interest and their merit-based expression of
interest in terms of where we needed a full business case, which obviously exposes the people that are putting that
full business case to a significant amount of costs and resources in terms of actually developing a comprehensive
business case that we can actually analyse.
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The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: You do not recall at that point whether the full expressions of interest list
was provided to you?

Dr GEOFF LEE: | am happy to take that on notice just to double-check and make sure | give the
Committee the right answer.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Why did applications for the Margaret Whitlam indoor cricket facility,
Begnell Field, Emu Plains sport and rec and Henley Park not progress past that EOI assessment on round two and
lower scoring applications did? How did that happen?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Certainly can | say that the bottom line is that | have followed the process that was
involved and the recommendations that the independent grant panel put up to me. I did not see why | should vary
those. There was no compelling case to actually vary those recommendations from the independent panel overseen
by a probity officer.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Ms Jones, it was the case that the grant assessment panel are writing their
brief to the Minister, they look at the scores that they themselves have given these applications and they say, "We
are just going to put a line through these ones that have scored high—Margaret Whitlam cricket, Emu Plains sport
and rec—and we are going to circle these ones down here that scored lower and that is what we are going to
recommend to the Minister." Is that the kind of work that the grant assessment panel does?

Ms JONES: | think I have been pretty clear about what the grant assessment panel does. In fact, again,
the assessment methodology and the probity plan actually outline the scope of the grant assessment panel. | can
go through that if you want me to do so. However, in terms of those specific projects you are referring to, | do not
have the full list here with me today. I am more than happy to have a look at those specific projects and provide
you with information around the assessment of those projects and the decision-making that was framed around
those. | can take it on notice.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Ms Jones, you have been quite clear in a way about how the process
works but the frustration is | ask you—

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: No speeches; questions.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: How do | resolve the inconsistency or the circularity of your argument
that it is the Minister who makes the final decision and the Minister's response is, "l just follow the
recommendations from the grant assessment panel”? How do | resolve who is actually responsible for making the
decision to fund low-scoring projects over high-scoring projects? Who wants to put their hand up as being
responsible?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Certainly | am responsible at the end of of the day for the sign-off of all of those
projects. Because | am firmly of the belief that the methodology was used and the process was followed: Two
independent panels, overseen by a probity officer, produced recommendations which | signed off that came
through and were administered by the Office of Sport from the independent panel. Ms Jackson, you can ask me
all day. I am more than happy to sit here until 12.30 p.m. but my answer will always be the same because that is
the answer.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister, do you understand how that does not—it is not necessarily to
satisfy me. It is to satisfy the people who put all of the effort into putting these grant assessments together. The
people from these local sporting clubs, all of the energy and effort, they get that high score, they have ticked all
the boxes, their project does not get funded, and yet other people who scored considerably lower do. Do you
understand how they might be looking for answers as to what they did wrong? Why, after they ticked so many
boxes, can they not get their project funded?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say that one thing that you learn when you are in government—it does not
matter whether it is the Sport portfolio, Multiculturalism, Seniors, Veterans, Skills, Tertiary Education—there is
unlimited demand for the resources of government and that government has to make decisions. It makes the
decisions on the best available information at the time. We rely upon a rigorous methodology and a process. As
I said, in this case it is a two-stage process with independent panels overseen by a probity officer and it is signed
off by the Minister, or the Acting Minister which | was at the time. It would be great to fund every single project
no matter what it was, but the reality is that somebody has to actually make the decisions. It would be wonderful
if 1 could fund every single project, and every single project | am sure is meritorious. | have lots of projects for
my own electorate of Parramatta that | would love to fund, but that is not always the case. | have been very
fortunate and | thank the Government for their support of Parramatta but across the State—

The CHAIR: But Minister, you have the Powerhouse Museum. That is the big one, isn't it?
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Dr GEOFF LEE: Absolutely. And can | say what a wonderful addition, Mr Chair, that that will be for
Parramatta and the people of western Sydney. | think it is only fair and just that we should have access to cultural
infrastructure, especially for our young people in western Sydney. Ninety-five or ninety-eight per cent of the arts
and culture budget is spent on the inner city and eastern suburbs. And the people of western Sydney, where
50 per cent of people live, do not have access. It is an equity issue of allowing our young people and our older
people to have access to cultural infrastructure. But | think that—

The CHAIR: Minister, surely that equity should also apply, as Rose Jackson is saying, in terms of
proportionate and fair allocation of sporting grants.

Dr GEOFF LEE: These are all based upon merit-based applications. Geography does not have
anything—

The CHAIR: Electoral boundaries—nothing to say about that?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Electorate boundaries and geographic boundaries have no influence over the
decision-making. They are all based upon merit-based assessments. As we were saying, there is an independent
panel and a two-stage process. Those then are put forward to me as the Minister for sign-off at stage one. I sign
off the ones to go forward for a full business case; that is based upon their expression of interest. That full business
case is then developed by the applicants. They are assessed again by that independent grant panel overseen by the
probity officer. Then the recommendations come through the Office of Sport who are recommended to me. | sign
off the brief. If you have done an SO 52, | think that is what you call them in the Upper House—

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Yes.

Dr GEOFF LEE: | am sure you have my signed document.

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: About 190 of them so far.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Just a few. Just a couple.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Then | am sure you will be able to see for yourself that | signed those—
The CHAIR: By the time we give you some more you will remember what they are.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister, it is just not fair to say it is a merit-based process. The
assessment that is done by the grant assessment panel to provide scores to the projects on the basis of the criteria,
that has some merit basis to it, some rigour to it. The final decision is completely disconnected from that. The
final decision is not a merit-based decision.

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Is this a question or is it a statement?
The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Or a speech?

The CHAIR: 1 will allow the member to get to the end of her statement. Let's see if there is a question
mark on the end.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: How can you make the claim that it is a merit-based system when you
fund some projects that score 12 and not other projects that score 21? How is that merit based?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Because we have a strong methodology that looks at it. | is a two-stage process. There
is an independent grant panel that assesses those projects at the expression-of-interest stage. | understand that in
the 2019-20 round some 118 expressions of interest were received. Twenty-three of those were invited to
stage two. Again, the recommendations from the independent grant panel were forwarded to me, from memory.
| signed off the final list—that was very new when | was Acting Minister some time ago—and then the business
cases were developed for 23 projects. They were invited to go to stage two.

That obviously encompasses a lot more work by the applicants to justify why we should fund those
projects under this $100 million funding facility. Those were assessed, as | said, by the independent grant panel
overseen by a probity officer. And then those recommendations came through the Office of Sport—the
recommendations from the independent panel—to me, where | oversaw them. | eventually signed them off once
| was satisfied that they reached the objectives of the Government, had followed the correct methodological,
rigorous process and were done in line with the objectives of the whole Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund. | can
keep saying it if you really want me to, but | am sure it is a bit tiresome.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister—

Dr GEOFF LEE: I am just saying—I mean, | do not mind, Ms Jackson. | am happy to keep giving you
the answer because that is the answer.
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The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister, you said that geography was irrelevant in the decisions that you
have made—

Dr GEOFF LEE: Well, within—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Do not cut me off. Every single time you even get towards the end of a
question and | try and ask the next question, | am called a point of order on. Do not cut me off.

Dr GEOFF LEE: | amjust trying to be helpful, Rose, that is all. I am just going to be helpful. I am here
to answer questions.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister, out of the 18 applications that were made in relation to northern
Sydney, six got funded. Twenty-one applications came in for the south; one got funded. How is that fair? Is it just
that people on the North Shore are more meritorious and they are more worthy in your mind? If it is merit, how
on earth do you justify those numbers?

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Well, that is three questions.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Ms Jackson, | first must apologise and just correct something | said before. What
I meant by geography was that electorates do not matter—that is probably better. This fund was specifically for
Greater Sydney, so the project had to be in Greater Sydney. Secondly, there is no criteria for electorates and that
is not a consideration. | do apologise, if | can just confirm that.

The CHAIR: Minister, how do you line up with the Premier's comments about this fund and others
being just another exercise in pork-barrelling?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Certainly that is not my view at all. I cannot comment about what the Premier says,
rather than just simply say that we have a process and an assessment criteria. | will not do it to you, Mr Chair.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: That is what the Premier said, though. She said that the Government uses
grants to curry favour. That is literally what she said. Is that what you do?

Dr GEOFF LEE: No, I follow the process.
The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: "Politically reasonable,” she said, I think.
Dr GEOFF LEE: You will have to ask the Premier that; that is for the Premier to answer for.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: We did and that is what she said. As the head of the Government, she
said that was the way the Government approached the use of grants. So we did ask her that; she was asked. That
is what she said and we are putting it to you. Is that the way that you administer grants?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say, Ms Jackson, with all due respect, I think | have been very clear in what
I have been saying. We have a rigorous assessment methodology. It is a two-stage process. It has an independent
assessment panel at each stage, overseen by a probity officer. Those recommendations by the independent panel
come to me at the end of stage one, at the end of the EOI stage. | then approve those. | have a look at them and
then | make sure that | am satisfied that the process, as described, has been followed. | make sure that they line
up with Government priorities and make sure | am satisfied. At that point, | sign those off and then they go to the
second round, which is the full business case, which is round two.

And then the applicants are asked to submit a full business case to justify that expenditure. They are again
assessed by an independent panel overseen by a probity officer. Those decisions are then forwarded through the
Office of Sport, who administers that process, and they are forwarded to me for my further review. If | am satisfied
that the process has been followed and they are aligned to Government priorities and | am satisfied with the
projects, then I sign them off, which | did. It is quite clear, | think; my details had it. But if you are interested in
geographic spread, | am more than happy to ask Karen Jones to talk about the geographic spread of them.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister, how do you explain that Southern Districts Rugby Union, which
has—

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: It is back to us.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: There are no crossbench questions at all, so you are just going to have to
put up with us continuing.

Dr GEOFF LEE: That is good.
The Hon. NATASHA MACLAREN-JONES: | think it is just you.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Yes.
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The Hon. NATALIE WARD: We are happy with that. We were just saying we need a deputy
Deputy Chair. We have lost both the Chair and the deputy.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: And | am happy she is asking the questions.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: It is a full three hours of Opposition this morning.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Itis going to be a long three hours!

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Yes, tell me about it.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: You should just invite Lynda up here. She could ask them.
Dr GEOFF LEE: Where is Lynda?

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Behind you. She is shadowing you.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | would be more than happy with that. How do you explain why
Southern Districts Rugby Union—which has women's Rugby fifteens and seventeens, and hosted the women's
Rugby Union finals and women's Country v City representative games—did not progress? They did not progress
to the second round. They got a lot of support but they did not progress to the second round, despite your emphasis
on women's sport. Why? What was wrong with their application?

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Tell us, Minister.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say firstly that we are doing everything we can to support the participation and
inclusion of women in sport—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Clearly not.

Dr GEOFF LEE: For far too long—well, you are absolutely wrong. In fact, we did a quick calculation
and our Government in the last 10 years has spent something like 10 times the amount on women's sport than the
Labor Government in the previous decade that you were in power.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Hear, hear!
The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: That is nonsense.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Well, I was in high school then.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I just say our record speaks for itself about a strong investment in women in
sport. Can we do more? Absolutely. Will we do more? Absolutely.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Hear, hear!

Dr GEOFF LEE: Having said that, as | explained before, there is an unlimited demand in terms of
grants and in terms of funding for resources, not just for sport but for a whole heap of different activities
throughout electorates right throughout New South Wales—not just in Sydney. Government eventually has to
make decisions about a limited resource budget. We make those decisions and, like I said, I am not shying away
from that. | signed and approved those recommendations put up by the independent grant panel and administered
by the Office of Sport. I signed them off because | was satisfied that the criteria had been followed, that the process
had been followed, that they were assessed in line with the methodology and that they were in line with
Government priorities. That is how they were funded.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Southern Districts Rugby, despite that considerable investment in
women's sport, did not progress to the second round. Old Barker Rugby Club—Iast year they had no female Rugby
team, no sevens or fifteens; they have only ever had one sevens female team—they were graded "strategic
alignment that meets the objectives of a female-friendly facility" and given $863,000 for extensions on a canteen
and a patio, yet Southern Districts Rugby Union missed out. How does that align with what you just said about
your support for women in sport?

Dr GEOFF LEE: | think you are conflating two different issues. You are saying just because one
application did not progress to the second round for a full expression of interest in consideration—I understand in
round two there were something like 118 expressions of interest that were received for round two. | understand
and have been advised that if we asked every single 118 applicants in the first round, in the expression of interest,
it would actually give each organisation—cost them a huge amount of time, money and resources to put together
applications. So, what we try and do is—the EOQI sets out the conditions and people respond to those conditions,
but we do not want to put a whole impost on a whole heap of people we cannot fund. Realistically the fund has a
certain budget limit: It is $100 million over the time.
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Quite in contrast to you, | think our Government, not only through the strategic direction and Her Sport
Her Way, has been significantly funding women's sport; for instance, in the nearly $51 million worth of
Active Kids vouchers. That is a voucher every six months that you get for an individual—your kids, 4% to 18—
that families can apply for to support their sporting activities. Sporting activities—nowadays in some codes it is
actually very hard for some families struggling on a budget to meet those costs. It has been a landmark success of
our Government in terms of Active Kids. We have also funded $40 million across 22 sporting infrastructure
projects, which included a priority focus on female-friendly facility design.

We also have another $2.6 million for programs and initiatives that reduce barriers and grow participation
for women and girls in sport. | was privileged very early on in my tenure to go to the Dads and Daughters program,
where it looked at allowing fathers with their daughters to learn to play together in terms of rough-and-tumble in
sport—that women can actually do anything. | think that is a particularly great program to allow them to work
with young girls—their daughters—to actually encourage them to say that they can do football, they can do Rugby,
and they can do canoeing and hiking and all these other fun sorts of activities. Every kid should have that
opportunity, if they are allowed. Female sport is at the centre point.

Not so long ago we were out in the regions—and it was not my money, which is great; it was the Deputy
Premier's money, which is even better. He announced a $50 million program to upgrade female-friendly sporting
infrastructure like change rooms throughout the regions. Can | say that that is one of the things our focus is on.
For far too long, female-friendly change rooms and things had not been included in infrastructure, and we are
looking to redress that. | think that is not the finish but just a good start in terms of the regions. A lot of these
facilities were built 10 or 20 or 50 years ago, so we hear reports of female athletes having to get changed in their
cars or in the bushes, or not having toilet facilities, which is terrible. | think we should address those.

Another example is the funding of the Minerva Foundation Network to look at how we can develop role
models and mentoring programs for aspiring young female athletes to come through, because what we are finding
is you cannot be what you cannot see. To have industry champions in sport mentor young females is so important
for those younger athletes to come through and develop into well-rounded people. It gives them that leg-up that
| think we need and we should do.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: It is so good that you are so interested in supporting women's sport. It
surprises me then that, for example, the Ku-ring-gai Netball Association, which has 359 netball teams—a massive
women's sport organisation—wanted money for installation of lights which would have massively increased the
number of games that could have been played. They scored so far behind Old Barker Rugby Club for female
facilities and they did not get a grant. You say all these nice words. There is a specific example. Why is Ku-ring-
gai netball not successful when they are a massive women's and girls' sports organisation, and Old Barker Rugby
Club is?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Ms Jackson, the implication of your question is that we are discriminating based upon
female participation. Clearly, that is not part of the criteria. In fact, what we want to do in all sorts of programs is
actually encourage females to participate. Can | say our strategy Her Sport Her Way has a funding stream for
grant applications. Can | announce today that it is officially open, with another $650,000 to encourage women's
participation and girls' participation in sport. | think we can spend all morning here again talking about individual
projects—why one did not get funded, why one did get funded—but, as | said to you, we have an independent
panel that assesses both stages.

Stage one is overseen by a probity officer and assessed by the independent panel. There were
118 recommendations, | have been advised, in round two, which was the 2019-20 year. | am advised that
118 expressions of interest were received and that 23 projects were then invited to stage two for that full business
case after the EOI stage. As a government, clearly we could not fund 118 projects. We had to try and limit the
amount of resources those organisations had to use. Normally those are community-based organisations. Putting
together that full business case requires a significant amount of time, money and resources. We wanted to try and
minimise that impact. We have to make decisions. We do not shy away from making decisions.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Indeed. The decisions that you make, though, do belie the fact that all of
your rhetoric about supporting women's sport is pretty hollow. Another example, Minister—

Dr GEOFF LEE: Well, | disagree with you.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Pennant Hills—

Dr GEOFF LEE: | disagree with you. I think | went through the $50.85 million in Active Kids vouchers
that have been received. You know, when | go to the meetings as sports Minister—

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: We are not talking about Active Kids vouchers.
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The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Point of order: | am not sure how the Deputy Chair can chair her own
question.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | am the Chair, so if everyone else wants to abandon ship | will just keep
going.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: | would be appreciative if | could be heard on my point of order before
I am yelled over. The Minister was attempting to answer what | think was a question—it might have been a
statement. | think it was a very important statement that has quite severe implications, and | think the opportunity
for him to be able to respond, in accordance with the procedural fairness resolution, is only fair. | ask that before
asking your next question you allow him to respond on that point.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | have not asked a question about the Active Kids Sports vouchers at all,
though, so | do not know what he was talking about. There is no point of order.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: That is not a response to my point of order. You did interrupt him, and
| ask that you cease interrupting him, allow him to answer, and then ask your next question.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: He does not seem to have anything to say anyway.

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: | am not sure that is correct. You made a statement. He was responding
to your statement. You must allow him to respond to the statement that you made. Otherwise, you must withdraw
it.

Dr GEOFF LEE: MsJackson, I think you are trying to conflate individual projects for the Government's
commitment to female inclusion and increasing participation in sport. Can | say the reasons why | was talking
about the $50.85 million in Active Kids vouchers was to show that we are actually supporting females in the
community. In addition, $40 million is being spent across 22 sporting infrastructure projects which include a
priority focus on female-friendly facility and design, and $2.6 million for programs and initiatives that reduce
barriers and grow participation for women and girls in sport. What | was trying to say to you, in essence, is that
we do support and—apart from your picking out individual projects we did not fund. We fund a whole range of
projects to the value of, | am advised, just looking at the rough measurements, over $9 million in those programs
in the last 12 months.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | amindeed, Minister, trying to use specific examples to draw out whether
or not the rhetoric around support for women's sport is, in fact, factual. My next example is Pennant Hills Netball
Club, which applied for a grant, has 3,500 netball players, received a score of 17 and was not funded. Concord
Golf Water Harvesting received a score of 12 and was. How do you justify that? We have had Ku-ring-gai netball,
Pennant Hills netball—how to you justify those decisions which go to a genuine commitment to sport? That is
where the money is going. How do you justify that?

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Are we going to go through every project that has not been awarded
funds?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Thank you again for a similar sort of question, Ms Jackson. At the risk of repeating
my answers ad nauseam because this is my testimony, | will see if Karen Jones would like to make comment as
CEO of the Office of Sport.

Ms JONES: Thank you, Minister. | think that at this point it is pretty important to outline that the
Greater Sydney Sport Facility Fund is not specifically targeting women and girls in sport. It is a fund that seeks
to provide facilities across all Greater Sydney. In fact, the actual criteria and the objectives of the fund are clearly
outlined in the grant guidelines and I will quickly go through those. The first objective is to actually increase the
number and type of sporting facilities. The second is to improve the standard of existing sporting facilities. The
third is to increase participation in sport. For the year 2019-20 Greater Sydney Sport Facility Fund round, whilst
it was not an objective, there was prioritisation given to the provision of facilities that support women and girls.
Now, as stated by the Minister, in the same year of 2019-20, the Office of Sport facilitated over $40 million of
infrastructure projects—22 projects, actually—that had a priority focus on female-friendly facility and design,
and that amount itself actually exceeds the Greater Sydney Sport Facility Fund allocation for that year.

We are very strong advocates of women in sport and that is clearly outlined in our Her Sport Her Way
strategy. Under that strategy, as | think the Minister has already outlined—we have the Active Kids allocation and
the support we provide, particularly to school-age children, including females and girls, to participate and take up
sport. We also have a number of other initiatives outlined in Her Sport Her Way. In fact, there are 29 initiatives
that aim to increase the number of women and girls playing sport, and that includes investment into sports
facilities, maximising investment into women's sport, and supporting the sports sector in ensuring leadership in
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women in sport. We are into our year two action plan of Her Sport Her Way. | can give you some of the highlights
of year one.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: No, thanks. I have the document.
Ms JONES: Great.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: As part of Her Sport Her Way, it is my understanding that the grant
applications that cater for the needs of women and girls will be given priority. Does that not include in funds such
as the Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund? When you put that in Her Sport Her Way, that does not apply to the
Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund?

Ms JONES: The Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund is a standalone program in its own right. In the
year 2019-20 there was a focus—not an objective but a focus—on female facilities. | think you will find that a
number of the projects that did actually proceed did have that focus. In terms of the individual assessment of
applications that you have been pointing towards, | am happy to take that on notice and provide again some
information around their decision-making on those individual projects. | do not have that in front of me right now,
so | can take that on notice.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I just add, Ms Jackson, | just want to clear up any miscommunication that | may
have had. The projects you mentioned are clearly worthwhile community projects, and | do not want to take away
from anything about people's expressions of interest. Every project in the community is important to that
community. Unfortunately, we cannot fund every one. It would be wonderful if I had a magic wand or a magic
pudding so that I could actually satisfy every community project, but I cannot.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | understand that, but we have a document here that suggests that priority
will be given to grant applications that cater for the needs of women and girls. We have had an acknowledgement
that this is a focus for the Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund. We have had Ku-ring-gai netball, Pennant Hills
netball, Baulkham Hills netball: 6,188 registered players, 760 teams, 29 clubs. They did not receive any grant
funding. They were providing 44 per cent co-contribution to the grant that they were seeking. They never even
progressed to the second round. Minister, do you accept that it is not as though there is just one example here of
a female-dominated sport grant application that did not receive funding. In fact, there is a pattern. That is why
I am going through one by one. Do you accept there is a pattern here of female-dominated sports, big clubs putting
in grants and not getting funding?

Dr GEOFF LEE: | do not accept that there is a pattern. They were assessed according to the criteria
outlined in the grants program for the Greater Sydney Sports Facility Fund. I think Ms Jones took on notice to say
that she is more than happy to get back to you about the projects and about their focus on women. I do not think
she has it at hand, unless suddenly it came to you and you do have it at hand, Ms Jones.

Ms JONES: No.
Dr GEOFF LEE: Or one of your staff may have it?
Ms JONES: No.

Dr GEOFF LEE: We will take it on notice and get back to the Committee for a full and transparent
evaluation of evidence provided today.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Ms Jones, are you able to provide any more information to us as to how
these grant applications for big clubs in female-dominated sports are consistently not being funded or failing even
to progress to round two, despite the fact that you have said you will give priority to grant applications that cater
to the needs of women and girls?

Ms JONES: What I will say is when you actually publish in your grant guidelines that that is a focus,
or focus on anything—it might be a disabled sport, it might be a whole range of things—that will actually attract
applications that demonstrate that focus. | think you will find that even the applications that were approved
actually have a women-in-sport focus as well. | would be very surprised if not all or at least the majority of
applications that were actually presented for assessment included commentary on how they were focusing on
women and girls in sport because it was clearly articulated in the grant guidelines that that would be a focus.
So good grant preparation would include that. It is a competitive process.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Do you accept there is a difference between a Rugby club putting in a
line in its grant application that "We will try to do up the women's change rooms™ and an application for a netball
club, which is a female-dominated sport that is trying to massively increase the capacity for women to actively
participate in that sport? Do you accept there is a difference between those two things?
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Ms JONES: No, | do not actually accept that, with due respect. What | do accept is that under
Her Sport Her Way the New South Wales Government is trying to increase participation of women and girls
across all sports.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: So you do not think there is any difference between a club—if you are
looking to support women's participation in sport—that has thousands and thousands of women and girls
participating, that is trying to considerably increase the capacity for them to play and participate, and an
application for a Rugby club that has thousands of blokes participating, a very small number of women, that puts
in a line that says—

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: To try to increase the women participating in Rugby.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: —"We might look at putting some new doors on the—
The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Order!

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: There is no difference? In terms of actually trying to get more women
playing sport, you think that the outcome is going to be the same?

Ms JONES: In terms of those two projects, like | have said before, | will take on notice in terms of the
actual assessment behind those, but | will revert back to my previous statement and say that the Office of Sport,
New South Wales Government, wants to see growth in women participating in all sports.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Minister, the minutes of the Office of Sport NSW note that a secondary
benefit of the Old Barker Rugby Club application was school use. It would be fair to say that the
Old Barker Rugby Club is a feeder club for the Barker College, which is a $35,000-a-year school that has
five Rugby fields, 10 tennis courts and an indoor pool. It is probably pretty well catered for in terms of sports
facilities, is it not?

Dr GEOFF LEE: | am not aware of its facilities, to be honest. | did not go to Barker; | went to
Castle Hill High School.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: North Shore Rowing Club was granted funding to accommodate
Loreto Normanhurst, which wanted a site for boat storage. It is already the home to Roseville College rowing.
Why are so many of these grants going to projects that support the sporting opportunities of wealthy private
schools?

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Wow. You are actually doing that.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can | say that is a value judgement. Can | say that merit-based selection is based
upon the criteria. 1 do not think—well, 1 am sure—that there is no criteria to downgrade people because they
choose to send their kids to a school or not to send their kids to a school. I think everybody has the opportunity to
put that in there. When you talk about the Old Barker, | am just informed that the Old Barker Rugby Club, part of
the description of it was the female facilities upgrade at the pavilion at the Turramurra Memorial Park. Just looking
at it off the—having a look, it is $800,000-odd to upgrade the female facilities there so that women—

The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Ina public park.

Dr GEOFF LEE: And I think women, whether it is netball, which is exclusively female, or Rugby,
which is male-dominated—but females should actually have the opportunity to play Rugby.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | agree.
The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Women are doing better in Rugby anyway.
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Why did you not—

Dr GEOFF LEE: Yes, that is right. They are better probably, and at cricket they are definitely better,
but do not put that—

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Order!

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: If you are interested—

Dr GEOFF LEE: They are definitely doing better in the cricket.
The Hon. NATALIE WARD: With the Sevens.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Order!
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The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: If you are interested in supporting women's participation in Rugby Union,
| draw you back to the Southern Districts Rugby Union application, which does have a considerable stream for
women's Rugby, and it was not funded. So if women's participation in Rugby Union is so important to you, it
seems as though that was a bit of an oversight.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Well, you can go through individual projects, and we can do this all morning. | am
happy to go through them all morning but, as | said, we have Her Sport Her Way. We have done it 10 times—in
the last decade we have spent 10 times the amount on female sport and their facilities and for their participation
than the previous government, the Labor Government, did in its 10 years. By simply saying, "You didn't fund this
project, therefore you don't support it", is truly an inaccurate representation of the facts. We are supporting it, just
in the last year with over $90 million in encouraging female participation in sport. So | refute your assertions that
we do not support female participation in sport in every way.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: Carlingford High School and Condell Park High School are crying out
for indoor multipurpose courts. They do not have five Rugby fields, 10 tennis courts and an indoor swimming
pool at Carlingford High School and Condell Park High School. They missed out, but applications that supported
school facilities at Barker College and Loreto were funded. Does that seem fair to you?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say that it was a process, a methodological process. Criteria were published on
the website. There was two-stage process overseen by the probity officer. Let us go back to, if we can, the Old
Barker Rugby Club. In fact, the money was—it says "Old Barker Rugby Club”, and it could have connotations.
I could understand your connotations, that this is for male facilities. In fact, the evidence that I have in front of
me here says it is for female facilities to be upgraded at the pavilion at Turramurra Memorial Park. That is probably
a historical legacy of having male change rooms or facilities at the expense of any female. They are addressing
that situation.

The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: You have taken responsibility, Minister, for the decisions under this
grant. So when we see things like netball clubs consistently not being funded, clubs that support private schools
on the North Shore consistently being funded, those decisions reflect your priorities and your values as a Minister.
Is that right?

Dr GEOFF LEE: They reflect the views of that two-stage process, which assessed the methodological
assessment against the set of criteria by an independent panel at each stage overseen by the probity officer in terms
of looking at which ones and recommending it to the Minister. | take responsibility for the things that I sign off.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Thank you, Minister. Welcome, now Minister, after
535 days of being acting Minister.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Isit535?

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Congratulations, Minister, on becoming now formally a
Minister.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Ididn't even add it up. Just felt like a blink of time.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: | agree, Minister, that the multicultural communities did
play a key role in spreading the message of constraints and followed health orders. That is a fact, Minister, so
I concur with your comments. Why did it take so long for accessible multilingual information to be provided
during the COVID-19 pandemic? Why did it take so long?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can | say to you that | do not agree with your assertion that it took a long time. In
fact, NSW Health initially was proactive in terms of our COVID response. One of the things that we organised
quickly is meetings with our community leaders to help out our multicultural communities right throughout the
State. We responded quickly and efficiently. I will ask Joseph La Posta to make comment in a second. Certainly,
this Government is continually assessing and responding to the different needs as those health orders change. Can
| say that very quickly we were on board in terms of talking to our multicultural communities, including the
religious and faith leaders, including those community leaders. | certainly refute your accusation in that question
that we did not respond quickly. In fact, very early on, we held engagement forums. | did 38 of those, | am
advised—I did not actually count them myself—online engagement forums, because we only had Zoom in those
days, involving over 150 religious leaders from a hundred different faith-based groups. We were meeting them
weekly. | have got to commend Joseph La Posta in heading up from Multicultural NSW, and Health, who had
Jan. Dr Jan Fizzell must have been on every single meeting we had. What a champion she has been throughout
this process to interpret health-speak into normal-speak and answer questions.

Can | say we have also done things like nine online engagement forums with Muslim leaders throughout
Ramadan. As you would know, Ramadan was particularly difficult. It was the first time in many years or ever that
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celebrations at mosques could not occur, because we actually closed down paces of worship. Obviously, they got
caught up in that stream. We also had two online engagement forums with Jewish leaders around Hanukkah and
13 online engagement forums with Christian Orthodox leaders. We also had 50, they advise me, online regional
advisory council forums. Those regional advisory councils sit under the ministerial advisory board. They are
actually the grassroots community members actually feeding up information and feeding down and back into the
community at a grassroots level about what is happening in our multicultural communities not just in Sydney but
what is happening right across the regions and the country areas.

We also had 11 forums with peak multicultural bodies in the Sydney metropolitan and regional forums
and six forums with the New South Wales consular corps. They were particularly important because they are
another point of access that citizens of other countries would actually access in terms of the opportunities to stay
here or return home or clearing up visa issues or clearing up visas where the people can return to Australia and
the arrangements. They were particularly good, the consular corps. So | would like to acknowledge the consular
corps. We had 16 meetings with leaders from the humanitarian settlement sector. The temporary visa holders have
been particularly hit hard in terms of their inability to access traditional support from the Federal Government,
like JobKeeper. There was no facility for those. If you cannot work because the industries have disappeared, like
tourism and hospitality, if your casual work has disappeared, if you cannot get any money from government, how
do you actually live and how do you pay rent and how do you buy food and how do you actually keep your family,
if you are not able to do that? I pay tribute also to our humanitarian settlement sector.

In fact, the Jesuit Refugee Service, which is in my new boundaries of my new electorate, which | had the
privilege of visiting early on, when we actually gave support to the Jesuit Refugee Service as part of a
multimillion-dollar strategy—1I will let Joseph talk about that. It was outstanding, their work, in terms of providing
over 600 food packages every week to families in desperate need when they had no money. These are basic
requirements, like rice and flour and oil. These are not luxury goods. These are just to be able to survive during
the time. | may ask Mr La Posta to detail the work we did. | think your question revolved around translation and
language services and the work you have done, not only translation services and the advertising and the deep
penetration we have into our communities.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Minister, before Mr La Posta answers, my question is with
regard to multilingual information and when you provided it early on the pandemic. You have mentioned that you
had organised meetings earlier. When did you organise those meetings? The complaint was that
Multicultural NSW was very late in responding and providing that information. You say you have met all these
people. | take it that you have met them on Zoom and Facebook and whatever. When did you actually meet with
multicultural communities to spread out the message of constraint and coordination with those communities?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say that very early on in the piece we—I do not have the specific date, when
we first started, but | will ask Joseph to detail those meetings that he had. But can | say | refute the accusation in
your question that we did not meet early. Can | say that straightaway from March we started those dialogues and
started that information dissemination. We were listening to the community at all times. In fact, one of the biggest
advantages of those online forums that we had every week with up to 150 leaders was that we were able to answer
their questions and get straight back to them, publish those online, and people were able to share—I remember
even Bill Crews was offering his services, for instance, attending places of worship. Bill Crews actually offered
his COVID Safety Plan for how he actually cleans his meal preparations and service areas to make sure they
remain COVID safe.

Often there was a lot of peer groups working with different religious leaders or community leaders,
sharing their COVID safety and their tips about how they clean their places of worship, the seats, the doors, and
how they arrange for the entry and exit of worshippers as they come into the place. I certainly refute the
accusations of your question in terms of support very early on in the pandemic. In fact, it was in March. | am
happy to let Joseph—

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Just on that, the pandemic and the news of the spread of
the coronavirus was in December. What took you so long—three months—before you had any communication
with the multicultural communities?

Dr GEOFF LEE: That is absolutely wrong.
The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: You said March.
Dr GEOFF LEE: | am more than happy to see if Mr La Posta wants to—

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: No, why did it take you more than three months before you
met with communities?
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The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Just before we go any further, we now do not have a deputy chair here
either, if it has been passed—

Dr GEOFF LEE: Nat can be deputy chair; can we elect her?

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: No. I just make the point that we are inquorate?
The Hon. ROSE JACKSON: | thought a quorum was three.

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Well, we need a deputy chair. We are inquorate.
Mr LA POSTA: Mr Moselmane, if | can—

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Before you do answer, Mr La Posta, | would like to hear it
from the Minister. Why did it take the Minister four months, when we knew and the fear was out there that this
was developing into a pandemic. It took Multicultural NSW, as is the Minister's own admission, till March 2020
to commence communications with multicultural communities. Why did it take so long?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Firstly, | should say that Mr La Posta should buy a new pen.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: This is a serious question, Minister.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Well, it has a serious response.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: What, "buy him a new pen" is a serious response?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Shaoquett Moselmane, Mr Moselmane, when you accuse us not to respond quickly
and not to listen to communities that is offensive. We have spent significant amounts of time focusing—

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: You indicated it was March.
The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Let him answer.
The Hon. NATALIE WARD: Let him answer.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say that at all times we followed health advice and that was our primary
directive. As you may remember, at the time the most important thing was information that came from—which
we followed—was health advice. We had to follow a single point of truth that we kept reflecting as that health
advice would be released and updated. We kept updating them, so we followed that. You know, the accusations
within what you are saying that we do not talk to our multicultural communities and only started in March.

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Well, according to you.

Dr GEOFF LEE: Well, the reality is we talked about the health advice, talking to our communities at
all times, not just in March but right throughout the year. You would know out of everybody that my attendance
at as many multicultural meetings and forums and events would be second to none. When people want to meet
with me and | have the possible time and it coordinates, we certainly do. That is why we are very proud of our
continued dialogue, not just through me but through the whole of Multicultural NSW. I will ask Mr La Posta to
talk about his ongoing, continuous project—

The Hon. SHAOQUETT MOSELMANE: Before Mr La Posta answers—Mr La Posta will have an
opportunity later this afternoon. While we have got you, Minister, | accept that | do see you at many multicultural
communities, but my question is: Why did it take Multicultural NSW four months before it commenced
communication with the migrant communities and ethnic communities? That is the role of Multicultural NSW—
to communicate. Why did it take them four months, as per your admission, to start the communication process?

Dr GEOFF LEE: Can I say that we continually communicate with all our multicultural communities
throughout the year in numerous forums, whether it is through the advisory board and their deep reach into
community, whether it is the regional advisory committees, whether it is the specific programs that are run,
whether it is doing things like—they advise me that the Farsi interpreters were at the airport in February. We
certainly made sure that we followed health advice all the time and always communicated that health advice as a
single point of truth. I think that is important because during that time there were multiple sources of information.
People go online and hear that "fake news" and people's versions. But it was so important to actually communicate
a single point of truth.

For instance, early on in the piece we did things like we cancelled thin