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For Orienteering Australia to obtain funding for both Development and High Performance projects, the Australian Sports Commission has largely excluded any criteria which one might have thought would have flowed from the Crawford report. Instead it is all about gold medals and profile when medals are won and we get marked down in the HP area because, in the view of the ASC:
1. Some sports have well over 200 countries doing the sport, with a large number winning medals, compared with 71 countries doing orienteering and a relatively small pool of countries winning medals
2. We get little media coverage when we win gold medals so therefore contribute little to 'national identity', compared with the Olympic sports and sports such as AFL, golf etc
3. We 'only' report 9500 registered members whereas higher priority sports report tens of thousands. So we score low on participation relevance.
 

Any possible impacts on State funding are unclear.  However, if OA funding is restricted, OA will need to pass on costs to the states to maintain the current programs and will not be able to develop additional programs to the support states.
To address point 3) Orienteering Australia has requested all states to look at ways that they can count registered participants as ‘casual’ members.
This does not require charging of a membership fee, or paying OA any additional affiliation fees, and we would not need to offer them any membership privileges. It only requires that we maintain a list of these ‘casual’ members and ideally send them electronic orienteering bulletins.
Is there support for this concept?

How difficult would this be to implement?
Bruce Arthur

